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HRISTMAS sort of crept up on us

from behind this year, and for a
good reason. So much of our early-
December energies went into the pro-
duction of the double-size, silver-anni-
versary issue of December 15 that we
hardly knew how time was flying.
And for the past couple of weeks we
have been in a whirl because of the
splash that issue made. Our birthday
-celebration, so to speak, has continued
over, to join hands with the Christmas

festivities. You readers have given us
not only a swell birthday present, but
a grand Christmas gift as well, in the
‘many hundreds of new subscriptions
that have come in and are still coming
—over 100 in the mail this morning
(Dec. 21) for example.

Some of you have shown a special
-talent in this direction. Take, for ex-
ample, the John Reed branch of the
Communist Party in New York City.
The live-wire literature agent of this
branch turned in a batch of subscrip-
tions which netted six dollars in commis-
'sions for the branch treasury, besides
-several important current books which
the branch will be able to rafle off to
‘the further benefit of the treasury.
These were obtained by the addition
to the regular subscription price (in
-cases where the subscriber did not wish
the book premium) of a small amount
from the branch treasury to make up
the difference between the regular sub-
-scription price and the premium price.
The branch then keeps the books.
Several Communist fractions in organi-
zations of white-collar and professional
people have done the same thing.

Your organization can do it, too, and
we know a stunt that will help. We
have some hundreds of copies of the
‘big special issue on hand. Suppose
your organization turns in to us a se-
lected list of names and addresses of
good subscription prospects. We'll send
a sample copy of the special issue free
to each of them, and then you can fol-
low up in a few days by sending us
the subscription orders which experience
shows us follow readily after a reading
of that issue. Are you on?

Who's Who

DAY LEWIS is a poet and critic

e active in the left-wing literary

movement in England. He is the author

of two volumes, Poems and A Time

for Dancing, both of which were mainly
verse, but contained prose passages.

Rhoda Holmes is a new contributor
who made her New Masses debut last
week with the article ‘“Sea-Strike
Scene.”

Theodore Draper, as previously noted,
is a recent addition to our editorial
-staff.

James Wechsler is director of pub-
lications: for the American Student
Union and author of the recent Rewolt
on the Campus. He was formerly edi-
‘tor of the Columbia Spectator.

Rolfe Humphries is a poet and critic
who has appeared frequently in our
pages, as well as in the New Republic,
the New Yorker, and other magazines.

BETWEEN OURSELVES

Robert Gessner has contributed to the
NEw MASSES on numerous occasions.
His most recent work is the current
Some of My Best Friends Are Jews.

Paul Engle is the author of American
Earth, the book which won loud ac-
claim from the notoriously anti-Com-
munist New York Times Sunday book
review for its “American” point of view,
an acclaim which that organ did not
repeat when Engle’s second book, Break
the Heart’s Anger, appeared. To the
chagrin of J. Donald Adams, editor of
the Times book review, the second vol-
ume, in our opinion no less American,
manifested certain ruddy tendencies.

The drawing by Art Young on page
18 continues the long series of draw-
ings by him which we have been print-
ing for as long as we can remember.
A selection of these, plus work done for

THIS

other publications, is included in the
current The Best of Art Young, re-
viewed in our Dec. 15 issue by Robert
Coates. It is characteristic of Art
Young’s place in the history of this
magazine that News-W eek, which ran
an article last week on our twenty-fifth
anniversary, chose an Art Young cdr-
toon as illustration. Their choice was
his famous “nice cool sewer” drawing,
which is among those included in The
Best of Art Young.

Rockwell Kent's drawing on page 24
is one of the decorations he made for
the Heritage Press edition of Leawes of
Grass.

The lithographs by Arnold Blanch,
George Biddle, and John Lonergan, as
well as the woodcut by Irving Mar-
antz, are among the hundred prints col-
lectively titled America Today now be-
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ing exhibited simultaneously by the
American Artists’ Congress in thirty
cities. Two other lithographs from the
collection have already appeared in
these pages: Jack Markow’s “The Dic-
tator” in the December 8 issue, and
Russell T. Limbach’s “Gangsters and
Detectives” in the issue of December 15.
The entire collection has been repro-
duced in book form, with short essays
on the various print techniques, by the
Equinox Codperative Press.

Georges Schreiber, who drew the
curbstone types on pages 4 and 5, is
the artist-compiler of Portraits and
Self-Portraits, reviewed last week.

What's What

HEN Erika Mann, daughter of

the German novelist Thomas
Mann, puts on her intimate satiric
Peppermill revue in the little theater
atop New York’s Chanin Building on
Dec. 29, it will be graced with sets
designed by Anton Refregier, whose
drawings appear frequently in our
pages.

Coming around to New Year’s Eve,
have you New York readers ever had
that what-to-do? feeling while you're
waiting for that big party to get well
under way—which usually means about
11 p.m.? We have, and we've decided
to do something about it this year. We
have, in fact, decided to Bridge the
Gap. The staff of the NEw Masses
will give a Warming-Up Party
New Year’s Eve, to start at 5 p.m.
and run to 10 or 10:30 pm. It will
be at Dorothy White’s studio (we've
changed the address given last week),
40 Union Square, and there will be hot
music for your feet, cold you-know-

what for your throat, entertainment,
and grub—for those of you who think a
big dinner is out of order. Fifty cents
at the door. Meet your date there.

Flashbacks

N Christmas Day fifteen years ago,

a modern Prince of Peace re-
entered the world from which he had
been forcibly excluded for his pacifist
views. On Dec. 25, 1921, Eugene V.
Debs stumbled down the steps of the
United States Penitentiary in Atlanta,
waved his ‘walking-stick in farewell to
a thousand cheering prisoners, among
whom he had spent the better part of
three years because he opposed Ameri-
can entry into Wilson’s war on behalf
of Morgan and his Allies. . . . As the
AF. of L. suffers from its present case
of split personality, or CIOzophrenia,
many look back to the day in 1869
when another great industrial-union
movement modestly started what de-
veloped into an important career. On
December 26, in that year, tailor Uriah
Stephens organized in Philadelphia the
first local assembly of the Knights of
Labor. . . . The Christmas number of
Punch for 1843 tripled that magazine’s
circulation. It carried the pro-labor
words to what soon became a real song-
hit in London’s poorer streets, Thomas
Hood’s “The Song of the Shirt.”
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1: Formosa ceded to Japan in

Theater of the recent maneuvers and Japan’s aggression since 1895.
1895. 2: Port Arthur and Kwantung Peninsula leased by Japan in 1905. 3: Karafuto ceded to Japan

in 1905 by Russia, 4: Korea annexed by Japan in 1910. 5: Mukden seized by Japan in 1931.
6: Shanghai bombarded by Japanese in 1931. 7: Manchuria declared the Japanese puppet state of
Manchukuo in 1932. 8: Jehol Province annexed by Manchukuo in 1933.

The Chinese Chessboard

The kidnaping of Chiang Kai-shek is the dramatic expression of a
- series of moves and counter-moves, with Japan playing a deep game

EVER was there woven a tapestry of
N more intricate imperialist design by
fine Japanese hands than the strange
case of the kidnaping of Chiang Kai-shek
by Chang Hsueh-liang. The details of the
plot have a fascination of their own, but they
are treacherous because it is easy to get lost
in them to the extent of obscuring the funda-
mental forces at work. The motives, rivalries,
past records of both men are not remotely as
important as the underlying factors: the ne-
cessity of Japan for precisely such a diversion
to advance ‘its program of conquest, and the
need for the unification of the Chinese people
as the condition for effective resistance to
Japan’s further penetration. The still-confused
complex of events in the kidnaping takes on
meaning and significance only by reference to
these factors.
The chief actors in the drama are not
merely two individuals with very spotty

By Theodore Draper

records, but rather, one, the dominating figure
in the central government of China at Nan-
king, and the other, a provincial war lord
whose very person reeks with the corruption,
disorder, and national disunity of the feudal
past. More than anything else, national dis-
unity has been the official Japanese pretext
for dismembering China. That is why
China stands to lose if the provincial war
lord wins; China will gain if the central gov-
ernment gets the upper hand.

As president of the Executive Yuan (coun-
cil), Chiang Kai-shek is head of the civil gov-
ernment of all China; as chairman of the
Military Affairs Commission, he is com-
mander-in-chief of the national army. This
government, whatever was true of it in the
past, has more recently been the instrument
for advancing the national unification of
China, especially since the settlement of the
southwest “rebellion” last summer and the

successful resistance to the Japanese invaders
in Suiyuan, It is not necessary to assume that
Chiang Kai-shek has a personal stake in the
unification of China; historical forces, backed
by the hearts and minds of the broad masses,
are at work.

Chang Hsueh-liang is a provincial war lord
who will be remembered after the other war
lords -have been forgotten, chiefly because of
his shameful surrender of Manchuria to the
Japanese in 1931. Chang not only failed to
put up resistance; he prevented anything but
abject surrender until it was too late. Then
Chang just ran away. For a time, he was
forced to live abroad; cowardice made China
an unsafe refuge. On his return, Chiang
Kai-shek entrusted him with command of the
“bandit-suppression” (i. e., anti-Communist)
forces in Honan province, but Chang failed
to exterminate anybody but thousands of his
own troops. When the Red Army more re-
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cently moved up into Shensi and Kansu in the
northwest, Chang was shifted into the same
territory.

The details of the kidnaping may be taken
with the utmost reserve. Chiang Kai-shek, so
the cables go, was careless enough to visit a
hot springs twenty miles from Sian, capital of
Shensi province and headquarters of Chang
Hsueh-liang, without protection, just in time
to be confronted by a mutiny of Chang’s
troops. Chiang and a number of other high
government officials were seized and arrested
by Chang, who immediately broadcast his de-
mands to Nanking: a war of liberation against
Japan; unification of China through the re-
covery of all territories seized by Japan; and
reorganization of the Kuomintang (Nation-
alist Party) to admit Communists to member-
ship, reverting to the status of 1925-27.

It was not clear, at first, whether Chiang
was dead or alive, Rumors flew thick and fast:
that Chiang was safe but hardly sound con-
sidering his position; that he had been spirited
into inaccessible Shensi retreats; that he had
been slain. Behind the whole plot, according
to the early dispatches, were the Chinese
Communists and the Soviet government.
Chang Hsueh-liang’s three demands were
pointed out as obviously Communist-inspired.
It was said that Chang had already concluded
a Communist alliance. This is the most signi-
ficant element in the whole situation, -and
bears the closest scrutiny.

THE KIDNAPING of Chiang Kai-shek was
nicely timed to suit the immediate require-
ments of Japanese imperialism.

For the past eight months, native troops
from Manchukuo, under Japanese direction,
have been encroaching upon the province of
Suiyuan from the east. The Japanese invasion
of Suiyuan is an extension of the whole line
of Japanese conquest in China from the
snatching of Manchuria in 1931, the annexa-
tion of Jehol in 1933, to the establishment of
a puppet Hopei-Chahar Political Council in
1935. This last was Japan’s first concrete bid
for power over all the five northern provinces:
Hopei, Chahar, Shantung, Shansi, and Sui-
yuan, The immediate goal of the Japanese
is to set up a puppet state in Inner Mongolia,
comprising Ninghsia, Chahar, and Suiyuan.
Such a puppet state would effectively separate
the Mongolian People’'s Republic (Outer
Mongolia), an independent state with a
mutual-assistance pact with the Soviet Union,
from the rest of China and provide a necessary
base for attacking the Lake Baikal region of
the Soviet Far East. It would also put Shensi,
Shansi, and the rest of Hopei completely at
the mercy of Japan.

The Japanese timed their first penetration
of Suiyuan with the disaffection of Kwangsi
and Kwangtung, the two important southwest
provinces which were only nominally under
the control of Nanking. They could not take
advantage of that crisis because Chiang Kai-
shek settled it too quickly and without the
firing of a shot. Severe fighting finally oc-
curred in early November of this year between
the Japanese-dominated Mongols from Man-

chukuo and the Suiyuan troops faithful to
Nanking. The invaders were repulsed at the
border town of Pailingmiao and that Japanese
adventure came to a temporary halt.

The Suiyuan failure created a ticklish situa-
tion for the Japanese. This attempt had tested
the strength and spirit of the Chinese. Now
Japan had to raise the ante by bringing in its
own troops. Their Suiyuan setback had a
tremendously invigorating effect upon the
whole anti-Japanese movement throughout all
China. It was a living demonstration that re-
sistance against Japan is not futile when there
is a united will to fight.

At the same time, Japan announced an anti-
Communist pact with the Nazis which was
going none too well. This anti-Communist
agreement, signed on November 25, was only
a belated sequel to an anti-Soviet pact signed
by Japan and Germany on January 6. The
pact was received with exceptional disfavor
by the democratic countries. The Soviet gov-
ernment precipitated a split in the ranks of the
Japanese bourgeoisie by refusing to sign a vital
fishing agreement, and more or less of a gov-
ernment crisis ensued in Japan.

These are the most important special cir-
cumstances behind the kidnaping of Chiang
Kai-shek. Japan, for one, needed this diver-
sion in order to strengthen its hand in Sui-
yuan. Nanking would have to withdraw
troops and materials from that province to
Shensi to meet the threat by Chang Hsueh-
liang, if all went well with the Shensi plot.
In the second place, the Shensi affair exactly
suited the purposes of Japan in terms of its
treaty with the Nazis against the Soviet
Union. Japan now needed a Communist
threat to China’s unity, even if such a threat
had to be organized under its own auspices.

It must be remembered that the treaty with
the Nazis has changed the Japanese situation
with respect to China in an important respect.
The conquest must be speeded up so that
Japan may not be embarrassed in the event
that the Nazis are soon forced to move
towards the Ukraine to avert an internal ex-
plosion. A unified China is a wall between
Japan and the Soviet Union. The Shensi
kidnaping, if it could be somehow pinned on
the Chinese Communists and the Soviet gov-
ernment, would give the Japanese foreign
office the opportunity to say: ‘“Chang Hsueh-
liang has demonstrated to us in person the
necessity of the German-Japanese agreement.”

To be sure, that is what a Japanese foreign
office spokesman actually did say. But after
Izvestia, the Soviet government organ, pub-
lished a sharp reply in which it directly ac-
cused Japanese imperialism of fomenting the
Chang Hsueh-liang disaffection, the Japanese
foreign office hastened to absolve the Soviet
Union of all blame in the affair—and itself
at the same time. The gesture merely showed
that the Shensi war lord was not doing so
well, and might have to be left in the lurch.

ONE element in the whole case which has
been completely neglected to date is the fact
that the Japanese foreign office and the Japan-

ese press in Shanghai (much more responsive
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to the needs of Nippon’s military clique than
the press in Japan) has for the past three
months been carefully spreading propaganda
to the effect that Chang Hsueh-liang was
splitting away from Chiang Kai-shek, in favor
of an alliance with the Chinese Communists
and the Soviet government for an anti-
Japanese war. On September 29 the Shanghai
Nippo reported that Chang had signed a
“truce agreement” with the Communists
whom he had been sent to exterminate. That
mouthpiece of the Kwantung (Japanese)
army also broadcast the charge that Chang
intended to break away from Nanking, set up
an independent state, and strike up an alliance
with the Soviet Union. From then on, the
Japanese press assiduously cultivated this
theme, although Chang Hsuéh-liang denied
the reports in an interview with the corre-
spondent of the London Daily Herald on
October 2. Furthermore, we know that
Chiang Kai-shek flew to Sian on October 22,
where he held a conference with Chang and
other northern generals. According to the
Shanghai Nippo, the trip was made because
Chang had become extremely dissatisfied with
the treatment accorded his troops by Nanking.
In retaliation for this threatening anti-Nan-
king position, the paper declared, Chiang had
decided upon a ‘‘reorganization” of Chang
Hsueh-liang’s army.

Why all this elaborate fanfare by the Jap-
anese press? It would seem that the Japanese
were - becoming very anxious to get rid of
Chiang Kai-shek. On December 1, the Hearst
papers published an article by Sadao Araki,
Japanese imperialism’s bitter-ender, former
minister of war and member of the Supreme
Woar Council. Twelve days before the kidnaping
of Chiang Kai-shek, Araki wrote as follows:

I am afraid that if General Chiang Kai-shek
dances to the Soviet tune, he will be shot to death
while in his trance, by young Chinese Communists,
who will take the opportunity to dispose of him,
so that they may, under Soviet direction, dispose of
the present Chinese government and pave the way
for an invasion of all China in a sensational coup
d’état that would startle the world.

A really remarkable prediction. Ten days
later, Chang Hsueh-liang emerges as the
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“young Chinese Communist” who decides that
Chiang Kai-shek “will be shot to death.” It
is painfully obvious that Araki is so good a
prophet because his clique has had a hand in
arranging events—even if a war lord of Chang
Hsueh-liang’s corruption has to pose as a Com-
munist,

These facts would tend to prove that there
is nothing unpremeditated about the present
situation. If there existed an actual split-in-
the-making between Chiang Kai-shek and
‘Chang Hsueh-liang, then the Japanese mili-
tarists started to make capital of it and exploit
its possibilities three months ago. If no such
‘break between the two was imminent, then
the Japanese press may be charged with the
bold and diabolic intrigue of nursing a myth

that one of the war lords was turning anti-
Japanese because it could be turned to their
own account.

Now coNSIDER the Soviet aspect. The
(Japanese) Domei news agency persistently
reports that Chang Hsueh-liang has con-
cluded an alliance wtih the Soviet Union
against Japan and Nanking, The Japanese
imperialists, are not so numbskulled as to be-
lieve that kind of rot, even their own. The
Japanese Foreign Office, when it permitted or
ordered the publication of this canard, was
certainly aware of the stand taken by the
Soviet Union in the case of the Kwangsi-
Kwangtung southwest revolt. At that time,
on July 29, Izvestia wrote:

This issue is significant in many respects. The
southern Chinese generals acted under the banner of
the struggle with Japan. But their defeat in no way
means the defeat of the anti-Japanese ideas by
which they were allegedly led. On the contrary,
the failure of this attempt to earn political capital
by means of an anti-Japanese movement is ex-
plained primarily precisely by the fact that the
action of South China, not only in reality was not
directed against Japan, but directly favored the
plunder plans of Japan. This fact was realized in
time by Chinese public circles. This provocation
failed also, because in the eyes of the entire Chi-
nese nation the anti-Japanese campaign of the south-
erners showed as a screen for the mercenary, semi-
feudal provincial separation of the local military

X funltr

clique, whose victory would still further weaken
China, and would be advantageous only for Japanese
imperialism.

Izvestia issued a similar statement soon after
the news of Chiang Kai-shek’s kidnaping
reached Moscow. The first Japanese attempts
to implicate the Soviet Union were false not
only because of strict non-interference by the
Soviet government in the internal affairs of
China, but also because the Soviet govern-
ment, on principle, is opposed to any action
which would disunite China. A unified China
is a bulwark of world peace.

DespiTE the fact that Chang Hsueh-liang
raised pro-Communist and anti-Japanese slo-
gans, the program of the Chinese Communist
Party is condemnation of his deeds. Its record
is just as clear as that of the Soviet govern-
ment. It would take too long a digression to
give any adequate account of the fifteen fate-
ful years of the Chinese Communist Party,
but its-main line of development is pertinent
to the issue at hand.

From its beginnings in 1921 until the
spring of 1927, the Chinese Communist Party
steadily increased in numbers and influence
as the result of an alliance with the Kuomin-
tang. In the midst of a victorious campaign
against enemies internal and external, the na-
tional bourgeoisie in the Kuomintang, under
the leadership of Chiang Kai-shek, treacher-
ously turned on the Communists, murdered
them by thousands, and came to terms with
the Japanese militarists on a policy of capitu-
lation. From this point on, the Communists
were put on the defensive by Nanking’s super-
ior numbers and armament. Various Soviet
centers were established in the interior of the
country by the end of 1927, but it was not
until the beginning of 1931 that the Red
Army succeeded in gaining a firm foothold in
Kiangsi and Fukien provinces. Chiang Kai-
shek sent army after army against it, but the
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Red Army was a match for all of them. At
the end of 1934, the Communists decided to
move their main forces from the central prov-
inces to the northwest in Shensi and Kansu.
After a “great trek” of 8000 miles over
mountains, parched plains, and almost impass-
able rivers, always fighting against odds, the
Red Army entrenched itself in its new terri-
tory by the beginning of 1936.

MEANWHILE, in the summer of 1935, the
Chinese Communist Party announced that the
old program of fighting Nanking was alto-
gether inadequate to meet the existing situa-
tion. Japan had by this time succeeded in
outdistancing all of its imperialist competitors
in the Far East with such effect that the liber-
ation of China from imperialist rule was no
longer one of opposition to imperialism in gen-
eral but, rather, concrete opposition to Japanese
imperialism. For the time being, the sharp
antagonisms among imperialist powers could be
utilized to greater advantage than ever before
to further the Chinese unification and libera-
tion movement.

Above all, the necessary condition for break-
ing the Japanese strangle-hold on north China
was the internal unification of the country. No
matter what the cause, civil war between
Chinese groups played into the hands of the
Japanese. The Red Army was certainly not
strong enough to cope with both Tokyo and

~ Nanking at once. And victories by Chinese
over Chinese were Pyrrhic in respect to Japan.

“Turn your guns outward,” the Commu-
nists pleaded. Despite the past of even Chiang
Kai-shek and Nanking, the Communists were
far from putting them in the same category
with the Japanese invalers. Any weakening
of the authority of the central government,
especially in the last two years, has always
accrued to the gain of Tokyo. So the Com-
munists proposed a united national front
against Japanese imperialism, a united front
between the Kuomintang and the Communist
Party, an all-China, anti- Japanese army and an
all-China government of national defense com-
posed of representatives of all parties in the
anti-Japanese front.

Substantially this program has already been
adopted by all progressive tendencies in China
to the marked displeasure of the Japanese mili-
tary clique and their satellites. The successful
resistance in Suiyuan is in large measure at-
tributable to the extent to which this program
of national salvation has been accepted by the
broad masses ‘as well as influential individuals
even within the Kuomintang. There is tre-
mendous ferment and organized anti-Japanese
activity among the students of China on the
basis of this program. Even Chiang Kai-shek,
at least in words, has retreated from his former
intransigence. For the past few months,
Chiang has uttered anti-Japanese declarations
which he never permitted himself to state
openly before. He sent reinforcements to
Suiyuan. He opened negotiations with Japa-
nese Ambassador Shigeru Kawagoe on the
elaborate program for further penetration in
China presented by Prime Minister Koki

T
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Hirota and gave Kawagoe little satisfaction.
The negotiations dragged on between Kawa-
goe and Foreign Minister Chang Chun, but
Nanking was reported as countering with
stiffer anti-Japanese demands than ever before,
until finally Kawagoe lost face and returned
to Tokyo with nothing accomplished. There
is no telling how far Chiang intended to go,
because in the midst of his brave speeches he
cracked down on the National Salvation move-
ment and arrested a number of extremely
prominent Kuomintang members because they
issued a manifesto in support of the anti-
Japanese united front.

ONE thing is certain, however: irrespective
of Chiang’s motives or consistency, the unifica-
tion of China reached a stage which threat-
ened Japan’s whole program of conquest.

In the northwest, the Communists have had
to do little fighting because so many of Chang
Hsueh-liang’s forces have adopted their pro-
gram and refuse to fight their Communist com-
rades. It is a matter of record that the Com-
munist movement in China has never been as
strong as it is today. The dramatic encounters
of the Red Army have ceased, but its penetrat-
ing influence has increased immeasurably. Ed-
gar Snow, Chinese correspondent for the
London Daily Herald and the New York Sun,
recently finished a four-month stay in the

John Mackey

Soviet districts in Shensi, Kansu, and Ninghsia.
interviewed many of the leading Communist
chiefs, including Mao Tse-tung, chairman of
the Chinese Central Soviet government. He
reported that there are not less than 100,000
men, “modernly armed with latest types of
rifles, automatic rifles, machine guns, trench
mortars and artillery—all of which appeared
to be captured from enemy troops,” and about
50,000 additional armed partisan troops. I
have visited many Chinese armies in my seven
years in China,” Snow wrote in a recent letter
to the China Weekly Review, “but I have not
seen one in which the fighting spirit, political
education, literacy, patriotism, and morale
tone were at such a high level.”

The Japanese were well aware of this up-
surge of popular support for the Communist
policy of united national front against their
imperialism as well as of the decided increase
in the strength of the Red Army and the Soviet
regions in the northwest. Fomenting dis-
sension and civib war in China is their answer
to this development. If it is not of their mak-
ing, they exploit it; but they are not beyond
manufacturing its threat, even under cover of
the anti-Japanese struggle itself, if need be.

There is little hazard in stating that when
the whole story of the kidnaping finally
emerges, if it ever does, Japanese imperialism
will be implicated at every point.
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Mr. Sullivan’s “Racket”

That current book on labor-union corruption raises some questions
which are regarded differently by this author and Remington Rand

job. The pay is good, the hours

are easy, and he meets the very
best people. Big bronze doors are open to
him, and important executives sometimes
shake hands with him before they sign on the
dotted line. “Crying Nat” is selling This
Labor Union Racket, by Edward Dean Sulli-
van, and he likes it as well as breaking strikes
for his old friend, Pearl I. Bergofl.

Mr. Sullivan’s book has other distinguished
vendors, too. Alex L. Hillman, president of
Hillman-Curl, Inc., who published it, has
taken a personal interest in the sales cam-
paign. A few weeks ago he boarded a west-
bound plane to supervise General Motors’
purchase of several hundred copies. Pontiac
Motors’ plant foremen needed at least a hun-
dred to distribute to their employees, and
Mr. Hillman wanted to be sure that they got
there.

The energetic publisher hasn’t moved in
such distinguished circles in some time, for as
chief shareholder in William Godwin, Inc.,
a great deal of his attention has been
taken up with defending himself in court
against charges of sponsoring the kind of
literature which is sold under the counter in
the less reputable bookstores. The Man in
the Monkey Suit, for instance, cost him a
$200 fine, and /¥ anda had to sell briskly to
make up for the $500 penalty it drew. For-
tunately, The Doctor’s Wife got away with
a suspended sentence, and Flesh and Other
Stories, privately printed several years before,
escaped with a stern warning.

The mailing list for This Labor Union
Racket is Mr. Hillman’s pride and joy. The
Chicago Motor Bus Co., whose company
union is praised so highly in the book, was
flattered to the extent of an order. Hotchkiss
Arms, up in Connecticut, thought its em-
ployees needed educational advantages in their
leisure hours, and Lukens Steel, in Coates-
ville, Pa., thriftily took advantage of the bar-
gain rates offered for large orders. A store-
keeper in Kohler, Wis., enjoyed a burst ot
prosperity when the plumbing company execu-
tives saw the nice things Mr. Sullivan had
said about them.

Best of all, Remington Rand, busy with
what Mr. Hillman calls “unfortunate labor
trouble,” became worried about racketeering
in unions. Possibly on the recommendation
of “Crying Nat,” who was busy in Hart-
ford, Conn., persuading the Remington Rand
strikers there to go back to work, the company
ordered 1500 copies. Mr. Hillman was so
proud of that he mounted the stand in the

(AA CRYING NAT” SHAW has a new

By Rhoda Holmes

National Labor Relations Board industrial
espionage hearing last month to tell the public
all about it.

This success is not surprising, though, con-
sidering all the trouble Mr. Hillman went
to before the book came out. Impressive cir-

- culars, warning America in two-inch red let-

ters to awake to its peril, were sent to pros-
pective customers. Book-sellers were noti-
fied that ‘“the special market for this book
is being exploited.” Executives learned from
the pages of the New York Times that they
owed it to themselves and their businesses to
read it.

And finally, Barron’s Weekly, the Wall
Street Journal, the San Francisco W all Street
Journal, the Chicago Journal of Commerce,
and the Hearst papers all gave it wonderful
reviews. As a matter of fact, “Crying Nat’s”
job is a cinch.

Mr. Sullivan is feeling pretty set up about
the whole thing, too. An ex-Hearst news-
paperman who specializes in exposés, he may
have been pardoned a little nervousness about
the reception his latest opus would get. In-
deed, his old publisher, Vanguard Press, after
considering the idea of presenting the book,
finally turned it down.

Mr. Sullivan himself had dropped words
of praise for rank-and-file union members in
his Rattling the Cup on Chicago Crime. Pos-
sibly a right-about-face would be unstrategic;
or even worse, unprofitable. Naturally he
rejoiced with his publisher when the book
went inte its second printing two weeks after
its appearance.

The ointment was not wholly clear, of
course, One large fly was Louis - Adamic,
who had done considerable exposing of union
conditions himself. Up rose Mr. Adamic to
denounce This Labor Union Racket as a
“superficial, ill-thought-out, xenophobe book,
concocted around Hearst and Chicago Tribune
headlines, conceived with the ambition of cash-
ing in on the current anti-Red, anti-alien
hysteria.”

Scott Johnston

A good many other critics said things about
anti-union propaganda, ignorance of historical
forces, blatant forms of Red-baiting, incon-
sistencies, inaccuracies. All in all, it was a
good thing that so few executives bother to
read book reviews.

One of the best ways to figure out the
relative merits of Louis Adamic and James
Rand, Jr., as judges of literature, is to read
This Labor Union Racket. What is it all
about?

It is a very interesting book. In crisp
newspaper sentences, Mr. Sullivan digs again
and again into the dirty past and present of
the American labor scene. Facts? He has
plenty of them, a hundred sordid stories of
gangster-ridden unions, of graft, of terrorism
against bosses and workers alike. Names and
dates, court records, colorful descriptions of
organized crime in action. Fascinating stuff,
like dynamite,

And the danger of this book lies in the fact
that to a hasty, an uninformed, a prejudiced
reader, it looks as if racketeering has eaten so
thoroughly into the structure of labor unions
that they themselves are rotten. After all,
the quickest way to fix a wall half-destroyed
by termites is to build a new wall, you argue
—or Mr. Sullivan does.

And that is just what he does. The new

“wall, of course, would be composed of large

company-union bricks, fired in reliable fur-
naces. The big happy family of the Chicago
Motor Bus Co., the merry villagers of Kohler,
Wis., the contented population of Weirton,
Pa., all have Mr. Sullivan as spokesman.

Organized labor is the helpless prey of all
the worst forces in the underworld, says Mr.
Sullivan. It has fought a losing battle since
Prohibition brought the gangsters in. Its lead-
ers are crooked, and either work through hired
thugs or do their dirty work themselves. The
employers suffer, the workers suffer, the
situation is hopeless. And that is why Mr.
Rand likes the book.

What about Mr. Adamic? He knows him-
self that a great many of Mr. Sullivan’s
stories are true. He spent two chapters in
Dynamite deploring that very thing. Yet he
took a page and a half of the Saturday
Review of Literature to call Mr. Sullivan
almost every printable name. Is it just pro-
fessional jealousy?

No, Mr. Adamic happens to know that
This Labor Union Racket has page after page
of misstatements, of confusing generalities, of
downright untruths. He knows that Mr.
Sullivan has ignorantly or intentionally dis-
torted the picture he presents. He knows that
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even if he overlooks all the half-truths, the
incorrect figures, the hazy references, and ac-
cepts Sullivan’s charges at their face value,
it is impossible to arrive at the conclusions
Sullivan draws or fails to draw, at the reme-
dies he proffers.

For first of all, Mr. Sullivan flagrantly
ignores the basic and obvious causes under-
lying the situation. And then, after dealing
at length with abuses in craft unions all over
the country, he switches violently to an at-
tack on the forces most active in fighting the
conditions he is so alarmed about.

In two amazing chapters, John L. Lewis is
exposed as an opportunist with radical lean-
ings, and the thunderings of a Communist
upheaval are heard. Mr. Sullivan points a
finger trembling with horror and irrelevancy
to twelve known Communist schools and four
“subversive” periodicals. To him more dan-
gerous by far than the sickness of labor unions
are the remedies of industrial unionism and
rank-and-file leadership.

If you really want to know whether Mr.
Rand or Mr. Adamic is right, perhaps a
glimpse at a few important unions will help
you make up your mind.

Before you start, please get this well in
mind. Mr. Sullivan is right, disturbingly
right, when he says that labor unions are
often characterized by racketeering and gang-
sterism. He is wrong when he tries to figure
out why, or what is to be done about it.

Most unions conform amazingly to a pat-
tern as far as racketeering is concerned. A
cross-section will show a similarity in con-
ditions all the way up, the differences being
a matter of degree or stage of progress. Look
at the painters, the retail salesclerks, the fur
workers, the seamen, the taxi-drivers in New
York City. Five more divergent occupations
could hardly be found, but the story is the
same in all of them.

In the first place, all of these unions are
saddled with reactionary parent bodies. In the
case of the first four, this body is the inter-
national union. In the case of the taxi-drivers,
it is the leadership of the American Federa-
tion of Labor, since it is a federal union,
directly responsible to the A.F. of L. Execu-
tive Council. In most instances, the officials
have maintained themselves in power by pre-
text and subterfuge or downright force. The
whole setup is autocratic, and democracy is
possible only through rebellion.

But reaction alone doesn’t explain condi-
tions. Where does the racketeering come in?
The story is old, but always the same. The
employer hires gangsters, first to protect him-
self by illegal violence against legal trade-
union action, and second, to protect himself by

illegal violence against the business competition

characteristic of capitalist enterprise.

And then the trouble begins in earnest.
For the new partner in crime begins to take
large chunks out of the hand that feeds him.
Even a gorilla has brains, and after a while
the hired gangsters begin to form “protective
associations” of employers. Then the mistaken
psychology of old-line union leaders results in

M. Goldsholl

The People Vote, 1936

Who now runs America

The writers or the readers of news-
papers

The broadcasters or the radio-receivers

The committees for the nation or the
nation

They who made up our minds for us
Held the herring to our noses
Viewed our future with their alarm

We open our throats and they disappear

Under the horizon of today’s history

And we laugh in the street and blow a
horn

Who now runs America
They do
We vote but they still count

One day in four years we run America
One day we will run America forever
ROBERT GESSNER.

* * *

their “fighting fire with fire,” and they hire
gangsters. Presently both employers and
unions are two ends working for the middle.

Mr. Sullivan has neglected to figure out the
causes for Lepke and Gurrah and the “Wops”
and “Dopes” and “Slugs” who follow in their
train. And he doesn’t seem to care about
what is being done about them.

In any of these five unions, he wouldn’t
have to look far if he really wanted to know.
The gangsters will stay on until doomsday
if the employers or corrupt officials are to clear
them out. The fight is led by the rank and
file and their progressive leaders, a fact which

NEW MASSES

Mr. Sullivan doesn’t seem to have run across
in getting material for his book. Racketeering
may be an ugly word, but to him, “progres-
sives” sound dangerously like “Communists.”

Mr. Sullivan dwells at some length on the
troubles of Brooklyn Local No. 18 of the
Brotherhood of Painters, Decorators, & Paper-
hangers. With great relish he rolls out the
names of “Jeke the Bum,” Wellner, Oscar
Amberg, and other excitingly notorious char-
acters. He paints a horrendous and unfor-
tunately accurate picture of terrorism of em-
ployers and workers, and leaves trade union-
ism with two large black eyes.

A trip back across Brooklyn Bridge might
have made him wonder if company unions
were the only solution. The offices of Local
No. 9, to which Manhattan and Queens
painters belong, are a fine object lesson.

Led by the militant Louis Weinstock, rank-
and-file painters for years have fought bit-
terly to break the racketeers’ stranglehold.
Forced to accept cuts in the prevailing wage
to get jobs, compelled to pay tribute to keep
them, intimidated and beaten at a sign of pro-
test in meetings, they finally broke the bonds.

First they got rid of Phil Zausner, the
secretary-treasurer suspected of keeping $70
out of every $75 initiation fee in his own
pocket. Mr. Zausner resigned when this was
brought to his attention.

Then, after a “regular” election had been
declared irregular by an impartial board con-
sisting of the American Civil Liberties Union,
Prof. Paul Brissenden of Columbia Univer-
sity, Jonathan Eddy of the American News-
paper Guild, and W. P. Mangold, labor edi-
tor of the New Republic, the rank-and-filers
took matters in their own hands.

An election held in the %1st Regiment
Armory, where the presence of militia discour-
aged manipulation of voting machines, so out-
raged the international that it revoked the
charter. Judge Miller of the State Supreme
Court returned it to them.

Today the painters have Louis Weinstock
for secretary-treasurer, fair working condi-
tions, and 14,000 members.

In Brooklyn, where every effort of Sam
Freeman, the progressive secretary-treasurer,
is combated from above, the membership is
2800.

The taxi-drivers are in a different stage of
the same game. There is a sturdy rank-and-
file group bent on reform which would drive
out Jerry the Lug and Matty Brown, petty
gangsters who work through their henchman
in the union, Sam Smith. They would oust
Ben Canizarro and Izzy Bader, officials who
ignore anything which looks unpleasant. But
their battle is fought uphill.

Sam Orner, one-time president of the inde-
pendent union which antedated the present
AF. of L. affiliate, spent some time in the
hospital nursing a skull fractured as a result
of his leadership of the progressive element.

Originally, before the two strikes of 1934,
the independent union had more than 15,000
paid members on its books. Racketeers began:
to creep in after the strike was settled, and
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a movement to gid rid of Orner for his “radi-
cal activities” split the union in two.

The present A.F. of L. group was formed
in 1935, and while they have since merged
with the insurgents, membership today ac-
tually totals less than 300.

Hack-stand gossip has it that the companies
pay well to insure against organization, but
whatever the case, New York’s 55,000 cab
drivers are skeptical of unionism. They will
probably change their minds if the rank and
file wins out.

The retail salesclerks’ union is a good exam-
ple of the difficulty any sort of a progressive
movement has against the stone wall of old-
line officials. Time after time the various
New York locals have hurled themselves at
the united front of the Retail Clerks Inter-
national Protective Association and the Retail
Clothing Merchants Association. Their gains
are slow ones.

In two locals, the clerks are subjected to
the personal domination of one Hyman Nem-
ser, attorney with a checkered past as an
organizer for Amalgamated Clothing Work-
ers before he was fired for dual unionism,
and of his brother-in-law and teammate of the
Amalgamated days, Henry Silverman, who
controls the merchants’ association so well that
it is known as the Silverman Association.

Both men were connected with Locals 107
and 717 before these groups were expelled
from the international for coercion and
fraudulent practices. Silverman and Nemser,
along with Nat Levine, and other officials of
107, were indicted for extortion.

Although a directed verdict of not guilty
ended the trial of these two defendants of
labor, the international stipulated that Nem-
ser was to remain out of the labor movement
for good. After a complicated period of
maneuvering, he is back as attorney for one
local, is about to be retained by another, and
is active in the affairs of the third.

The retail clerks have had even more direct
trouble with their international. Although no
convention has been held for seventeen years,
an unofficial conference to denounce “Reds”
was held last spring, when the progressives
began to look like an important factor. Into
the field came Samuel H. Riven, international
officer, to clean up.

Since then, Local 1006 has fought a pitched
battle for democracy, Local 861, because of
its “radical” leadership, has been merged with
Local 9ob, progressives in Local 1125 are
systematically intimidated at meetings. Mr.
Rivin personally supervised the signing of a
contract by Local 1111 which took away
closed-shop privileges. From Tampa he tried
to stop the recent Schulte Cigar Store strike
against a contract of Local 9o6 for which he
was himself responsible. The men went ahead
in spite of him and won the fight.

The inspired battle of the workers to drive
gangsters Lepke and Gurrah out of the fur
industry is one of the most important in the
annals of labor history.

Learning the bitter lesson of betrayal at the
hands of their former union officials, who
turned the gangsters’ guns on them in the
violent wars before 1925, and cursed by a
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revival of anti-union gangsterism from 1927
to 1935, the fur workers understand the value
of rank-and-file leadership better than their
brothers in any other industry.

From the time of the left-wing movement
in 1925 through the great strike of 1936, the
Red-baiting campaign of 1927-29, and the
internecine strife of the years of the Needle
Trades’ Workers Industrial Union, the rank
and file followed Ben Gold and Irving Potash
to victory. Last month they saw the two
gangsters most active against them convicted
by the testimony of their own officials.

Still in the process of their drive for con-
trol of their unions, Mr. Sullivan should
notice, the seamen are achieving their victory
without benefit of their local leaders, the in-
ternational, or the A.F. of L.

The men have had to wage their fight
against every possible obstacle in the three
autocratic unions of their international, in
their struggle for control and fair working
conditions. Vicious constitutions perpetuated
scandalous regimes like David E. Grange’s,
and an international as infamous as the local
leadership gave them no recourse. The A.F.
of L. paused long enough in its blind fight
against the C.I.O. to denounce them. Their
own officials sent in notorious Railway Audit
& Inspection Co. gorillas to break their strike.

But the seamen are winning. They are
getting what they want and they are getting
it themselves, without benefit of Mr. Sulli-
van’s company unions.

Maybe Mr. Sullivan had better write
another book.

Deserted Farm

Lithograph by Arneld Blanch
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ACK at his desk after a twenty-eight-
day cruise, President Roosevelt turned
from his good neighbors south of the

equator and got down to the problems of his
more immediate neighbors. In and out of
the White House ran a steady stream of
visitors. Plans were evolved for a “simple
but colorful” inauguration on January 20;
.consultations were held on the message to
Congress and the inaugural address; and pos-
sible appointees appeared for secretive discus-
sions, among them Paul V. McNutt, who as
governor of Indiana crushed strikes by im-
posing martial law on whole counties for
months at a stretch. Rumors revived concern-
ing a place for McNutt in the cabinet.

For the most part, the White House con-
ferences revolved about the president’s pro-
gram for the session of Congress that con-
venes January 5. Administration plans on
such vital matters as housing, farm aid, fur-
ther business regulation, and improvements in
the Social Security Act, could not be learned,
but what was revealed was not encouraging
to those who hope for a progressive trend.
Prospects were held out for a balanced budget,
but at the same time it was stated that no in-
creased taxes would be asked. This combina-
tion pointed clearly to drastic relief cuts, and
if there was any doubt on this score it was
dissolved by a subsequent statement from the
President. He planned to ask Congress, he
said, for a deficiency appropriation of only
$500,000,000, instead of the $750,000,000
asked by the United States Conference of
Mayors. Should he have his way, relief ap-
propriations for the next six months will have
to be cut fully one-third, from $1,500,000 a
month to $1,000,000.

Other presidential plans called for a con-
tinuation of the lending powers of the Recon-
struction Finance Corporation, which has been
profitably used by some of the largest business
interests; continuation of the stabilization
fund through which the President is empow-
ered to devalue the dollar; a softening of the
tax on undistributed corporate profits; and a
permanent status for the C.C.C.

HILE the President said nothing of

farm-tenancy legislation, his Secretary
of Agriculture revealed a farm program con-
ceding even more to the Right than the ad-
ministration’s relief policy. In his annual re-
port, Secretary Wallace, still committed to the
principle of scarcity, strongly urged crop con-
trol to prevent surpluses which might come
with “a return to normal weather conditions.”
Soil conservation, far from being a substitute
for such control, he said, would in the long
run make for a still greater farm surplus by
enriching the soil. As for farm tenants, Wal-
lace admitted that their number had increased
to alarming proportions, but he was opposed
to even so modest a plan as the Tugwell pro-
gram, which called for $50,000,000 a year to
aid tenants to become farm owners. ‘“To an
unusual degree,” said Wallace in an address
before the President’s Conference on Farm
Tenancy, “the whole problem is a human

Covering the events of the week
ending December 21

problem, and there are many tenants who have
never demonstrated either desire or capacity to
attempt ownership.” According to news dis-
patches, “It was the consensus of the meeting
that no blanket approach should be made to
the national problem and that tenancy should
not be regarded as undesirable, per se.”

HETHER or not the administration

actually sets out on the road to the
Right which it appears to be scanning so
eagerly, American workers during the week
gave tremendously increased indications that
they would trust primarily to their own or-
ganized strength to guarantee their welfare.
From the Labor Department came toned-down
figures revealing that strikes now in progress
involve 60,737 workers, but the Washington
officials, choosing to regard the East and Gulf
Coast maritime strike an outlaw affair, failed
to include its 20,000 strikers in the total.

Hardest hit of the country’s industrialists
were the automobile manufacturers, faced
with a dwindling supply of auto parts.
The sit-down strike of 5000 Kelsey-Hayes
wheel makers spread to Canada, when 200
workers of the Windsor, Ont., branch of the
company joined in protesting discrimination
against the plant’s union workers. Production
at Ford and General Motors plants was
drastically curtailed by the strikes in the wheel
companies and by the highly effective strikes
in the country’s major flat-glass plants. The
glass supply that feeds the automotive industry
was almost completely shut off with the walk-
out of nearly 7000 men from the three plants
of the Libbey-Owens-Ford Glass Co. at
Toledo, O., Charleston, W. Va,, and Shreve-
port, La. About the same number of workers
of the Pittsburgh Plate Glass Co. have been
out since October.

A more direct headache for the automotive
industry, which has been enjoying a constantly
swelling production without yielding any gains
to its workers, came with an announcement by
John L. Lewis that the C.I.O. planned an inten-
sive campagin to organize the workers of Gen-
eral Motors. “Fairly satisfactory” relations,
said Lewis, existed between the union and the
Chrysler Motors Corp., but “the reverse is
true in the case of General Motors.” While
the auto workers’ union hoped “there won’t
be any necessity for a General Motors strike,”
according to Lewis, he added pointedly, “The
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attitude of General Motors is antagonistic.
. . . Collective bargaining is now the law of
the land and we think General Motors should
now do a little collective bargaining.”

Perhaps even more significant than Lewis’s
challenge to General Motors was the C.I.O.
blast against its greatest foe, the steel industry.
Meeting in Pittsburgh, 250 representatives of
steel company unions rebelled against the com-
pany-union principle and joined hands with
the C.I.O. forces. Philip M. Murray, chair-
man of the Steel Workers’ Organizing Com-
mittee, disavowed the aim of a strike in the
$5,000,000,000 steel empire, but warned that
“if the industry continues to employ its dog-
in-the-manger attitude and refuses to deal
with a trade union, the results must necessarily
rest on the doorsteps of management.” Brand-
ing the company union “a device of the man-
agement,” the delegates favored a national
industrial organization for all steel workers
and pledged themselves to “go back to our re-
spective mills and actively engage in enrolling
members into the organizing drive.”

Crowning the labor week was the smashing
defeat dealt out to Joseph P. Ryan, reaction-
ary leader of the International Longshore-
men’s Association. Harry Bridges, militant
leader of the Pacific Coast maritime strike, ar-
rived in New York early in the week to make
a personal appeal to Ryan for official support
in the East Coast strike. Ryan flatly refused,
and proceeded to brand Bridges and the entire
Maritime Federation of the Pacific as “Com-
munist controlled.” That same evening 16,000
workers flocked to New York’s Madison
Square Garden to give Bridges a thunderous
vote of confidence, and to offer united sup-
port in the effort to build a National Mari-
time Federation.

Resolved to prevent his organization from
aiding the East Coast strike, Ryan dashed
down to Baltimore on word that his long-
shoremen were joining the strikers. Ryan at-
tempted to address the longshoremen, but he
found there were two meetings in Baltimore—
one that he had called and the other of strik-
ing longshoremen. The Ryan meeting place
was all but abandoned; several thousand
packed the strikers’ gathering. But even the
few that came to hear Ryan were disappointed
when the strikers swooped down and barred
the meeting. Ryan complained to the police,
but he was told by an officer that the temper
of the crowd was such that he would do bet-
ter to “get out of town.” Ryan got out. His
humiliating departure made certain the almost
complete paralysis of the Baltimore water-
front, and it left Ryan a repudiated leader.

Y way of a Christmas present, the
United States Supreme Court pre-
sented the New Deal with its first significant
award of the season. In broad terms it voted
to uphold President Roosevelt’s neutrality
program in a decision directed against manu-
facturers accused of shipping arms and air-
planes to belligerents of the Chaco War de-
spite the executive ban.
Particular importance was attached to the
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Court’s decision because of the attempts made
at the Inter-American Peace Conference, still
in session, to safeguard neutrality this side of
the Atlantic. Although the delegates at
Buenos Aires approved a treaty codrdinating
existing inter-American pacts and providing
for neutrality measures, the latter were con-
siderably weakened by the Argentine delega-
tion. Through its insistence, neutrality pro-
visions were converted from an obligatory to
a suggested procedure.

‘With the impassioned defense of democratic
government that Roosevelt delivered at Buenos
Aires still reéchoing, a crisis arose in Cuba
that may test the sincerity of the President’s
words. Pitted against each other in the island
republic were Col. Fulgencio Batista, mili-
tary dictator, and Miguel Mariano Gomez,
civilian president. The issue was a sugar-tax
bill to provide revenues for rural schools un-
der the complete supervision of Batista’s army
men. While the tax measure, condemned by
Gomez as fascist in tendency, precipitated the
open clash, the underlying conflict was seen in
Batista’s determination to make the military
dominant in administrative, social, and politi-
cal matters. “There isn’t room for both of
us,” declared the fascist-minded colonel; “one
must go.” Thereupon he proceeded with plans
for the impeachment of Gomez, which was
promptly voted by a submissive House of
Representatives. Conviction by the Senate was
regarded as certain.

Decisive in the course of events was the
attitude of United States Ambassador Jeffer-
son Caffery. In a statement to the press, Caf-
fery denied siding with the civil authority—a
denial that was highly credible, since Batista
has been virtually a protégé of the American
embassy in Cuba under both Caffery and his
predecessor, Sumner Welles, who looked to
army rule to insure the type of domestic tran-
quillity desired in Cuba by American sugar in-
terests. It was felt that Secretary of State
Hull, on the other hand, would prefer an at
least outwardly constitutional regime to the
undisguised military rule of Batista. For the
sake of maintaining calm during the coming
sugar-harvest season, however, it seemed likely
that even those Washington. circles which
might have opposed Cuban fascism would offer

no opposition to Batista.
i

HE most immediate menace of inter-

national war veered away from western
China as quickly as it had touched there, and
returned to feverish Spain, where the week’s
crisis arose over the disappearance of the Soviet
vessel Komsomol. A British freighter reported
that the ship was seen afire some 300 miles
east of Gibraltar, and that an insurgent war-
ship stood by. The fate of the crew was not
learned. Soviet indignation reached such a
pitch that Great Britain, fearing an immediate
outbreak, consented to lend every aid in de-
termining the circumstances of the ship’s dis-
appearance. It was considered possible that
the U.S.S.R., which regarded the incident as
one of the gravest developments in the Spanish
conflict, would insist on declaring the insurg-
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ent ships to be a pirate fleet, to be sunk on
sight by the vessels of any nation. Should the
Soviet take such action unilaterally, her ves-
sels would be almost bound to clash with Ital-
ian or German boats protecting the rebels.

Even before the Komsomol’s fate provoked
a dangerous situation, circumstances compelled
Great Britain to deal out a sharp rebuke to
Nazi Germany for the insolent transporting
of thousands of armed regulars into Spain.
Twice in three days Anthony Eden called
Joachim von Ribbentrop, Berlin’s ambassador,
to the British foreign office to convey to the
Fuehrer a sign of Britain’s displeasure. Eden
cited disclosures by a Manchester Guardian
correspondent naming the military units to
which Nazi troops in Spain had belonged, de-
scribing the arrangements made for transport-
ing them back to Germany when they were
wounded, and specifying the sections of the
German army from which additional reinforce-
ments for Franco would most likely be drawn.
Newspaper accounts referred to by Eden de-
scribed the disembarking of 6500 German
regular troops at Cadiz and other rebel ports,
which swelled the estimated total of Nazi sol-
diers fighting the Spanish government to some-
where between twelve and fifteen thousand.

Commentators were inclined to attribute
Eden’s protest not only to a desire to prevent
fascist intervention from becoming so flagrant
as to kill the fiction of neutrality, but also to
an expected Anglo-Italian understanding. This
agreement, it was said, would be based on
mutual assurances that the status quo in the
Mediterranean would be respected and that
de facto recognition of Italy’s Ethiopian con-
quest would be made implicit if not openly
mentioned. There was reason to believe not
only that Italy was anxious to ease the strain
in its relations with Britain, but that it viewed
with no sense of security the establishment of
formidable German army units so close to the
Mediterranean route which it covets.

While the Madrid front remained compara-
tively quiet, important political developments
occurred in Catalonia. A governmental crisis
was precipitated in that semi-autonomous
province when the coalition of leftist parties
headed by Jose Taradellas tendered its resig-
nation to President Companys after trying in
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vain to overcome the obstructionist attitude of
some of its member groups—particularly the
P.O.U.M., headed by Andres Nin, formerly
a close collaborator of Leon Trotsky. The
U.G.T., powerful Socialist trade union, de-
clined to participate in a cabinet in which the
P.O.U.M. was represented, charging the lat-
ter with “working in a manner which causes
discord.” C.G.T., the Syndicalist trade-union
body, though it had on previous occasions sup-
ported the Nin group, finally agreed to the
exclusion of the P.O.U.M., and a new cabinet
was formed under Taradellas, composed of
representatives of the C.G.T., the U.G.T.,
the Catalonian Left Republicans, and the
Agrarian Party, with plenary powers granted
and a pledge of discipline from all parties.

HILE Germany continued on its
hazardous course in Spain, feverish de-
velopments occurred in the economy of the
Third Reich. Three hundred business men
and industrialists were summoned to Berlin to
receive from Adolf himself their instructions
concerning the Four Year Plan. Since all
who attended faced arrest for “treason” should
they divulge what took place at the meeting,
Hitler's demands remained secret. But the
day after the conference, Germans were ad-
vised that a ration system was being intro-
duced for butter, oleomargarine, and lard. All
who registered for rations were entitled to
buy 80 percent as much fat as they had bought
during October, with the likelihood that the
percentage would soon be cut further. Har-
ried housewives were ordered to limit their
purchase of fats to one store to help checking.
In the Far Eastern crisis, involving the
unity of China and its capacity for defense
against Japan (see page 3), attention was cen-
tered mainly on the personal fate of Chiang
Kai-shek. As Finance Minister Soong left
Nanking on what government officials in-
sisted was an “unofficial journey to negotiate
for Chiang’s release,” evidence grew that Mar-
shal Chang’s anti-Japanese clamor was wholly
spurious. From a New York Times corre-
spondent came the cable: “the conviction is
growing here that questions of money and per-
sonal security will play a larger part in any
settlement . . . than such matters of policy as
government reorganization, war against Japan,
or codperation with Communists.”

It became clearer also that Japan had every-
thing to gain from the episode. Though Tokyo
continued to fulminate against the ‘“Commu-
nist portent”’ of the Shensi events, it was evi-
dent that Marshal Chang’s act was a boon to
the Hirota cabinet, which was on the point of
falling because of the unfavorable reactions to
its anti-Communist pact with Germany. Be-
sides enabling them to point, however falsely,
to the Communist menace in China, the kid-
naping of Chiang gave the Japanese a wel-
come breach in the growing unity of China.
According to a New York Herald Tribune
correspondent in Shanghai, they were “unable
to conceal their joy over the present precari-
ousness of China’s one-man government, which
lately thumbed its nose at Tokye.”
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Sunrise in the Northwest

The successes of the Washington Commonwealth
Federation herald a new day in political action

HE West is famous in the East for

its unorthodox and sometimes slightly

“cracked” movements toward social
change. Greenbackism, Populism, and more
recently EPICism, Utopianism, and Town-
sendism, all developed in the vast area beyond
the corn belt. The tradition is so strong that
even a writer from the Nation recently visited
the Northwest prepared to see nothing but
“Circus Politics in Washington State.” Her
article was so caustic and distorted that it was
quoted in Republican Party advertisements in
the recent campaign.

Today, however, the hodgepodge of wish-
ful thinking is giving way to a new sort of
progressive “people’s front.” It resembles the
Canadian Coodperative Commonwealth Feder-
ation more than it does anything in the United
States. While the eyes of the nation have
been focused on Labor’s Nonpartisan League,
the American Labor Party, and the third par-
ties of Minnesota and Wisconsin, the almost
unnoticed Washington Commonwealth Feder-

Sand

By Cole Stevens

ation (W.C.F.) has been so successful in the
space of one year that it is now being imitated
by similar groups in Oregon, Montana, Idaho,
and Utah.

The seeds of the W.C.F. were sown in
1934, when EPIC enthusiasts elected forty-
four candidates to the Washington state legis-
lature by utilizing the Democratic primaries.
Failing to get their EPIC plan through the
legislature, they called in some 400 other
groups—unions, granges, 1echnocracy chap-
ters, and others—and the Washington Com-
monwealth Federation was formed. The
political wiseacres laughed at the queer con-
glomeration, and there was dissension within
—but somehow the federation grew in num-
bers and influence. The first W.C.F. sally
into politics occurred in the Seattle municipal
campaign of last February, when its mayoralty
candidate, Tom Smith, now King County
commissioner-elect, surprised everyone by com-
ing within 1200 votes of the nomination. The
federation threw its weight against the most

reactionary candidate in the finals, and with
labor’s added support, John F. Dore, a sud-
denly converted “friend of labor,” was elected.
Subsequent events proved the potency of left-
wing pressure politics. Dore appointed a
labor board that settled an auto mechanics’
strike favorably to the workers, and when the
Post-Intelligencer strike broke, the little Irish-
man toured the state speaking on behalf of the
Newspaper Guild. At a maritime union mass
meeting September 29, Seattle’s mayor went on
record as follows:

Union labor wrote the most glorious page in its
history when every group in its ranks rallied back
of that P.-I. strike. It showed that workers have
finally come to realize that their entire situation de-
pends on unionism. They know now that white-

collar workers are part of their movement. . . . If
Hearst never comes back, this city will be ten thou-
sand times better off. . . . If they [the shipowners]

have the audacity to plunge industry and the pub-
lic welfare of the coast into chaos, they won’t get
any more subsidies from the U. S., and they may not
have any ships. . . . I am satisfied that if the ship-
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owners do this thing there will be an uptising of
all people throughout the length of the coast that
will cause the United States to take over the ship-
ping industry and run it, and it will be a long day
before the shipowners will get the industry back.

Labor has waxed strong in the Northwest
while the W.C.F. has been growing up. Two
years ago the unions of Washington were
stodgy and reactionary. Then came the mari-
time strike of 1934, and a year later the suc-
cessful longshoremen helped to sponsor the
Sawmill & Timber Workers’ Union. Now
there are 70,000 members of the new Federa-
tion of Woodworking Industries, modeled
after the Maritime Federation, and each one
is repaying that old debt by contributing a
dollar a month to the strike fund of the
smoothly functioning maritime unions.

TuHe Commonwealth Federation drew wide
attention last May, when rank-and-file dele-
gates to the state Democratic convention wrote
into their platform much of the W.C.F. pro-
gram, including public ownership of natural
resources, utilities, and munitions plants,
“production for use” to make available the
state’s idle resources, higher old-age pensions,
and a constitutional amendment to permit so-
cial legislation. This victory led to the filing
of a complete W.C.F. ticket in the Democratic
primaries. But the conservatives got the
united-front idea, too. Republicans voted by
tens of thousands for conservative Democrats
in the primaries, so that part of the Common-
wealth ticket was defeated.

The campaign of the reactionaries in Wash-
ington was probably more vicious than in any
other state. Every W.C.F. candidate in the
finals was attacked as an agent of Moscow,
and all good Americans were urged to split
their tickets to defeat the W.C.F. The Re-
publican “Women of Washington” organized
a mass meeting and a sunflower march on the
governor's office to protest “Communist
labor racketeering that threatens our homes,
churches, and children.” A renegade Commu-
nist was put on the radio to say that the Com-
munist Party was supporting the W.C.F. and
the entire Democratic ticket as a step toward
a Soviet America. The Communist Party
pointed out that it had its own candidates for
President and governor, for which the W.C.F.
had no indorsed candidates. “Lincoln or
Lenin!” screamed the headlines. But the Red-
baiters’ guns backfired.

When the smoke cleared on November 3,
the W.C.F. had elected thirty-five out of the
thirty-six candidates who had survived the
primaries. Four out of the six Democratic
congressmen-elect had Commonwealth en-
dorsements, and one, John M. Coffee of
Tacoma, promised to be as militant as was
Zioncheck in the days before his breakdown.
An able teachers’ union member, Stanley At-
wood, was elected to the important post of
state superintendent of public instruction, and
twenty-eight federation-sponsored candidates
were elected to the state legislature. The pro-
duction-for-use initiative was defeated after a
terrific barrage of propaganda by press and
radio, but if it had passed it is doubtful

.. “All Reds is nutty.
e

whether its patchwork ecoriomics would have
worked to the federation’s credit.

SEASONED by these successes and failures, the
vear-old federation met in November for its
fourth convention. The reactionaries had been
predicting that it would fold up after the elec-
tion, but it came back stronger than ever. The
460 delegates present, 181 of whom repre-
sented organized labor, set about overhauling
the whole organization in the light of their
experience. The major issue decided was the
elimination of such catch-phrases as “produc-
tion for use” in favor of a clear and specific
program which could less easily be distorted by
the opposition. The new platform included
detailed proposals regarding public ownership
and civil liberties, and demanded strengthen-
ing of collective-bargaining, wage, and hour
legislation. Itcalled for a mortgage moratorium
and state codps for farmers, exemption of
small homes from taxation, a consumers’
bureau of standards, high old-age pensions,
unemployment insurance, free public medicine
to all needy, nationalization of war industries
and an embargo on exports to fascist aggres-
sors, academic freedom and aid to needy stu-
dents, high income and inheritance taxes, a
unicameral legislature, and abolition of the
Supreme Court’s usurped powers.

The militant spirit of the convention was
expressed in some of the resolutions adopted
unanimously. The federation demanded the
dismissal of the state police head and the re-
moval of his men from strikebreaking duty in
a lumber town, called for the investigation and
disarming of William Dudley Pelley’s armed
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Them Soviets pinched a couple of their own cops
for making false arrests,”

Silvershirt camps by local authorities, and re-
quested President Roosevelt to withhold ship
subsidies until the owners should negotiate and
sign agreements with the striking unions. Con-
fidence and militancy were combined with a bal-
anced progressive program of wide appeal.
With the unanimous reélection of the soundly
radical and dynamic young executive director,
Howard Costigan, the federation, if it has any
success at all in pushing its program through
the legislature, should easily double in size
and prestige in the next few months. The
final resolution of the convention unanimously
adopted, gave further proof of the maturity of
this people’s front. It instructed the federa-
tion to take the lead in forming a Western
States Commonwealth Federation, and to co-
operate fully with Labor’s Non-partisan
League, the American Labor Party, the Min-
nesota and Wisconsin third parties, and similar
groups in building a permanent national coali-
tion or party of progressives.

THIs much is certain: if a national farmer-
labor party or coalition is to be successful, it
must have the support of the millions of pro-
gressives in the Democratic Party. Progress
in this direction was exemplified by the Min-
nesota ‘“people’s front,” in which the state
Democratic candidates withdrew in favor of
the Farmer-Labor Party. In Washington, the
Commonwealth Federation is achieving the
same end by a different technique—one
adapted to states where there are direct pri-
maries and where no strong third party exists.
Already the W.C.F. has set the pattern for at
least four Western states.



DECEMBER 29, 1936

15

Writers and a People’s Front

Abandoning their ‘“‘individual freedom’ for politics
requires their seeing a real threat to that freedom

into the people’s front, and what part

they can play, there is one vital point to
be borne in mind: that is, the tradition of
individualism and political indifference which
the English writer inherits. Partly as a re-
sult of the considerable measure of freedom
—freedom of life and freedom of expression—
which he has enjoyed for the last 150 years,
partly owing to the emphasis laid by the
Romantic Revival on the writer as someone
“above the battle,” as the high priest of rites
not to be shared by the vulgar, the English
writer is bound by a strong belief in “artistic
detachment” and personal liberty. “After all,”
he says to himself, “did not Shelley call poets
the ‘unacknowledged legislators’ of the world?
That sounds good enough to me. Why con-
cern myself with all this sordid business of
practical politics when I am the real legislator,
the prophet of the holy spirit of man?”’
Moreover, English writers do not inherit the
habit of organization. We have literary
cliques, of course: but “schools” of literary
thought, in the sense of bodies of writers
closely organized for discussion and criticism
and the interchange of ideas, have been un-
known in recent years. The English writer
really likes to think of himself as a sort of
inspired amateur; he does not, as a general
rule, look upon himself as a craftsman—as a
person who has a trained gift for writing just
in the same way as a metal worker has profes-
sional skill at working in metal. In conse-
quence, our writers have been slow to organ-
ize professionally, let alone politically. Or-
ganization—there is no use denying it—is still
repugnant to them, because it seems to con-
flict with their “amateur status” and their
idea of artistic liberty.

I have myself encountered this repugnance
again and again. Not long ago, for instance,
I supported a motion that the Society of
Authors (numerically the strongest literary
association in this country) should apply for
affiliation to the T.U.C. At this meeting,
apart from the antics of peevish buffoons such
as St. John Ervine, there was a body of per-
fectly honest opinion firmly entrenched on the
idea that any form of political association is
either unnecessary or positively dangerous for
the individual writer. It is a hopeful sign,
from our point of view, that this opinion is
much more prevalent among the older gen-
eration than the younger.

‘This, then, is the main obstacle to be sur-
mounted in the effort to draw writers into a
people’s front. Few English authors of re-
pute are reactionary; many, though, are in-

IN considering how writers may be drawn

By C. Day Lewis

different—and indifferent, so to speak, on
principle. Our point of approach to such
authors must be the liberty of the writer. We
should point out that, whereas in Germany,
where writers were to a great extent politically
unorganized, freedom of speech does not ex-
ist, in France—through the participation of
intellectuals in the Popular Front—freedom
of speech has been preserved. We must im-
press upon them the anti-cultural trend of
fascism (“whenever I hear the word culture,
I reach for my gun”), the burning of the
books, the persecution of liberal writers. But
it is far more important (and difficult) to
convince the neutral English intellectual that
this anti-cultural trend is not a mere isolated
national phenomenon—not “something that
could never happen in this country.” The
burning of the books was a fire that can
easily leap the banks of the Rhine, and we
must be prepared to repel it.

The exiled German writers are astounded
by the political apathy of their English col-
leagues today. “Do you mean to say, after
all that’s happened to us, you still haven’t
learned your lesson?”’ one of them exclaimed
to us recently. But it is a fact; we haven’t.
The first task of those who aim at drawing
writers into a people’s front must be to break

down this indifference; to show that, if Eng-
lish writers are not willing to forego some
of their cherished “independence,” they will
inevitably lose every stitch of the liberty that
at present they stand up in. Democracy is
everywhere threatened. If the house of
democracy falls, the fire of art—so nobly fed
by the great line of English writers—will
be extinguished with it.

But we must go farther than that. We
must point out the positive and specific ad-
vantages which participation in the united
front would bring to the individual writer.
He needs peace to write in: well, he must
be prepared to work for that peace; and the
most effective anti-war organization in which
he can work is a people’s front. He needs
not only peace, but a wide and intelligent
public. A people’s front should indirectly
increase the social effectiveness of writing by
putting into power a progressive government
which will pay greater attention to education.
In the early days of capitalism, when it was
a revolutionary force breaking the grip of feu-
dal aristocracy and offering the individual at
least some hope of “making good,” the de-
sire of the working classes and bourgeoisie for
education was very powerful. Today, under
monopoly capitalism, wide masses of the peo-
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ple have little incentive to “improve their
minds”; they feel that it holds out no hope
of a state wherein the trained mind, the sen-
sitive imagination may have free scope for
development. Today, because it is hopelessly
at odds with the social order, art for the great
majority must inevitably be merely an escape
from the oppression of that order. There is
little point—even if there were much possi-
bility—in improving one’s mind when one’s
mind seems to be cut off from action by ad-
verse social conditions: small wonder, then,
if many of the workers and middle classes
remain contented with the cultural dregs
which capitalism offers them. Under mon-
opoly capitalism, the revolutionary worker
alone has a powerful incentive to self-edu-
cation.

Both the incentive to education and greater
facilities for it will be provided by a progres-
sive government. This—and an economic
policy not obsessed by armament-building nor
controlled by the needs of profit-makers—
must lead, as it has led in Soviet Russia, to
an enormous increase in the demand for books
and in a raising of the cultural level of the
country as a whole.

It is clearly to the advantage of writers
that they should be able to wield directly a
certain political influence. Organizations of
authors, as such, with no political connections,
cannot even now support adequately the inter-
ests of their members, and against fascism they
would be powerless. It is generally admitted,
for instance, that the present British libel law
bears very hard on writers. But such associa-
tions as the Society of Authors have been un-
able to do more than defend their members
in particular cases: whereas it is clearly de-
sirable that the law itself should be altered.
Authors would be in a very much better posi-
tion to achieve this aim if they were part of
an organization which could exercise more
direct parliamentary power.

We have only to read the sections of the
proclamation of the French Popular Front
dealing with broadcasting and the press to see
that in these departments too the English
writer would benefit by the formation of a

*
Half-Heard Air

(Running through the head between slumber
and waking, Fellow-Traveler's upper berth.)

Hammer and sickle must
Shape more than mouth to praise
Symbols on flags of red

And more than mind must claim
Possession of the power
The powers of darkness dread

Hammer and sickle must
Do more than fill the eye
Before the specter slays

Nor must the fist be made
Only to draw the gaze
Only to mark the song.
RoLre HUMPHRIES.
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“Ewvery Christmas dinner I think of the unemployed—till I get
a chance to loosen my corset.”

people’s front in this country. The man who
writes for his living, whether he be poet,
novelist, playwright, or journalist, is a man
with more immediate power to tell the truth
—and more temptation not to tell it—than
any other. We may fairly say, I think, that
under a reactionary government, under a so-
cial system which can prolong its life only
by concealing its own defects, the writer has
small hope either of finding the truth or of
being allowed to tell it when it is found.
Morally, therefore, the writer should be
bound to align himself with a political move-
ment that at least will strive to preserve the
democratic rights of free speech and at most
will succeed in bringing nearer a society ade-
quate to the cultural needs of its members.
But the writer will not join in a people’s
front just for what he is going to ‘get out
of it. To participate in a popular organiza-
tion, he must draw nearer to the life of the
people: and this is what many English writers,
as a result of their tradition of artistic de-
tachment, are unwilling to do. The social
function of art, so thoroughly understood and
so fully accepted by the great Greek writers
of the fifth century, is rejected—tacitly or
openly—by numbers of English writers today.
We cannot too often or too strongly reaffirm
it. This article is not the place for arguing
the question. But we can safely assert that,
as literature draws its nourishment from the
life of the people and as its ideology is deeply
affected by the social conditions of its age, so
it is in the interest of the writer to estab-
lish connection with this life and to fight for
conditions more favorable to his art. As a
member of the people’s front, he will not only
be playing the most effective possible part in
the struggle to defend culture; he will also
be brought into contact with a diversity of
men and women, a variety of opinion, aspira-
tion, and experience which cannot fail to en-
rich his own work. This does not mean that

he will be either a parasite on the popular
organization or a mere attached correspondent
of it. He will give his special powers and
outlook to the movement; and he will re-
ceive from it the sense of community which
alone can enable him to reéstablish the social
function of his art.

What steps should, be taken now? It is
doubtful whether we have in Britain any revo-
lutionary writers with the prestige of Romain
Rolland and Henri Barbusse, whose appeal
for the anti-fascist conference at Amsterdam
in 1932 had -such enormous effect on the
French intellectuals. But we have a section
of the International Association of Writers in
Defense of Culture; and there are bodies such
as For Intellectual Liberty and the Civil Lib-
erties organization, whose aims are in general
agreement. I believe that more vigorous ef-
forts should be made to win all reputable
writers into the former organization; and I
believe that the time is now ripe for it to
approach all kindred bodies, the T.U.C., and
the political parties which claim to stand for
democracy, and urge the necessity of a people’s
front. A lead has already been given by the
Communist Party in this country. Let the
Association of Weriters answer this lead and
make a declaration of their own willingness to
assist in the formation of a people’s front
broadly based on the principles of democratic
liberty, anti-fascism, and peace. The ground
must be carefully gone over. The program
of a people’s front must be such as to insure
the maximum inclusivensss of membership; at
the same time it must be definite enough to
direct the policy of the organization over any
given emergency. Writers can play a valu-
able part in the drawing-up of this program
and in the publicizing of it. Let us act now,
before it is too late, throwing off our paro-
chialism and political apathy in the interest
of the civilization we have helped to build
and can help to save,
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Student Unity at Stake

The convention of the A.S.U., opening Dec. 27, faces several
important problems which are here outlined by a leader of youth

NE year ago, 500 American students

gathered in Columbus, O., to estab-

lish an American Student Union.
They met in a setting which dramatically
justified their purpose. For two weeks the
Hearst press had carried inflammatory edi-
torials denouncing the “alien agitators” who
were starting out for the Midwest. Yielding
to the outcry of the patrioteers, President
Rightmire of Ohio State had suddenly banned
the convention from the university. Through-
out the sessions, which finally took place in
the local Y.W.C.A., the American Legion and
its local mouthpieces leveled steady fire at the
delegates, threatening the “Y” officials with
withdrawal of community funds if they re-
fused to oust the students. Even while they
were meeting, the delegates momentarily
awaited word that their sessions would have
to end. In freezing, sub-zero weather, they
contemplated the prospect of convening on a
local street-corner.

All the tumilt of the flag-wavers did not
curtail the convention. An American Student
Union was formed. Its charter members were
a vivid cross-section of the American campus,
coming together because they felt the need for
an organization which would express their
hopes and convictions in a crisis-ridden world.
At Columbus there were delegates from the
old National Student League and the Student
League for Industrial Democracy, who had
agreed to dissolve their own groups to pave
the way for even broader unification of radi-
cals and progressives. Joining with them were
scores of representatives from undergraduate
liberal and progressive groups, from fraterni-
ties, clubs, student councils, and student news-
papers who wanted to be a part of this first
real coalition in American life: an organiza-
tion uniting them with Socialists and Com-
munists for action on the immediate issues of
our time. They drafted a program whose
four major headings—peace, freedom, secur-
ity, and equality—symbolized the quest of
awakening American students for some pro-
gram which possessed present-day relevance
and meaning. They were weary of an educa-
tional system which embodied evasiveness and
confusion. They were seeking some voice of
hope, of confidence, of awareness.

That convention was a landmark for the
American student movement. It was a fare-
well to bohemianism, to the sterile isolation
which had characterized much insurgent stu-
dent activity in the past. It was a tribute to
the persistence and initiative of those Com-
munist students who had first urged unity and
those Socialists who had battled for it in their

By James Wechsler

own ranks. The union did not come into ex-
istence with universal blessings. The opposi-
tion of the reactionaries was anticipated. The
skepticism of some liberals and radicals was
the heritage of a discordant past. Nor was
its progress to be as swift and miraculous as
some might have hoped. The problems of
growth and expansion were manifold, particu-
larly in a student population so heterogeneous
as that which exists in America. No rigid
formule could be devised; no inflexible pat-
tern or program could be laid down. This
first year was a period of experimentation in
which the mere concept of unity was on trial,
in which the methods of unity were being
tested.

And yet, even in so crowded and tentative
a period, there were momentous achievements.
The new union could summon 500,000 stu-
dents to participate in the April strike against
war, simultaneously organizing widespread
sentiment for passage of the American Youth
Act. It could wage notable campaigns in de-
fense of academic liberty. It could stir thou-
sands of students to support of the Spanish
people. Overshadowing these more spectacu-
lar efforts, however, were the less tangible
gains of influence, of prestige, of recognition
as a union for American undergraduates. On
scores of campuses today, the American Stu-
dent Union holds a place of real eminence
where its predecessors were isolated from the
main currents of undergraduate life. Through
such projects as campus codperatives, revital-
ization of the curriculum, campaigns for edu-
cation on peace, sponsorship of sex-education
programs, the union has won its way into the
every-day existence of the campus. These are
less romantic and less glamorous accomplish-
ments than the fiery—and often private—ac-
tions of the past. It is equally clear that this
approach — a positive, live appreciation of
those issues which are important to students
as well as those which ought to be important
—has been the key to growth. The union is
successful in those areas where its efforts are
genuinely related to students’ interests; its
frailty is found in those schools where slogan-
shouting is still its exclusive role.

To record these signs of expansion in the
midst of enormous difficulties which still re-
main, is important in the light of the national
convention this week and the attempt of some
groups to minimize both the strength and the
potentialities of the union. We have not re-
alized many of our hopes. At present the
union’s paid membership is about 10,000, with
probably an equal number active in the or-
ganization but not yet fully enrolled. When

one realizes that there are more than one mil-
lion college students and five million high-
school students in America, the scope of our
task becomes clear. A large majority of these
students belong in the union. The issues of
peace, of post-graduate security, of resistance
to fascist and semi-fascist movements are not
the exclusive concern of any enlightened hand-
ful. The fact that hundreds of liberals and
progressives have joined the union is merely
proof that thousands more should be enlisted
in it. In scores of high schools today spon-
taneous strikes are breaking out over such
practical and immediate problems as decent
lunches, school facilities. In Negro colleges
throughout the South there is a reservoir of
militancy and resentment that has gone un-
tapped.

There are dozens of colleges where Student
Union chapters do not exist because we have
not possessed the resources to reach them.
Nor can we be frightened by the “class com-
position” of the wealthier universities. Hun-
dreds of students in those universities have
come into the union, not because of personal
economic problems, but because they are dis-
satisfied with the barrenness and futility of
the society in which they live, because they
are seeking some incentive which will give
purpose to life and vitality to culture, because
they recognize that in the onrush of fascism
their own hopes of a decent and fruitful life
are being challenged. For anyone to dismiss
these students with a superior shrug is arro-
gant disregard of the reality of the present
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political situation. Many of these students
can be won for progressive social action. So
empty and confused are the doctrines of their
own leaders that they are searching for some
positive, integrated plan of effort. It is capi-
talism’s confession that it cannot bribe many
of its own heirs; from their ranks are coming
many talented and courageous participants in
the social struggle of our day. Anyone who
pretends indifference to these students, and to
those of their contemporaries who have re-
mained apathetic thus far, is merely guaran-
teeing their future alignment on the side of
reaction. .

I have emphasized this factor—the broad
realm for growth which exists—because some
young Socialists have expressed dissatisfaction
with the union. They attribute its failures to
“lack of militancy”; they appear to sigh for
the days when the student movement was more
select and exclusive; they blame organizational
deficiencies, not upon the execution of our pro-
gram and principles, but upon the nature of
the organization itself. With this in mind, some
of them, particularly those who have embraced
Trotskyism and “pure revolution,” are looking
forward to the Christmas convention as a sig-
nal for louder, more thunderous shouts of
socialism, for incessant debates designed to

O Jesus thou art warting

“expose the Communists” as pinks who be-
lieve in such illusions as an American People’s
Front, for long, programmatic struggles which
will prove bewildering to anyone who has
missed any chapter of the ancient theoretical
conflicts.

I am not suggesting that programmatic
issues have no place at the convention. There
are important and genuine questions which
merit free debate and discussion. What stand
shall the A.S.U. take toward the emergence
of a Farmer-Labor Party movement? Can its
non-partisanship by sacrificed at this juncture
for the effectiveness which independent polit-

ical action would provide? Should the peace °

program of the A.S.U. be altered to urge col-
laboration of the United States in a program
of collective security, as Communist students
will advocate? Granting that the present
peace program of the A.S.U. fails to take
adequate cognizance of the immediate war
danger, what changes are desirable?

THESE are problems which will emerge at
Chicago. I do not believe that either the Com-
munist or Socialist delegates can answer them
for the convention. Resolutions passed at
Chicago will have meaning only if they rep-
resent the genuine sentiment of the American
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student body. We have too frequently drafted
programs which were elaborate, precise—and
meaningless to the campus. Our present weak-
nesses do not flow from any point in our pro-
gram or from lack of militancy in executing
that program. Certainly such mistakes have
occurred ; timidity has often been our defini-
tion of strategy. But the real organizational
dilemma which we face, I am convinced, is
the result of our inability to adjust ourselves
to a growing movement. Those who come
to Chicago with long manifestoes and lust for
endless debate will merely be confessing their
own isolation. Accustomed to the privacy of
their own cliques, they cannot fathom why
others do not understand and applaud them.
They are so devoted to the period when the
student movement was identified, in the eyes
of the campus, with a constant desire to “raise
a stink” that they cannot see the necessity for
positive, constructive activity along such lines
as codperatives, curriculum changes, extension
of student self-government, peace education.
They do not perceive that in the high schools
our work must become related to the common-
place routine of the institution, our chapters
must regard no issue as too obscure, our mem-
bers must abandon the notion that collabora-
tion with student leaders and school officials
is some form of “betrayal.” They refuse to
admit that we have at present in the high
schools only a fragment of support and that
our entrance can be achieved only through
patience, through codperation with existing
school groups, through participation in and
preparation of peace pageants as well as peace
strikes. Again, this is the distinction between
a positive, dynamic movement and one which
remains the property of an enlightened hand-
ful. I do not cite these as substitutes for mili-
tant anti-war and anti-fascist action; they are
the essential accompaniments of them if we
are to have a live, enduring movement among
American students. And most important, un-
less our programs and plans are drafted in
consultation with and the advice of those who
are not convinced radicals but are eager for
such specific effort, nothing that emerges at
Chicago will have lasting significance. We
will have merely reconvinced ourselves that
socialism is a good thing, of which many of
us were certain a long time ago.

FUNDAMENTALLY this is a problem of vision,
of imagination, of perspective. If one con-
ceives of the student movement as forever an
“opposition” movement, designed to agitate
without result, to protest without support, to
argue without effectiveness, there was never
any reason for an American Student Union.
If one can conceive of the Student Union as
an organization with literally tens of thou-
sands of members, capable not merely of lead-
ing but of organizing, prepared not merely to
fight for demands but to win them, then the
main issue of our coming convention is a
simple one. How can we strengthen our col-
umns? How can we penetrate new territories?
How can we become the major stream through
which insurgent student thought and effort
will flow?
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This view, in turn, is contingent upon an
appraisal of the present setting. It is pleasant
to become so separated from the actualities of
American life that the revolution appears im-
minent and all other issues seem irrelevant
or deceptive. It is reassuring to proclaim that
all we need are small, disciplined battalions of
the best people. When these hallucinations
become permanent, such questions as loyalty
oaths, curtailment of N.Y.A., establishment

of broad peace councils seem remote and
trivial.

For those who recognize that the most
urgent issue confronting us is not the precise
form of a new social order but the maintenance
of those channels of communication through
which all hope of social progress may be con-
veyed, the problem of expansion is paramount.
For those who understand that, to thousands
of American students, complex debates over
peace policy are utterly distant and the im-
mediate job is the mobilization of a powerful,
united movement against war and the war-
makers, the emphasis of the Chicago conven-
tion is plain. The American Student Union
has already pointed the way to thousands
everywhere, revealing through its victories the
importance of unity among radicals as a pre-
liminary to a broader and more decisive coali-
tion. Those who would disrupt this unity do
so at their own risk. Those who resent or
minimize this alliance will soon return to the
privacy of the good old days, when a revolu-
tionist could say anything he wanted to—no
one was listening anyway.

I do not pose these charges as an indict-
ment of all Socialists, so many of whom have
contributed loyally and fearlessly to the
Student Union. I do not believe that Com-
munists within the union have been innocent
of errors. ‘There is, however, a real difference

*

Maxim Gorky

‘Wheat grows tall in the earth, and a man
dies,

But the long grain is gathered and the bread

.Absorbed into the toughness of our bone,

Into our living flesh the kernels creeping.

‘A thousand years, and they will say of our
sons,

Here is the wheat that grew in Gorky’s time.

A man is other, he is burned or buried,

The body lost forever to the world.

And yet if he has plowed the ancient mind

With a bright edge of words, with a tongue
talking,

The polished loam turned over, the fat furrow

Driven deep out of that fertile earth,

His angry ghost will haunt the broken field

And stride the world’s hills with the tread of
speaking,

A thousand years, and they will say of our
books,
Here is the voice of Gorky, this is the man.
PauL ENGLE.

“These Reds are getting in our hair.”’

between mistakes within the union based upon
an incorrect conception of how to increase its
influence, and incessant attacks upon the pri-
mary principle of the union: a common front
of American students, whether liberal, pro-
gressive, or revolutionary in their ultimate be-
liefs. It becomes painfully obvious that Trot-
skyists within the Young People’s Socialist
League do not endorse this principle and that
others are following their lead in seeking to
narrow the union. At this juncture, when the
enormity of our tasks and the immediacy of
issues is so obvious, such a policy appears ut-
terly suicidal. Our problem, I would suggest,
is not “how can we reduce our membership
and purge those who lack revolutionary ar-
dor.” We ought to be concerned with the
more alarming question: why are there still
thousands of students supporting our actions
and program and not yet enrolled in our
ranks? I believe as passionately in socialism
as do the sponsors of present-day Y.P.S.L.
manifestoes. I would prefer, however, to re-
main out of a concentration camp long enough
to carry on the fight for socialism. The best
technique for insuring the triumph of fascism,
with powerful aid from the campus, is to curb
our unity and to prevent its expansion, to
render the Student Union merely a theoretical
debating-ground and to drive away those who
can be won to our side. The tragedy of this
policy is accentuated by the fact that “social-
ism” and the Socialist Party were once a force
of real proportions on the campus. The tradi-
tion of socialism, often sentimental but never-
theless deeply felt, exists on many campuses;
Norman Thomas was an undergraduate hero
in many places four years ago. This tradition
is being destroyed and undermined by the be-
havior of those who have decided that they
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Theodore Scheel

need not win the masses for the revolution
and insist upon a private upheaval at once. If
this advice appears gratuitous, it is neverthe-
less given because I am primarily concerned
with the welfare of the Student Union, be-
cause I believe it is an experiment of profound
implications for the entire radical movement
and because Socialists can be instrumental in
insuring its success.

THE UNION was the answer of American
students to the facts of political and economic
life. So long as war and poverty and reaction
are rampant, its ranks will extend, deriving
new strength from victories already gained.
All the hysteria of reaction has failed to shake
its existence. All the disgruntled murmurings
of those who have overnight become redder
than the rose will not alter its mission. There
is no contradiction between the militancy and
scope of the student movement; to see such a
discrepancy is to argue that the need for such
a movement is an illusion. Some have cynically
referred to the Student Union as a “miniature
People’s Front.” Such sarcasm is uninten-
tional flattery. If, through the Student Union,
there emerge young men and women as heroic
as those who today are defending peace, free-
dom, and culture on the streets of Madrid, its
establishment will have been vindicated. To-
ward that end the Chicago convention, open-
ing on December 27, can be a powerful
impetus. The coming months will witness
bitter struggles throughout the nation. Labor’s
advance will crystallize momentous battles on
many fronts. Whether students will be rallied
to the side of strike-breakers and Toryism or
whether they will stand with the forces of
decency and progress may be determined by
the outcome of the Chicago meeting.
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Not by Bread Alone
MAN’S tragedy is the slowness with which he learns

from experience. Fascism is old enough for us

to profit from Europe’s endurance under it, yet
there is an appalling indifference among many Americans
to its manifestations here. It is easy enough to grasp the
full implications of the decree which Dr. Joseph Goebbels
recently issued banning criticism. The assault upon culture
is clear. To forbid criticism is to forbid thinking about
art. This in the long run means that you may not think
about life. Such an ordinance is necessary in Nazi Germany,
where but to think is to be full of indignation and revolt.
But what are we to say to the arrogant barbarism of the
Herald Tribune, which recently published an editorial com-
paring American artists to New York racketeers and
Budapest beggars? That organ of the reaction considers
it the “‘essence of cheek” for artists to wish to fulfill their
function, to demand work, to seek security.

There was a time when the most intelligent Americans,
as the most intelligent Europeans, looked upon this country
as the wasteland of art. Many of our most gifted writers
and artists went into voluntary exile. The depression
brought these home, made them more conscious of the
society in which they live, and their role in it. This was
the experience of thousands of unemployed painters, writers,
dancers, musicians. The W.P.A. gave some of them a
modicum of security, and that was good. The pay was small
and the number of artists affected in the various creative
fields was too limited, and that was bad. But for the
American people the W.P.A. art projects had the whole-
some effect of giving national standing to the arts. Latent
as well as distinguished talent was given an opportunity
to function; new audiences were awakened to the arts.

The present assault upon the art projects is thus not
only one upon the economic security and the productivity of
the artist, but upon an important phase of American culture.
It is not going to balance the budget, as President Roosevelt
imagines; it will certainly throw thousands of artists into the
street and deprive large audiences whose growing interest
in literature, painting, music, the theater, and the dance has
been one of the encouraging signs of the times.

Organizations of artists in these five crafts are now de-
manding that the W.P.A. art projects be made permanent;
that these be expanded to employ all unemployed artists at
a living wage; and that the government establish a federal
department of the arts. There is every justification for this
desire to live and create, and the country should be glad to
meet it; for in the long run it is the country which is most
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benefited by the artist’s creations. The government does
not hesitate to use the taxpayers’ money to subsidize bank-
ers and manufacturers who take without giving; there is no
reason why it should not pay artists for actual work which
enriches American culture.

A Lesson in Tactics
B ARRING some new twist in the unpredictable course

of Nazi justice, Lawrence Simpson will be on an

American vessel bound for home by the time this
issue reaches our readers. This happy circumstance in no
way stems from a spirit of mercy in the breast of Adolf
Hitler. It has its source, rather, in a little external pressure
against the Hitler anatomy exerted, somewhat belatedly, by
the American State Department. And this pressure, in
turn, was motivated by even firmer pressure applied to the
reluctant American officials by irrepressible liberals and radi-
cals in the United States.

Reactionaries pooh-pooh this interpretation of the Simp-
son liberation. That is natural enough. Not caring to
admit that their hand was forced, they pretend that the
radical prodding was unnecessary and presumptuous, that
the government had from the start worked for Simpson’s
freedom. But what are the facts?

In April 1935, Lawrence Simpson, American seaman, was
seized on board his ship, the Manhattan, in dock at Ham-
burg. Breaking into his locker, Nazi police seized anti-
fascist literature, arrested the seaman, and literally dragged
him off the boat while his unprotesting officers looked on.
Without the least pretense of a trial, Simpson was thrown
into a concentration camp, and left there for nine months.

During those nine months a few consular inquiries were
made but no diplomatic action of any sort was taken. Then
Simpson was transferred to Moabit prison, still without any
semblance of a hearing. By this time letters, telegrams,
protests of all sorts streamed into the office of Secretary of
State Hull. A delegation, under the leadership of Gifford
Cochran, called on him and accused the department of negli-
gence. Hull was huffy and arrogant, accused the committee
of bad faith, and pointed to the fact that fifteen months
after Simpson’s arrest a secretary of the American embassy
paid a call on the German foreign office to see about a date
for the trial.

But whatever he had to say to save face, there is no
doubt that Mr. Hull was impressed by the growing volume
of protest. There was further diplomatic maneuvering and
when the trial date arrived, a few days later, there was no
further postponement. What is more, the erial was an open
one, with correspondents present. Simpson was convicted
of the fantastic charge of “treason” to a government to
which he owed not the slightest allegiance, but significantly
he drew a sentence of three years instead of the heads-
man’s ax. Three months later he was freed “on parole.”

The Nazis surely do not regard seventeen months in con-
centration camps and prisons a sufficient punishment for
treason. Therefore the question remains: if Hitler released
Simpson with a meaningless sentence when the United States
applied pressure in the fall of 1936, would he not have done
the same in the spring of 1935? And by the same token, if
the State Department was forced to act at the end of fifteen
months, it could have been forced to act at the end of one
month. The Simpson case, more than any recent develop-
ment of its kind, confirms the power of mass pressure.
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Spanish influence in America—On a proletarian composer—Still more greetings

® on November 25, the editorialist of New York
Times made the following statement:

“It is true that Spanish colonization in South
America left behind a language, many forms of pub-
lic law, and an ecclesiastical organization. But the
peculiar Spanish impress long since became little
more than a tradition. . . .

“In literature, in the arts, and in training for the
professions, French influence became much stronger
than Spanish.”

This editorial was intended to deny the assertions
made by the Spanish Ambassador Don Fernando
de los Rios, at Tampa, when he indicated the dan-
gers surrounding us, with the establishment of a
fascist Spain, under indirect control of Germany,
Italy, and Japan. ...

My answer is that the ambassador is right, and
the editorialist of the New York Times, although
partially right about the French influence, is wrong
on the fundamental issue.

We might take for example, my own country,
Puerto Rico, that has been thirty-eight years under
the American government, ruled from Washington
and from Wall Street. Spaniards own, in the capi-
tal of Puerto Rico (San Juan) about 73 percent of
all business, and 51 percent of all real estate. By
means of the advertising patronage they are able to
control public opinion, withdrawing this patronage
from any newspaper or publication that will not
play up to their ideas.

In spite of the American schools and institutions,
we Puerto Ricans are still unable to express our-
selves in proper English. The dominant language
is the Spanish in Puerto Rico. We do not have an
English paper of consequence in the whole island.
Eminent Puerto Ricans are forced by public opinion
to go to Madrid in quest of the official approval
from Spanish intellectuals, before they are recog-
nized by their own countrymen as poets, writers,
leaders of thought, or journalists. A Puerto Rican
who is unable to stand before the Ateneo de Madrid
and give a lecture, capable of inviting the approval
of Madrid intellectuals, is not considered in my
country as a man of great or remarkable literary
abilities. The French influence over Puerto Rico, if
any, results from translations made in Spain.

In almost all of the Latin American republics
they have a daily paper, usually the oldest and the
most important one, owned and directed by Spanish
interests to expound Spanish theories and doctrines.

In conclusion I might venture to say that Span-
ish influence over Latin America is still predomi-
nant, not exactly because we Latin Americans prefer
that influence, but due to certain processes and ac-
tivities which I might explain here.

After the declaration of independence from Spain,
the Latin American republics were forgotten for
about 90 years by the old Mother Country, which
assumed an air of superior dignity and pride. But
of late the Madrid government saw the importance
of Latin American trade and backing, and by means
of newspapers and lecturers started to cultivate our
friendship and our good will.

In Puerto Rico we used to talk only the American
language in the public schools. Spanish influence,
with the cooperation of those native-born intel-
lectuals, accredited as such, or recognized by Madrid,
has been able to relegate the English language to a
secondary place in the public schools in such a way
that it is now taught as a subject in the higher
grades of the common schools. And Madrid pub-
lishes about 60 percent of all books circulated in
Latin America.

A fascist Spain, I might say conclusively, is a
menace to liberal and democratic America, because
of this undue influence over the great portion of this
continent that is still unable to read and write the
English language. M. Rios OcARNA.

Workers’ School Courses

® WE ARE CERTAIN your readers will be interested
in the many new and timely courses to be offered
at- the Workers’ School in New York during the
coming term, which opens on January 4, 1937.

The curriculum of the school includes over one
hundred classes and forty-one different courses, offer-
ing an opportunity for a systematic and well-rounded
program of study in social, political and economic
subjects.

Among the courses of special interest to NEw
Masses readers, we might mention the courses in
Marxism-Leninism, Marxian Survey of Psychology,
Contemporary Literature, Literary Criticism, Science
and Dialectics, Research Methods, Modern Economic
Theories, Trade Unionism, Labor History, etc.

A. MARKOFF, Director.

On Jacob Schaeffer

® WHEN, on December 6, nearly twenty thousand
people came to pay their last tributes to Jacob Schaef-
fer in a driving rain, there was evidenced but a
small expression of the admiration and love that
workers throughout the world had for this prole-
tarian composer and conductor. For Schaeffer, who
was born in a worker’s family on October 13, 1888,
was a carpenter for many years before he was able
to acquire a musical education.

With the same thoroughness and care that he
must have exercised at his building trade, he de-
voted nearly a quarter of a century to the building
of a workers’ music movement among the Jewish
proletarians of the United States. We have today
more than thirty Freiheit Gezang Fereins in as
many cities throughout the country, as a result of

his wise and inspired leadership. Some twenty Frei-
heit mandolin orchestras play the great symphonic
classics as well as the works of revolutionary com-
posers.

At the early age of forty-eight, Schaeffer had al-
ready composed and performed numerous choral
and mass songs as well as many works in the larger
forms for chorus and orchestra. These were, for
want of another term, called oratorios. They were
large-scale experiments in a new and important
form fit to express the grandeur of the proletarian
movement. The composer, with his three hundred
colleagues, felt that the proletarian movement needed
a tremendous mass expression; one always left the
concerts of the Freiheit Gezang Ferein with a feel-
ing that within the shell of the old decaying capital-
ist order a new and vigorous workers’ culture was
being shaped.

To enumerate all the important contributions of
Jacob Schaeffer in the field of Jewish folk song—
his understanding of the masses, his ability to at-
tract and hold thousands upon thousands of workers
here, in the Soviet Union, in the Polish underground,
and wherever workers gather—would be impossible
except in an extensive article.

When his biography is written the biographer will
have to quote Moissaye Olgin, who, in the name of
the Central Committee of the C.P.U.S.A., said at
Schaeffer’s funeral services: “Comrade Shaeffer . . .
is also a bridge into the future. . . . He gave us a
glimpse of what creative efforts the working class
will really be capable of when we achieve a new and
happier life . . . in a Soviet America.”

Rest in peace, Comrade Jacob Schaeffer. We
will carry forward your banner inscribed with the

motto: “Mit Gezang tzum Kamf!”
L. A.

NORMAN BEL GEDDES
CONGRATULATIONS on the twenty-fifth anniver-
sary of the Masses and to its offspring, Libera-
tor and NEw Masses. I was a subscriber to
the Masses, beginning with its second year,
and upon my first visit to New York twenty-
one years ago Max Eastman was one of the
first people I met.

You have stimulated and have been the
medium for some of the best writing and
drawing that has been done in this country.

LOUIS B. BOUDIN
THE twenty-fifth anniversary of the New
MasSeS is a cause of genuine self-congratula-
tion for the American labor movement. Not-
withstanding its somewhat checkered career
and two interruptions in publication, the
New Masses, under its several names, has
been a great influence for good in the Amer-
ican labor movement as well as in American
journalism. This influence has been increas-
ing steadily; and now, at the end of a quarter
century, the NEw MaAsses is both more mili-
tant and more influential than at the begin-
ning of its career. I sincerely hope and ex-
pect that its influence as well as its mili-
tancy will continue to grow as time goes on.
world-wide, permanent, international peace.

HENRY HART
I uoPE the editors—and the readers—of the
New Masses realize that the only periodical

Greetings on Our Twenty-Fifth Anniversary

which people in the publishing business admit
has anything resembling cultural authority is
the one now celebrating its twenty-fifth anni-
versary. And not only the publishers. The
literary critics on the bourgeois and liberal
organs know it, too. They all pull a weekly
rationalization out of the hat to keep from
admitting it consciously and living out the
consequences. But they know—as I hope an
ever-increasing number of subscribers will
know—that the NEw MaASssEs is the only mag-
azine organized to report and depict life in
terms the future will not repudiate.

GRACE HUTCHINS

As A SociALisT during the World War I used
to read the old Masses with appreciation.
The vigorous cartoons stunned me somewhat
at first, I must confess, and I nearly lost my
job for having them in my room at the school
where I taught.

The Masses’ account of the Paterson 1913
strike is one of the most valuable records of
that great struggle—preserved in the few
libraries that have a file of the magazine.
That was John Reed at his best, describing
police terror in the city and conditions in the
county jail.

The NEw Masses today is continuing that
tradition of virile writing on present-day
struggles—and we need all we can get. More
power to its collective pen!
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REVIEW AND COMMENT

English men of letters—Surrealism and anthropology—Scrutinizing some Americans

N a brief and disorganized and overpriced
book,! Mr. O’Sullivan gives us his recol-
lections of Oscar Wilde and his views on

Wilde’s works. Neither the recollections nor
the views are especially important, though the
former do serve to counteract some of the
fantastic gossip about Wilde’s last years. If
there is anything valuable in Mr. O’Sullivan’s
comments, it is his reminder that Wilde was,
before his trial, a popular writer. The usual
conception of Wilde as the isolated @sthete is
false; he had an unusual sense of what the
public wanted, and he made the most of it.
He was the leader of a revolt, but the ground
had been thoroughly prepared by better men,
and he sniped away at the bourgeoisie with-
out much danger to himself. (Of course the
bourgeoisie took a cowardly revenge, but that
is another story.)

A great deal has been written about Oscar
Wilde, and Mr. O’Sullivan’s book fills a
small space on a big shelf. Very little has
been written about Cunninghame Graham—
a rather amateurish biography was published
a few years ago—and yet his life, if not his
work, has more interest than Wilde’s. The
son of an old Scottish family, he was elected
to Parliament in 1886 as an advanced Liberal,
and immediately began a crusade for unpopu-
lar causes. When, in 1887, various Socialist
meetings were broken up, he protested in Par-
liament and in public gatherings. He and
John Burns were among the fifty men ar-
rested in a Trafalgar Square demonstration,
and he was given two months in prison. He
was active for a time in Keir Hardie’s Scot-
tish Labor Party, but he withdrew from poli-
tics in 1892, and most of the remainder of
his life—he died last January at the age of
eighty-four—was spent adventurously in South
America, Spain, and Morocco.

Cunninghame Graham was the author of
twenty-five or thirty biographies, histories, and
collections of short stories. He has never, I
think, been widely read in this country, and
Mr. Tschiffely has prepared Rodeo 2 with the
purpose of winning for him the following that
Tschiffely—in common with many critics—
thinks he deserves. Rodeo contains nearly
fifty stories and sketches, half of them deal-
ing with South America, and the other half
with Spain, Africa, and Scotland. They re-
flect almost all the aspects of the author’s
adventurous life, but there is not a word to
indicate that he was for five years a member
of Parliament. There is a brief sketch of his
experiences in prison, but nothing to tell why
he was imprisoned.

1 Aspects OF WILDE, by Vincent O’Sullivan.
Henry Holt & Co. $2.50.

2 Robeo, by R. B. Cunninghame Grahame (edited
by A. F. Tschiffely). Doubleday, Doran & Co.
2.50.

\ 3 AUTOBIOGRAPHY OF G. K. CHESTERTON. Sheed
& Ward. $3.

Mr. Tschiffely’s selection is representative:
Cunninghame Graham’s political experiences
left no mark on his writing. The sketches in
Rodeo do, however, help us to understand why
this Scottish gentleman was at one time a
fighter for the working class. In the first place,
he always had a strong sympathy for the under-
dog. Call it noblesse oblige if you will; at
least it led him to get his head cracked in a
London riot. In the second place, he hated
the spirit of commercialism. Part of this
hatred came from a contempt for all kinds
of meanness; part of it was a gentleman’s
distaste for “trade.” These two emotions ap-
pear again and again in Rodeo, and they help
to give the volume its tone.

Nevertheless, I confess that most of Cun-
ninghame Graham’s work seems to me rather
slight and distinctly marginal. His descrip-
tions are written with precision and distinc-
tion, but he always seems to be a detached
spectator. His subjects are naturally remote
from us, and they seem just as remote when
he has finished with them. In his philosophical
discussions, which are frequent, he vacillates
between an aristocratic scorn for the masses
and a rather puzzled belief that most people
would be all right if they had a chance.
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The Persistence of Futility

That seems to me the key to his life and his
writing. Hating commercialism, he put his
trust for a time in the working class, but,
when there were no immediate results, he
turned to the pre-capitalist life of the pampas.
British literature was, I think, the loser.
Graham was born in 1852, Wilde in 1856,
Chesterton in 1874, and Swinnerton in 1884.
According to the usual classifications, Wilde
and Graham belonged to the nineties, Chester-
ton was an Edwardian, and Swinnerton is a
Georgian. Meaningless as such classifications
are, it remains true that there are certain
resemblances between Wilde and Graham,
who reacted in not wholly dissimilar ways
to the same phenomena, whereas Chesterton -
clearly belonged to the period of Wells and
Shaw. Indeed, as time goes on, it seems
more and more possible to define Chesterton
in terms of his contemporaries: he was so
determined to disagree with the Fabian-
Liberal school of thought that his own think-
ing was very largely conditioned by theirs.
His autobiography 3 is in most ways a dis-
appointing volume. Largely a recapitulation
of ideas to which he has devoted his several
score of volumes, it does not do what ideo-
logical biographies ought to do: it does not
illuminate the origins of
those ideas. There are
some interesting accounts
of his earlier years and a
few amusing anecdotes of
his contemporaries, but for
the most part the book is
just more Chesterton.
Chesterton’s major lit-
erary asset was his mas-
tery of ‘the half-truth,
which is what is meant by
the Chesterton paradox. A
simple example will show
what I have in mind. He
talks rather amusingly
about those persons who
want ‘“to improve the
drama.” “To talk of help-
ing ‘the drama,’ ”’ he says,
“sounds to me like help-
ing the typewriter or the
printing press. It seems,
to my simple mind, to de-
pend a good deal on what
comes out of it.” Now
those who do talk about
helping the drama do so,
of course, because the
production of plays re-
quires an elaborate, spe-
cialized, and expensive
machinery. They do not
expect that the creation
of this machinery will in
itself result in good plays,

John (Surrealist) Mackey
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but it is common sense to recognize that good
plays are more likely to be written if there
is some chance of their being produced. -

Paradoxes on precisely this level are gen-
erously sprinkled throughout the book. They
range from the contention that, despite the
jokes about simple-minded curates, clergymen
are really very intelligent persons, to the con-
tention that socialism and imperialism are
pretty much the same thing because both be-
lieve in “unification and centralization on a
large scale.” The juiciest exhibition, how-
ever, of Chesterton’s mode of reasoning is his
theory that the pacifists caused the world war.
The logic runs this way: many pacifists were
rich Quakers; the government has to concili-
ate rich men; therefore the government could
not take a firm stand against Germany; there-
fore Germany challenged Great Britain;
therefore the pacifists caused the war, Q.E.D.

It would be foolish to prolong this discus-
sion of the Chestertonian half-truth. The
best thing to be said about the dutobiography
is that it contains almost all of Chesterton
and makes the reading of his earlier books
practically unnecessary. One wishes, however,
that it explained why a mind as brilliant as
his spent itself in futile gestures.

If Chesterton’s autobiography is an extreme
example of concern with ideas, Swinnerton’s
illustrates with equal completeness the anec-
dotal type of autobiography. The result is
that it rather closely parallels his book of
literary history, The Georgian Scene, but is,
if anything, more informative and perhaps
more usefully critical. After the chapters on
his boyhood and early publishing experiences,
the chapter headings are little more than lists
of names: Bennett, Wells, Mackenzie,
Murry, Mansfield, Galsworthy, Monkhouse,
Tomlinson, Maugham, Walpole, Forster, Sas-
soon, Huxley, and dozens of others. About
each of these, Swinnerton tells anecdotes, often
shrewdly revelatory, making his book valuable
for anyone interested in British literature of
the past thirty years,

Moreover, despite all his material about
other people, it is undeniable that a pretty
clear picture of Swinnerton himself emerges.
He is not a first-rate novelist—he feels, I am
glad to say, that Nocturne has been overrated
—and, if I can judge from his book on
Gissing and from The Georgian Scene, he is
not a first-rate critic. But he is and always
has been a man of common sense, a man who
accepted the world as he found it but re-
served the right of private judgment, a man
who remained on good terms with everyone,
but, I suspect, on intimate terms with very
few. (Reviewers have commented on his ex-
treme friendliness; a deeper truth, I believe,
lies in his comment on one of his cats—*I
loved him more than I have loved most human
beings.”) It is somehow a tribute to his in-
tegrity and essential simplicity, as well as a
revelation of his limitations, that he can end
his book, quite seriously and without cant, by
quoting in full the ten commandments.

4 SWINNERTON: AN AUTOBIOGRAPHY. Doubleday,
Doran & Co. $2.75.

I. March

Swinnerton, like his much greater contem-
porary, Arnold Bennett, was a self-made man
of letters. He had no special training for
his career and perhaps, unlike Bennett, no
great aptitude for it. One has no sense, as
one has with Wilde and Cunninghame Gra-
ham and possibly Chesterton, that under hap-
pier circumstances he might have been a much
more distinguished writer. On the contrary,
he seems to belong to his period, and, on
many sides, to represent it at its best. One
comes to regard him with the tolerant friendli-
ness with which he regarded most of ‘his con-
temporaries, and that is presumably all he
would ask.

GraNVILLE Hicks.

Shrines of Unreason

SurrEALISM, by Julien Levy. The Black Sun
. Press. $3.

P ARADOX is pie for Surrealists; there-
fore the paradox of Surrealists setting
out to explain what they say cannot be ex-
plained will probably be listed as another one
of their “achievements,” the catalog of which,
as enumerated in this volume, includes suicide,
and the erection of a public urinal as entrance
lobby to one of their exhibitions.

“The Surrealist point of view is essentially
anti-definitive and anti-explanatory.” “Sur-
realism is not a rational . . . theory of art.”
This has the arrogance of aristocrats whose
defense is “How dare you question me?” and
the confusion of a child who has not yet
learned to distinguish between fact and fancy.
Both are deliberately cultivated characteristics
in Surrealist expression.

I am aware that it is dangerous to cry
fascism. I am aware that Surrealists include
anti-fascists, and that a number of former
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Surrealists, notably Louis Aragon, have be-
come Communists. Still, to which would Sur-
realism most appeal as a philosophy, to
communism or fascism? I am not dragging
the political issue in. In the Surrealist credo
POLITICS (in italic caps), alongside of
PLAY and BEHAVIOR is claimed as a
Surrealist realm. If either of the two political
systems is to be called Surrealist, the fascist
indisputably deserves the honor, for obviously
a cultural theory which proclaims its intention
to “revivify mythology” would be agreeable
to societies that promote racial and national-
mythologies; obviously a theory that abjures
the rational is welcome to societies that have
a morbid dread of Marxist rationalism. It is.
no accident that Fascist Italy sponsors a cul-
ture of mysticism, nor that the present public:
of Surrealism is mainly to be found among
the rich, not merely because they have the
leisure and the means for fashionable distrac-
tions but because today their class, like the
feudal aristocracy whom it displaced, has be-
come historically illogical, and is on the side
of unreason. These factors are more decisive
than the claims of Surrealism to be interpreted
as “social revolt,” and the quoting from
Engels and Marx, neither of whom are on the
Surrealist list of great names, which include
the “Marquis de Sade in Sadism,” ‘“Monk
Lewis, in the beauty of evil,” and “Heraclitus
in dialectics.”

In spite of its rejection of rationalism and
“static”’ forms, Surrealist art has recognizable
patterns of its own. The upside down, the
incongruous, the perverse, the deformed, the
obscene are some of the categories in which
Surrealist expression falls. In its literature
its chief reliance is on obscenity; and this is
understandable since, until recently, literature
has been so predominantly a description of
fortunes or misfortunes in love. Qbscenity is
therefore the simplest reversal of conventional
values. In the plastic arts the inventions of
the Surrealists are not so fatiguing and banal
as in their literature. They have moments
where invention becomes imagination and
rises from the sensational to the poetic. On
the whole they suffer from the risk of all art
depending upon surprise . . . when the sur-
prise is over, what is left? For all Barnum’s
barking, the freaks are back in the sideshow.

Perhaps the frantic Surrealist search for
novelties may contribute some discoveries in
technique. Perhaps the Surrealists who sub-
ject themselves to hysteria may contribute
fresh data in abnormal psychology. It is not
impossible, but it is unlikely that these con-
tributions will justify the immolation of so
much energy and talent.

Surrealism is a reémergence of the cult of
individualism, conditioned by the intervening
social changes. It repudiates art-for-art’s-
sake, projects a world view, avows social pur-
pose, proclaims an interest in ideas, and,
though it offends reason, assumes a scientific
base in psychoanalysis, It has an advant:ge
over Cubism and Abstractionism in that it
rejects pure form and gives increasing im-
portance to content. In this respect it is a
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return to narrative and symbolic art. Some
of it (in the plastic arts more than in the
literature) has the lure of puzzles, the fasci-
nation of dreams. In that, it carries a signifi-
cance like the increasing use of symbolism and
narrative in revolutionary art. In the ideas,
however, which Surrealism chooses to develop,
it identifies itself with bourgeois decadence.
Its mysticism, its cultivated irrationality, its
eroticism, and its violence have, it seems to
me, some recognizable counterparts in the
political forms of the bourgeois decadence.
ISIDOR SCHNEIDER.

Studying Culture

THE STUDY OF MAN, by Ralph Linton. D.
dppleton-Century Co. $4.

NE suspects that Dr. Linton’s opening

obeisance to the religious powers is
tongue-in-cheek stuff. Nevertheless gratuitous
remarks like “His [the evolutionist’s] re-
searches to date make the existence of a
Creative Intelligence more rather than less
probable” make good work ring false at the
very beginning.

Yet, if the intelligent reader stays with the
book, he will find a commendable attempt to
get at culture, man’s social heredity, despite
glaring lapses which amaze a Marxist.

The goal of anthropology is well put: “It is
the ultimate aim of anthropology to discover
the limits within which men can be condi-
tioned, and what patterns of social life seem
to impose fewest strains upon the individual.”
Anthropological practice at present concen-
trates in three fields: “the study of human
origins, the classification of human varieties,
and investigation of the life of the so-called
‘primitive’ peoples.” Dr. Linton in his early
chapters reviews and evaluates the work done
in these fields, then makes an intensive study
of the nature and dynamics of society and
culture.

A more intelligent discussion of the race
topic is hardly to be found in anthropological
literature. The superstitions of race superi-
ority-inferiority are thoroughly debunked, and
intelligence tests are assayed for what they are
worth. Let the I.-Q.-mongering psychologist
ponder this: “It seems certain that any set of
tests devised with reference to a particular
cultural background will show petsons with
a different background to have a gratifyingly
lower I. Q. Since practically all the tests used
to date have been made by Europeans, the
Europeans have uniformly emerged trium-
phant.”

Culture, evolved out of animal learning, is
a continuation of the process of acquired be-
havior; in man it is represented by configura-
tions of socially acquired patterns of thinking
and acting. All mammals learn; and the so-
called human characteristics of communica-
tion, learning, transmission of learned behavior
are among the features “which link man to
the other mammals instead of distinguishing
him from them.” ... “What we call thought
is really an integral part of behavior, for there

can be no mental activity without muscular
activity of some sort. . . . Thinking is as much
a matter of reflex arcs as is the winking of
the eye. It is based on a combination of
unconditioned and conditioned reflexes and on
the selection and routing of stimuli.” This is
certainly tough-minded materialism.

The definition of society is quasi-Marxian.
“A society is any group of people who have
lived and worked together long enough to get
themselves organized and to think of them-
selves as a social unit with well-defined
limits.” Nevertheless Dr. Linton strays from
the firm ground of materialism in insisting
that culture is a psychological entity, mental,
a content of mind. Thus a migrating group
bereft of material goods can adjust itself to
a new habitat because of the patterns of
thought and action it carries in the heads of
its members: its technological knowledge and
skill will be put into action.

In the contrasting of primitive societies
with our bourgeois world of today the author
delivers deft jabs into the paunch of philistine
smugness. In discussing the institution ot
polyandry he says, “Any social worker will
testify that even in our own society hard times
often result in what is essentially a polyan-
drous arrangement, although the secondary
husband is usually known as a boarder.”

Marxists will read with interest Dr. Lin-
ton’s careful description of how a change in
method of production transforms the culture
of a primitive society. The shift from dry
rice cultivation to irrigated rice cultivation in
the economy of the Tanala of western Mada-
gascar upset, then reorganized the entire so-
cial structure.

On the other hand, there are wanderings
from an outlook close to historical materialism
that are positively astounding. Class struggles
“do not seem to be of profound significance
to the study of societies in general.” . . .
“Most of the world’s societies have not been
even class organized and in those which were
so prior to the sudden rise of machine industry
the classes had, in nearly every case, reached
a condition of satisfactory adjustment.” Such
misreading of history comes as a shock. It ig-
nores the perennial class struggles of ancient
Greece and Rome, the slave revolts, the peas-
ant wars of medieval Europe, the chronic con-
flicts between the three estates. We recom-
mend Max Beer’s Social Struggle series as an
elementary text to our good author. Dr. Lin-
ton’s dictum could apply only to primitive
societies which are relatively classless, or-
ganized as they are mainly around forms of
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communal ownership of the means of produc-
tion.

Puzzling also are his remarks on women’s
work in modern society. It is unpardonable
for a distinguished anthropologist to deal with
economic and social forces that brought
women into industry so trivially: “Our so-
ciety did not suddenly decide that respectable
women could work in offices and begin train-
ing women to that end. Instead certain
women, as individuals, decided they wanted
to work in offices and did so in spite of the
fact that they were violating the accepted pat-
terns for ladylike behavior.”

The reviewer regrets that he cannot in the
brief space allotted him discuss in more de-
tail Dr. Linton’s noteworthy analysis of cul-
ture itself. Chapters 16 (“Participation in
Culture”) and 17 (“The Qualities and Prob-
lems of Culture”) are models of social scien-
tific writing. ARTHUR S. JOHNSON.

Society Notes

365 DaAvs, by Kay Boyle, Laurence Vail, Nina
Conarain, and Various Other Hands. Har-
court, Brace & Co. $3.

NE of the most delightful events of re-
cent months was held Wednesday eve-
ning last by the Coterie Study & Embroidery
Club at the home of Miss Kay Boyle, who
was ably assisted in her capacity of hostess by
Laurence Vail and Nina Conarain. A modern
color scheme of pink, purple, and brown was
carried out in the extremely nifty du:corations.
Fun was the order of the evening. A num-
ber of novelties in diversions were held, all
being. based onthe unique motif of each guest
drawing out of a hat one or more newspaper
clippings for each day of the year 1934 and
making up a story of not more than 300 words
about it. Atty. Wm. C. March would of took
first place with his two stories had it not been
for the fact that the ever charming and re-
sourceful hostess sprang a daring surprise
through the kitchen door in the form of Rev.
Clarence Winley (Ph.D.) of the African
M. E. Church South, who, being a genuine
darky pastor, regaled the assembled guests
with six Negro stories, although a trifle grue-
some and ungrammatical. In point of num-
bers, however, the hostess, Miss Boyle, comes
out ahead, because each time she was called
upon for a story, she simply responded by ex-
hibiting a piece of her fancy work (which is
the envy of every woman in town) to the
number of 97 pieces. Laurence Vail came
next with 42 pieces. Other guests who did
not indulge in card games whiled away the
evening with their embroidery hoops. As usual,
in the course of the evening Mr. William
Saroyan entertained with his familiar and ever-
popular parlor stunt of the Armenian catching
the hen. .

Among those present were: Bessie Breuer,
Bob Brown, Harry P. Boyle, Katherine E.
Boyle, Larry Boyle, Kay Boyle, Nancy Cu-
nard, Melville S. Drake, Grace Flandrau,
Charles H. Ford, Karlton Klem, William
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Klem, Norman Macleod, Robert McAlmon,
Fred R. Miller, Tra V. Morris, Freda Snow-

den, Lottie Sterne, Sydney Salt, Arthur Cal-"

der-Marshall, Paul Engle, Evelyn Scott, and
Jas. T. Farrell.

Dainty refreshments were served at a late
hour and one and all voted it a scrumptious
* time. GEORGE MILBURN.

Massachusetts Agitator

SaM Apams, PIONEER IN PROPAGANDA, by
John C. Miller. Little, Brown. $4.

HE New England radical movement,

which culminated in the American Rev-
olution, had its origins in class struggles
within the colonies. The converting of this
debtor-creditor strife into a struggle against
the British Empire was to a large extent the
work of Sam Adams. And a great work it
was!

The years before the Stamp Act and the
beginning of active anti-British sentiment in
the colonies were not featureless, as many of
us imagine. They were very lively years, par-
ticularly in New England, where the debtor
and voteless elements, with a crude inflation-
ary program, waged a sharp political battle
against the merchant-banker oligarchy of Bos-
ton. The populist program was eventually
killed, but not until the sound-money group
had appealed in considerable panic to the Brit-
ish Parliament. Defeated, the Massachusetts
popular front fell apart and continued dis-
united and inert until after the Seven Years
War. The victory of Britain over France in
that conflict gave rise to certain conditions
which made possible the secession of the col-
onies from the empire, a secession already
latent in the independent industrial develop-
ment of New England and the fettering of the
colonial economy generally by British mer-
cantilism. On the one hand the danger of
French imperialism had been eliminated from
the Continent, leaving the colonies free to deal
with England alone. And on the other,
England, through the well-known taxation
policies of Grenville, Townshend, etc., began
to crack down on the colonies.

Thus a new alignment of forces was made
possible in America, and Adams, leader for
years of the popular party in Massachusetts,
master of machine- politics, organizer of an
extra-legal, semi-military body of Boston
workers, busied himself to create the needed
alliances. By means of Committees of Corre-
spondence and other agitational measures, the

popular elements were once more united, this’

time with recruits from the old Tory front:
business men who had felt the pinch of Eng-
land’s taxes. In this fashion the diehard Tories
were isolated and the anti-imperialist front
was strengthened by the inclusion of a moder-
ate group, few in numbers, strong in wealth
and prestige. Demanding nothing to begin
with except imperial reform, this group was
eventually forced by the growing intransigence
of England to adopt the complete radical pro-
gram of war and independence.

For this strategic victory of the radicals,

Sam Adams was largely responsible. He was
“the man of the Revolution.” After 1776,
however, his influence waned quickly. Not apt
enough in miltary affairs to be useful during
the war, he was not constructive enough,
either, to play any great part in the period of
consolidation. He approved the suppression
of the Shaysites, although their rebellion was
an expression of genuine grievances on the part
of those same rural elements which Adams
had wooed so strenuously for the revolution.
He was no “leveler,” as Mr. Miller rightly
says; but on the other hand he was no Feder-
alist either, had little liking for the Constitu-
tion. Only when the Republicans came to
power was he satisfied. On that great occa-
sion he wrote to Jefferson: “The Storm is over
and we are in Port.”

Mr. Miller’s well-written, shapely, inter-
esting biography of Adams is somewhat irritat-
ing for its ungracious treatment of its hero.
No open charges are made; formulations of
any kind are rare; “scientific detachment” is
the absolute rule; yet it is plain enough that
to Mr. Miller, Adams was a clever politician,
a “‘professional agitator’” who made good, and
little more. Like many another economic de-
terminist of the mechanical school, Mr. Miller
is a little disillusioned with history, particu-
larly with revolutions and the men who are
alleged to “make” them. For according to this
view revolutions are the work of “aggressive”’
or “determined” minorities, who play upon the
isolated economic grievances of the people,
hypnotize them with propaganda, and hustle
them toward revolution with clever strategy.
To show the distortions which such a minority-
plus-propaganda theory of history results in,
let us cite that charge of exaggerating the
issues, which Mr. Miller in his back-handed
way brings against Sam Adams. True: his
writings were shrill with cries of tyranny
which, judged by the immediate and conscious
intentions of the English, were sometimes far-
fetched. But was Adams attacking the in-
dividual Lords of Parliament or was he at-
tacking that antiquated monstrosity, the Brit-
ish mercantile system, which those individuals
represented in spite of themselves? And was
that system able to maintain itself against the
expanding productive forces of the colonies
without finally resorting to tyranny—real
tyranny in the shape of redcoats and repressive
laws? Less of an opportunist than most of
those who led the bourgeois revolutions,
Adams appears to have foreseen this ultimate
development and acted accordingly.

F. W. DupEkk.

0Old Wine in New Bottles

History oF THE GREAT AMERICAN FoRr-
TUNES, by Gustavus Myers. Modern Li-
brary Giants. $1.10.

HIS is an interesting and somewhat
curious revision of a modern classic.
The original 1909 edition of this work, like
many or most classics, was greeted with fear
and disdain by the publishers and critics of
the time. For them Myers told altogether

25

SAVE UP TO

501

on your Holiday
Book Selections

Buy Your Own Gifts Too!

HITLER OVER RUSSIA, Ernst Henri..$2.19
THE THEORY AND PRACTICE OF SO-

CIALISM, Strachey ..................... 2.39
IMPERIAL HEARST, Lundberg, Special
price 2.19
COLLECTED WORKS OF LENIN (8
books) 6.95
BLACK THUNDER, Bontemps, very
special 1.87
EuroPE UNDER THE TERROR, Spivak,
special price 1.87

MAN CHANGEs His SKIN, Jasiensk: 1.89
ANTI-DUEHRING, Frederick Emngels.. 1.563
THE ROBBER BARONS, Josephson........ 1.29
IT CAN'’T HAPPEN HERE, Sinclair
Lewis N4
THE HANDBOOK OF MARXISM Edited
by Burns 1.39
MEN AGAINST DEATH “Paul de Kruif 1.29
Gopn’s GoLp, John T. Flynn ................ 1.39
PALACES ON MONDAY, Fischer (for
kids, from 6 to 60)....ccccceerceeceeees 1.59
PATIENT’S DILEMMA, Tannenbaum
and Branden 1.87
AMERICAN CHAMBER OF HORRORS,
Lamb 1.87
SKUTAREVSKY, Leonid Leonov .......... 2.19
I BREAK STRIKES, Edward Levinson 1.95
THE PeoPLE, YES; Carl Sandburg.... 2.19
A TIME To REMEMBER, L. Zugsmith 1.59
THE BELLS OF BASEL, Louis Aragon 2.19
THE AMERICAN SoNG Bag, Carl
Sandburg 1.59
WAR, OUR HERITAGE, Lash & Wechs-
ler, only .
THE OCTOBER REVOLUTION, Stalin...... 719
I LovE, Avdyenko........ccucoeeoeeeocecccuecenn 79
THE GREAT TRADITION, Granville
Hicks
THE NEGRO QUESTION, James Allen 99
LETTERS FROM PRISON, Dimitroff...... .98
ETHIOPIA AND ITALY, Burns..oo..... .99
RULERS OF AMERICA, Grace Hutchins 1.95

SALE ENDS
SAT. JAN. 2nd

Order From
THE ASSOCIATED NATIONAL
BOOK SHOPS
Listed on Page 31

(See recent quarterly issue of.
New Masses for full lists.)

NoTE: You are urged to attend a special
forum in New York on “WHAT Is HAP-
PENING IN CHINA?” See special classified
ad in this issue of the New Masses.




26

THE SOVIET UNION, 1936: A Symposium

LECTURE SERIES—sponsored by
The American Russian Institute, Inc.

The New School nfl:)dr Social Research
WEDNESDAYS, 8:20 to 10:00 P. M,

Jan. 6—The Soviet Union in International Relations.
ruce Hopper, Harvard University
Jan. l3—Pubhc Hea]lzthsm tl;se S%\getJUm nH Kins Tniversi
igerist, e Johns Hoj s University
Jan. 20—80VI1et Egonomy N P
seph Barnes, New York Herald Tribune
an. 27—Soviet Theatre es. Tew Tork Hera'd T
Dana authority on the Russian theatre
Feb. 17—~Soviet Education. v
George S. Counts, Teachers College

THE NEW SCHOOL FOR SOCIAL RESEARCH
66 West 12th Street, New York City
COURSE—$4.50 SINGLE LECTURE—$1.00
All tickets obtainable at The New School for Social Research

Save

as much as

1/3

on your own
SUBSCRIPTION

by taking advantage of these
special

GIFT RATES

for NEW MASSES
$4.50
. $7.50

3 yearly subscriptions - - $10.

If you send your own and one additional
subscription, each will cost only $3.75, a
saving of one-sixth. If you send two ad-
ditional subscriptions, each of the three
will cost only $3.33, saving of one-third.

USE THE COUPON.

NEW MASSES, 31 E. 27th St., N. Y. C.

I enclose $............ , for ...... yearly
subscriptions to New Masses, to be sent to the
names and addresses below.

1 yearly subscription -

2 yearly subscriptions -

.................................

City oovieeiriininnnnins State.........

.................................

City .ovevvvrvnnnnns Ceeeees State.........

City ..o.ov.... Cereerenaees State.........

OCCUPAIION v euveenee s eneerennnnneenannns
No agent’s commission on these subscriptions

too baldly and comf)letely the story of how
the Goulds, Astors, Vanderbilts, Morgans,
and others arrived at a position of enormous
wealth and power under capitalism. As
Mpyers neatly puts it, “Although in editorial
after editorial the New York /7 orld had, in
the most unmeasured language, denounced
the criminal looting done by certain individ-
uals and corporations, its reviewers objected to
my summing up of the facts as ‘declama-
tory.” ”

In this work Myers did more than a mere
“muckraking” job. (This was the famous
period of the “muckrakers” when the best of
them, like Lincoln Steffens, were struggling
toward a clarity which arrived only later.)
He made plain that there was a system under-
lying the symptoms he exposed, and that it
was a system of exploitation. Much of his
concrete material dealt with the conditions of
the workers in the industries controlled by
the financial buccaneers, and with the kinds
of suppressive measures taken against the
workers who organized to better their con-
ditions. Finally, the concluding paragraph of
the original edition was a call for socialism.
This was no theoretical monument of the
stature of Das Kapital. But it was more
than a recitation of assorted skulduggeries in
American high finance.

Since 1909 there have been changes in the
world and in Gustavus Myers. The latter’s
development ran by no means parallel to that
of Lincoln Steffens. Myers appeared to put
behind him his exposures of capitalist for-
tunes, of the Supreme Court, and of Tam-
many Hall. A leaf was turned. National
destiny became his theme. In 1925 appeared
The History of American Idealism, dedicated
to Otto H. Kahn. Here Mr. Myers asserts
“It has been this constant exploring into evils
that has given superficial observers the impres-
sion that America is a hotbed of crookedness
and corruption. . . . Where in all history is
to be found the precedent of a people idealistic
and to such a preponderant degree that the
nominal leaders simply expressed what the
people themselves felt and thought?” This
was written in the Harding-Coolidge era.
Looking back to 1898, Myers saw the Span-
ish-American war as a great crusade of lib-
eration. Of imperialism and Hearst, there is
not a word.

The same theme was continued in 4 merica
Strikes Back, published in 1935. This was so
highly regarded by the Chemical Foundation,
Inc.,, as to be put on its list for free dis-
tribution to college professors along with the
nationalist writings of Samuel Crowther and
George N. Peek. The publisher’s advertise-
ments represented Gustavus Myers as a St.
George, famed for the slaying of the Ameri-
can muckraker.

The announcement that Myers was to re-
vise and bring up to date his 1909 edition of
History of the Great American Fortunes to
be published as a Modern Library Giant of
1936 led to some speculation. Would Myers
complete his retreat by scuttling his own
classic? Or was he staging a comeback by

NEW MASSES

a sudden reversion to his original interests?

A careful comparison of the two editions
yields the following: the main body of the
text remains almost unchanged. Death no-
tices are added for some of the magnates
who have passed from the scene since the
first edition. A few pages on the current J. P.
Morgan are added. Here there is a brief men-
tion of the senatorial revelations concerning
the Morgan firm as a key factor in America’s
entry into the World War. More space is
allotted to the counter-statement issued by the
firm itself. A slender chapter is inserted at
the end of the volume allotting one or two
paragraphs each to the Mellons, du Ponts,
Woolworths, etc. These are in much the same
vein as the original work.

The socialist conclusion of the original edi-
tion is dropped altogether. Here there is no
conclusion. The original preface is retained,
but a new one is added, suggesting that the
problem is not as serious as when Myers first
wrote. ‘“Wealth, once regarded as a vested
and sacred right, has ceased to be so consid-
ered. . . . Recent years have seen introduced
what is the equivalent of a limitation on
income from wealth.”

Gustavus Myers has not scuttled his own
classic. He has, I believe, somewhat bowdler-
ized it. The changes are relatively few, but
they are for the worse. It may well be said
that the house of Modern Library has per-
formed a service to the American people in
making this book available for a wider dis-
tribution than it has had heretofore. It
would have performed a greater service by
republishing the original unchanged or by per-
suading Mr. Myers to do a better revision.
The latter probably would have required
quite an effort.

AppisoNn T. CUTLER.

Brief Review

THe TrutH ABOUT COLUMBUS, by Charles Duff.
Introduction by Philip Guedalla. Illustrated.
Random House. $3. .

The intimation in the title that important revela-
tions about Columbus are made in the book is mis-
leading. There are certain changes of emphasis;
one upon existing knowledge in the fifteenth cen-
tury of land to the west; another upon the character
of Columbus; a third upon Jewish backing, finan-
cial and intellectual, of the expedition. The account,
as a whole, is unusually well paced and readable.

*

Recently Recommended Books

The Theory and Practice of Socialism, by John
Strachey. Random House. $3.

Art and Society: A Marxist Analysis, by George
Plekhanov, with an introduction by Granville
Hicks. Critics’ Group. Cloth $1, paper 35c.

The Future of Liberty, by George Soule. Macmil-
lan. $2.

The Best of Art Young, with an introduction by

Heywood Broun. Vanguard. §$3.

History of the Haymarket Affair, by Henry David.
Farrar & Rinehart. $4.

Man’s Worldly Goods, by Leo Huberman. Harper.
$2.50.

Fighting Angel, by Pearl S. Buck. Reynal & Hitch-
cock. $2.50.

The War Goes On, by Sholem Asch. Putnam. $3.
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SIGHTS AND SOUNDS

Miss Hellman’s noble experiment—Hart & Kaufman hilarity—Music, mqvies, and the dance

was Miss Lillian Hellman’s Days to

Come, which Producer Herman Shum-
lin decided to close after a five-day run. It
was a much better play than its short life
would seem to indicate, and it was more im-
portant as a playwriting effort than as a fin-
ished play. In it the author of The Children’s
Hour attempted to give dramatic life to those
twin phenomena of capitalist society, the out-
break of class strife and the decay of human
relations in the bourgeois stratum. Handling
these two themes in one play placed Miss
Hellman under several handicaps, including
first, an almost inevitable duality of focus, and
second, the dilemma of having either to offer
an individual (rather than a mass) as the pro-
tagonist of the working-class struggle, or
further to unbalance the action by having a
mass dominating one phase of the play and a
few individuals the other. She chose the first
alternative, with the result that the strike
struggle and its violence were expressed only
through the words of the organizer and a
workman. Nevertheless, this aspect of the
play, which bore heavily and truly upon the
use of strikebreakers, was the sounder dramat-
ically. The other aspect, the decay of the
bourgeois family, suffered from the telling of
the story largely through obliquity and innu-
endo, except in the last act, when this method
was abandoned, not, alas, for dramatic action,
but for an unpleasant lecture-symposium in
which the various members of the factory-
owning clan stripped bare their own and one
another’s rapacious, weak, and cowardly souls.
A third defect of the play was the effort to
integrate the two aforementioned phenomena
of capitalist society into a dramatic unity by
having the wife of the factory owner attempt
to vitalize her futilitarian existence through
love for the dynamic strike organizer. It
sounds pretty raw, but it almost came off.
The trouble was not so much in its incredi-
bility as in the fact that it gave the whole
business a plotty quality which was at war
with its otherwise consistent realism. In sum,
however, Days to Come was a rather absorb-
ing play, and showed Miss Hellman to be a
person who knows a lot about how the world
wags. Taken as a portent, it suggests very in-
teresting things from her in the future.

On the lighter side of life in this crazy
world is You Can’t Take It With You, by
Moss Hart and George S. Kaufman, a hilari-
ous and often wise farce in which the goofy-
family tradition (2 la Hay Fever and Three-
Cornered Moon) of dramaturgy is given a bit
of stiffening out of the philosophy of Henry
David Thoreau, including his notions on civil
disobedience. Around the bare (and even, if
you will excuse the expression, threadbare)
bones of the old story of the lass who comes
from a nutty family and who therefore cannot
see her way clear to marrying the son of the

THE most significant opening of the week

eminently right and proper family, the authors
have erected a juicy tissue of appalling and
magnificently funny contretemps. Their antic
fancy has crowded the stage with an assort-
ment of casual and ingenuous insanity that
ranges from Mr. De Pinna, the iceman who
made a delivery eight years ago and just
stayed on, to a couple of mechanical snakes
who put up their necks to ghast the unwary.
There are a couple of real kittens, Harpo and
Groucho, who steal the show until they are
packed off to the kitchen. Instead of the inter-
mittent explosion of smart gaglines, a type of
humor that has suffered somewhat from its
vogue, the laying of a whole powder-train of
humorous situation which is visible before you
and is then detonated by its natural arrival
at a gag or a confrontation of incongrui-
ties gives You Can’t Take It With You a per-
vasively funny quality seldom encountered.
Apart from the fact that a couple of times it
verges on anti-Negro chauvinism and delivers
several below-the-belt jabs at relief and relief
clientele, there is little to say except that it is
very funny. Producer Sam Harris, meanwhile,
had better be training a couple of understudies
for Groucho and Harpo; they are going to be
at the ungainly age long before his play folds.
If it will help, we know of a litter of tor-
toise-shells. As for the rest of the cast, they are
all good, with special honors to Josephine
Hull, Henry Travers, Frank Conlan, and
George Tobias.

What had appeared to have gained the pro-
portions of a Trend fizzled out when the third
military-school play this season, Brother Rat,
opened last week. As you might guess from
the program note that states that it was ap-
proved by Virginia Military Institute, this
comedy Is not about military schools in gen-
eral or V.ML.IL. in particular. It is a comedy

(] :g

2

)
._} ":...i.l‘h.

// \Y
%

o
4 //é’ ’
7,
N\ /7,7 //,
iy

Mesdames au Galerie Helen Ludwig

of young love which happens to have the
V.M.I. campus as a setting. The authors,
John Monks, Jr., and Fred F. Finklehoffe,
attended that school and, according to the
program, rewrote the play thirty-two times,
which ought to be about enough, and it is. As
it stands, Brother Rat is a workmanlike com-
edy of no special distinction which definitely
fulfills its function of being light and engag-
ing and funny entertainment. The audience
was very positive in its liking, a fact which was
as much attributable to Mr. George Abbott’s
presentation and direction and some first-class
acting as it was to the text. Among the com-
pany, most of whom are youngsters, Frank
Albertson was all that could be desired as the
leading scapegrace, and Jose Ferrer again
gave the kind of exceptional comic perform-
ance which he delivered in Spring Dance. Mr.
Ferrer, in fact, is a rising star.

A mystery-comedy of modest pretensions
and still more modest achievement was T he
Holmeses of Baker Street, in which the re-
doubtable Sherlock comes back as a bee-fancier
with a pretty daughter who aspires to continue
the showing up of Scotland Yard where her
papa left off. There is a priceless pear]l and a
carrier pigeon and some American bad men.
And there is, as Dr. Watson’s wife, Cissy
Loftus, who does more than anyone else, even
than Helen Chandler, to make something
theatrical out of the rewrite William Jourdan
Rapp and Leonardo Bercovici have done on a
manuscript by British Basil Mitchell. As most
of the reviewers remarked, there was an un-
usual amount of line-muffing, a phenomenon
which continued through the second night.
Now if the stage action were real-life action,
this might be comprehensible, as there was
quite a little tossing off of whiskey and soda,
which on the stage, we have been taught, is
merely cold tea. Consider our confusion,
however, when we discerned among the ac-
knowledgments at the foot of the playbill these
pregnant words: “Whiskey by Haig & Haig.”

ALEXANDER TAYLOR.

CONCERT MUSIC

HE reviewer’s lot is not a happy one. My
blood runs cold when I skim through
a stack of weekly programs, the stones that
are offered as bread for our musical nourish-
ment. And nausea grips me when I think of
the poor devils that scamper from hall to hall
in the frantic effort to gulp down at least one
mouthful from each unpalatable banquet, to
be sourly regurgitated in the daily press. Here
is field work for the economist and the philos-
opher: a study in the incredible wastage of
time and money and effort, an even more sig-
nificant diagnosis of the degradation that in-
evitably results from the poisoning of the tonal
springs.
I can’t, or at least I won’t, pursue my own
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AMERICAN ARTISTS SCHOOL

EXHIBITION and
SPECIAL PRICE SALE
of

Paintings, Prints,
Drawings, Small Sculpture
$1 to $100

(two-thirds are $25 or under)

DECEMBER 6 to JANUARY 7

Gallery Open

MONDAY TO FRIDAY
10 AAM. TO 5 P.M. AND 7 TO 9 P. M.
SATURDAY 10 A. M. TO 5 P. M.

Artists Represented Include:

MAURICE BECKER EUGENE MORLEY
PHILIP EVERGOOD ELIZABETH OLDS
DoN FREEMAN WALTER QUIRT
WANDA GAG ANTON REFREGIER
A. GOODELMAN PHILIP REISMAN
HARRY GOTTLIEB RAPHAEL SOYER
JoE JONES WILLIAM STEIG
Louis LozowICK MAx WEBER

And Many Others
131 W. 14TH ST. CHelsea 3-9621

SECURITIES CORP.
Besed Stzest, Now Yerk

A Personal Message

In celebratign
of this Iwenty-fifth Amniversary Cele-
bration of NEW MASSES, we have arranged
& JUBILEE SUBSCRIPTION for those who
wish to make a special gesture on this
historie occasion.

For $10 you may
purchase & three-year subsoription to
NEW MASSES, and a personally autographed
oopy of Joseph Freeman's autobiography,
®"An American Testament".

We need not call
your attention to the extraordinary
value this offer gives you.*  Nor to
what an important mcmento of this anni-
versary Joseph Freeman's autographed
book will be in years to come,

ptfpasts?

Business Manager

*The regular price of a three-year sub-
scription alone, is $13.50.

NEW MASSES, 31 East 27th St., N. Y.C.

Enclosed is $10. Please enroll me as a JUBILER
SuBsCrIBER and enter my subscription to NEw
MAsSSES for three years. In combination with this
offer I shall expect to receive, at once, a copy of
An American Testament, with a personal message
inscribed by the author, Joseph Freeman.

Name.

Address.

City.
Please indicate: (] New subscription. [J Subscription extension

State. J

No agent’s commission on this special offer.

investigations into the depths of the routine
recital or concert by either minor or reputedly
major artists, but I find plenty of discourage-
ment even in such programs as promise at
least some exercise and education of the sen-
sibilities. I went to the Beethoven Associa-
tion concert of December 14, for example, to
hear the Vivaldi four-violin concerto and the
Bach arrangement of the same work for four
claviers. But the former was given with a
phony harpsichord for the continuo and slip-
shod fiddling to boot, and the Bach version
was heard on the usual four pianos—sound-
ing for all the world like a gigantic pianola.
The audience got all excited about a group
of noisy two-piano show pieces and the more
mannered song performances of Povla Frijsh,
although the most admirable musical work of
the evening was the latter’s singing of Fauré’s
exquisite Au Cimitiére and a Disneyish minia-
ture drama by the Czech Jaroslav Kricka—
a delightful combination of good entertain-
ment and deft tonal writing.

The too-frequently unerring ear of audi-
ences for the cheapest items on any program
and the natural but no more forgivable desire
of performers to knock hearers off their already
unsteady feet mars even such excellent con-
certs as those by the English Singers (Decem-
ber 5, 13, and 20). From the memorable eve-
ning in Sanders Theatre, Cambridge, some
ten or more years ago, when I first heard
Cuthbert Kelley and his ensemble, they have
furnished more genuine musical stimulation
than any other concertizing organization I
know. Yet they never completely fulfill the
high expectations they raise: their emphasis
on bonhomie (sometimes verging on cuteness)
makes for refreshing enough entertainment
and probably accounts in large measure for
their public success, but it also makes for a
shifting of accent—a stress on minor rather
than major musical qualities. They give too
many little works, and music of real stature is
projected too often through the wrong end
of the telescope.

I quarrel more with this than with their
actual musical deficiencies. The works of the
madrigal school are vocal chamber music, and
demand an ensemble of voices that can sing
as the Pro Arte or Roth String Quartets play.
The English Singers give us such executive
craftsmanship only in an occasional carol or
Vaughan Williams folk-song setting. Their
weaknesses are more apparent where they are
most dangerous: in the big works. But this
again is more a disappointment than a danger
—such as the tendency to skim the depths of
truly profound music. Thomas Weelkes’s
Thule, one of the most astonishing feats of
musical imagination by one of the greatest
composers of all time, is a pertinent example.
Kelley introduced it with a little talk that un-
doubtedly helped to arouse interest in those
to whom it was unfamiliar (a good ninety-
nine percent of the audience), but the ap-
proach was entirely false. If even the English
Singers give the impression that a work such
as this is merely a curiosity, a prophetic ex-
periment, it is no wonder that a majority of
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"' THE BEST PLAY OF THE SEASON”

— PoLLOCK, Brooklyn Eagle

“The first imaginative and exciting entry in the

season. Something really big. It makes you laugh,
cry and boil.””—BENCHLEY, The New Yorker.
A GROUP THEATRE PRODUCTION

Johnny Johnson

Play by Paul Green ® Music by Kurt Weill
“A delectable score by that brilliant German
exile, Kurt Weill.”—WaArTs, Herald Tribune.

th THEATRE, %%
44t St
® Evenings 8:40, 55¢ to $2.75

Mats. Christmas Day and Sat. 2:40, 55¢ to $2.20

For Special Rates on Benefit Theatre Parties
Call Helen Thompson, PEn 6-1793

FOR THOSE WHO REMEMBER “RECRUITS”

“200.000”

SHOLOM ALEICHEM’S IMMORTAL COMEDY
Nightly Except Monday
Matinees Saturday and Sunday
$1.50, $1, 75¢, 50c.

Artef Theatre

247 WEST 48th STREET, N. Y. C.,, CH 4-7157
For the list of selective playgoers.—N. Y. Times
Special Midnite Performance & Concert New Year's Eve.

“One of the most remarkable films of this season.”
—PETER ELLIS, New Masses.

F i lma rte 58th Street off 7th Avenuo

Circle 7-6592

k *x x x NEW

ramarrrs NoWY6ar’s Ev6 Frolic

9
“SWINGTIME IN SAMOA
Stars of Stage, Screen and Radio
CLUB VALHALLA SWING BAND
PALM GARDENS—352nd Street W. of $th Ave.
Admission $1.25_in Advance—$1.50 at Door
Seats Now: New Theatre, 156 West 44th Street,
New Theatre League, 117 W. 46th St. & Workers Bookshops

I. L. D. PRESENTS =——

HUMPHREY

harles

WEIDMAN

AND THEIR GROUPS
IN THE

NEW YORK PREMIERE

of their newest and most
important dance project

Two New Full-Length Ballets
“WITH MY RED FIRES”

Choreography by DORIS HUMPHREY

“QU EST"

Choreography by CHARLES WEIDMAN

ONE NIGHT ONLY
HIPPODROME—IJAN. 15th

SIXTH AVE. and 44th ST. FRIDAY at 8:45

TICKETS—$ .55 to $2.50 at Box Office—I. L. D., 112 E.
19th St.—Rand Book Store, 7 E. 15th St.—Putnam Beok
Store, 2 W. 45th St.—Workers Bookshop, 50 E. 13th St.—
Columbia University Bookshop, 2960 Broadway—N. Y.
University Book Shop, 18 Washington Place.
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Spain ¢
PS peaks!

HON. DR.

FErNANDO DE Los RioS

Spanish Ambassador to the U. S.

MADISON SQ. GARDEN

Monday Evening, January 4th, at 8:30
Prof. JOHN DEWEY, Chairman
Admission: 25¢, 55¢, $1.10, $1.65, $2.20.

On Sale at: Columbia University Bookstore. Call

Bookstore, Workers’ Bookshops, Rand Bookstore,
N. Y. U. Bookstore.

Auspices: United Spanish Societies to
Aid Spain. GR. 7-4138

Workers School

35 East 12th Street New York City
WINTER TERM

REGISTRATION
Courses in:
Economics Historical
Marxism-Leninism Materialism
Literature Science and Dialectics
Science Colonial Problems
Principles of Psychology
Communism  Research Methods

Negro Problems
Current Events
Trade Unionism
Modern Economic Theory
Fundamental Study of Marxian Classics

And Many Other Courses

For Descriptive Catalogue C
Write to the School Office

American History
Labor History
Russian

_HARLEM.. |

INVITES YOU TO A
Sensational—Exotic
Intriguing—Intimate

NEW YEAR'S EVE BALL

AND FLOOR SHOW

ERSKINE HAWKINS

And His

15 FAMOUS 'BAMA STATE COLLEGIANS

ROCKLAND PALACE

155th STREET and 8th AVENUE
PN
ASADOTA DAFORA HORTON and His
Original NATIVE AFRICAN DANCERS
[
INKY AND ARCHIE SUSIE QUE ROGUES
v
AUSPICES: FRIENDS OF HARLEM
$1.00 Guest Card $1.50 at Door
Tickets at All Workers Bookshops
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the hearers will fail to realize its full signifi-
cance and implications. And there was no
excuse for the failure to give the remarkable
text in full. I cannot resist quoting it here;
not only should it be known for its own sake,
but it is the true clue to the magnificence and
audacious fantasy of Weelkes’s music:

Thule, the period of cosmography,
Doth vaunt of Hecla, whose sulphurious fire
Doth melt the frozen Clime and thaw the Sky;
Trinacrian Aetnae’s flames ascend not higher.
These things seem wondrous, yet more wondrous I,
Whose heart with fear doth freeze, with love doth
fry.

The Andalusian Merchant, that returns
Laden with Cochineal and China dishes,
Reports in Spain how strangely Fogo burns
Amidst an Ocean full of flying fishes.
These things seem wondrous, yet more wondrous I,
Whose heart with fear doth freeze, with love doth
fry.

The Elizabethans were not merely com-
posers of charming lute songs (such as those
given so deftly at the English Singers’ con-
certs by Nellie Carson) and saucy fa-la bal-
lets. The age that begat terrestrial explorers
and writers whose pioneering achievements
are still incomparable, probed the human brain
and heart with tonal scapels wielded with an
accuracy that puts their descendants no less
to shame. We have dug up Shakespeare and
given him his say again, but only an occasional
shudder of ornate tombstones betrays the vital
life we still lock up (so politely and respect-
fully) in the graves of Weelkes and Byrd.

R. D. DARRELL.

THE SCREEN

OST folk films are essentially tied up

with a great deal of intimate ethno-
logical detail. And for the fullest apprecia-
tion of them, a certain amount of understand-
ing of the specific history and culture is neces-
sary. Thus the revolutionary implications of
Dovjenko’s early films (Zvenigoria, Arsenal,
and Soi/) were almost buried in traditional
folklore. Janosik, the new Czechoslovakian
offering at the Filmarte, is a national film
with broad and stirring revolutionary impli-
cations. It is a folk film, a folk opera rich
in local culture, but as understandable to the
Chinese peasant or American sharecropper as
it is to the Czechoslovakian worker.

Janosik is an eighteenth-century Carpathian
peasant, a product of the great and vigorous
national uprising against the Hapsburg rule
at the end of the seventeenth century. The
film opens upon scenes of oppression and serf-
dom. When one of the peasants dares to pro-
test against the cruelty of the master, he is
tortured to death. This old man is Janosik’s

" father, and his death precipitates the activity

which will make Janosik a national hero. He
goes to the mountain and sings out in a voice
that is heard over the whole countryside:

I must be a brigand,

For there is a great wrong.

Injustice among our masters,
But with the brigand there is truth.

This call is answered by mountaineers and
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Say, You Fellows
Are a Thirsty Lot!

Thanks, New Masses, thanks heaps. A h
few unimposing ads in your columns
brought droves of you to our doors.
True, we did mention something about
ours being the lowest liquor prices, about
our fast-stepping delivery and our limit-
less variety. But we had no idea you’d
take us up so eagerly. Did we let you
down? We did not! You’ve come clam-
oring back for more.

P. S.—We¢’ll deliver up until Midnight,
New Year’s Eve.

HEYMAN?S
QUALITY LIQUORS

Broadway, between 36th and 37th Streets
Telephone: LOngacre 5-5229—6116

MEET YOUR FAVORITE AUTHOR AT THE'

SECOND ANNUAL BALL OF THE
AMERICAN WRITERS UNION
Saturday Evening, DECEMBER 26, 1936
SAVOY BALLROOM, Lenox Ave. & 140 St.

Subscription 75 cents Including hat check

Tickets at: American Writers Union, 812 Broadway
Or Workers Bookshops

NEW YEAR'S EVE FROLIC

Dancing - Entertainment - Supper

THURSDAY EVE., DECEMBER 31,
THE MacDOWELL CLUB
166 East 73rd Street

Auspices: Anti-Fascist Literature Committee
1457 Broadway (Room 502)
SUBSCRIPTION TWO DOLLARS

NEW YEAR'S EVE

in the Bronx

STUPENDOUS, AMAZING
FLOOR SHOW

Featuring

BLOCK & SULLY

And Other Famous Radio and Vaudeville Stars
(]

SHERRY MAGEE
AND HIS C.B.S. ORCHESTRA

Arranged by
BRONX PROFESSIONAL ALLIANCE
at
THE BRONX WINTER GARDEN
Tremont and Washington Avenues
°

Admission $1.25 in advance

Tickets Limited
Noise Makers, Hats, etc., FREE
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Holiday

Dresses

are

Different

$6.95 to $24.95

Bring this Ad and get
a 10% discount

a9 PITKIN AVE:BKLYN-N'Y:

(BETWEEN HOWARD 2 RALPH AVES)

CHESTERS’ ZUNBARG

WOODBOURNE, N. Y. Fallsburg, 2 F 22
A DELIGHTFUL HIDEAWAY IN THE MOUNTAINS
Closed for the month of January. Will re-open
for Lincoln’s and Washington’s Birthday week-
ends. Lots to do.

Make early reservations.

WINTER VACATION AT

HOTEL ROYALE

Proletarian Comraderie
708 Princeton Ave. Telephone:
Lakewood, N. J. Lakewood 1146
Favorable rates to New Masses Readers
Inquiries solicited.
SONIA GELBAUM ANNA BROUDE

WINTER SPORTS
Skating, sleighing, skiing, hiking.
Excellent cuisine, unique entertain-

ment, congenial company.

New York Central to Harmon
Early reservations are suggested for
the holiday period (Dec. 24-Jan. 8).

BLUE MOUNTAIN LODGE

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

FOREST HOUSE

at INTERLAKEN
BOOKED TO CAPACITY UNTIL JAN.3,1937

We thank our very many patrons and regret sincerely to have been
unable to accommodate all who have wished to be with us. With
cordial greetings and a very Happy New Year, REBECCA SILVER.

LAKE MAHOPAC, N. Y.

Mahopac, 688 or 977

Enjoy a true comradely atmosphere at

RAVEN LODGE

416 Third Street Tel.: Lakewood 922

Lakewood, N. J. City Information Sk. 4-1596
Special rates to NEW MASSES Readers

CELIA BOOBAR BERNARD DREZNICK

CAMP NITGEDAIGET

BEACON, N. Y.
ALL SPORTS EXCELLENT FOOD

HOTEL ACCOMMODATIONS
$16 per week

Cars leave daily from 2700 Bronx Park East
For all information call EStabrook 8-1400

Lakewood Modern School

115 Cary Street Lakewood, N. J.
A progressive school for children of
kindergarten and elementary age.

ARTS AND CRAFTS

RESIDENTIAL WRITE JAS. H. DICK
(Summer camp at Carmel, N. Y.)

M l - h' Letters reproduced ex-
u t'grap "I —actly like typewriting;

any quantity. Also
mimeographing, printing and mailing. Quality
work at low prices.

MAILERS ADVERTISING SERVICE
121 West 42nd Street, N. Y. C. BRyant 9-5053

shepherds. It is sung, beautifully and with
great passion. This sequence is handled with
such simplicity that one doesn’t mind the sud-
den allegorical turn in the film. With the
gathering of the band, the film goes realistic
once more. This Robin Hood not only steals
from the rich to give to the poor, but he
fights against their oppression. At one point
the lord gives a feast for his guests and asks
the starving peasants to contribute to the feast
and also come and look on while the nobles
eat and are entertained. But Janosik inter-
rupts the proceedings and instead gives a feast
for the peasants in the house of their master.
At the end of the meal he takes out a bag of
gold and proceeds to divide the money among
his guests. To one he says:

Go from your sorrow
Go from your toil . . .

To another:

This for your pig
This for your chicken so that
She may have little golden chicks . . .

The fame of Janosik and his band spreads
throughout the land. He is loved and pro-
tected by the people. The only way in which
the authorities can catch him is through im-
ported soldiers (even in those days) and
treachery, He is of course “tried” and put
to death. When he is asked to give up his
revolutionary activity and fight the Turks for
the Hapsburgs, he says, “I choose death and
not treachery.”

The final sequence of the film is one of the
most remarkable things I have ever seen. He
is about to be hung by a huge hook through
the ribs. He suddenly breaks free and goes
into a death dance under the gallows. It is
a remarkable dance which increases in inten-
sity and power until Janosik is suddenly
seized by the executioners and impaled upon
the hook. The power of this end is a tribute
to the performer and the director.

Janosik is played by a former policeman,
and it is his first role. Director Paul Bielik
has not only endowed this film with skillful
direction, but with beautiful cinematography.
Although one is tempted to compare it
with other “Robin Hood” films, especially
M.G.M.’s Viva Villa, there isn’t any point.
For Janosik makes them insignificant and
shallow by comparison.

PeTER ELLIS.

THE DANCE

T IS John Martin’s conclusion and his

excellent section on the social and histori-
cal background as they affected the cultural
development of America that give his book,
America Dancing,* its distinction. He de-
fends vigorously the revolutionary Puritan
tradition; he develops the continuity of its
struggle first against British imperialism, then
the planters’ aristocracy, and now “industrial
feudalism”—against a colonial culture and a
slave art. His faith that America is dancing,

* With photographs by Thomas Bouchard. Dodge
Publishing Co. $3.

NEW MASSES

BLOOMFIELD’S

118 East 14th Street, TOmpkins 6-6058—6065
IDEAL GIFTS FOR THE HOLIDAYS

Reg. Sale

VBEETHOVEN SYMPHONY No. 3 $900 $4.50

VSCHUBERT UNFINISHED ....... 2.25

VDEBUSSY NOCTURNE .......... 0 2.25
VWAGNER TANNHAUSER OVER-

TURE ... .iiiiiiiiiienniinnnnns 3.00 1.50
VMOZART, CONCERTO No. 5 in

A Major for violin .............. 00 3.00

Special Release
[ ]

Kirsten Flagstad, Lohengrin, Elsa’s Traum (Elsa’s Dream)
Tannhauser, Dich, Teure Halle (Oh, Hall of Song)

Beethoven Quartet No. 15 in A minor Op. 132
by Lerner String Quartet

Come in and Browse Around

nNnZ=>03>

New Year’s Eve
“DANCE TO DAWN?”
SOCIALIST PARTY

Ten-Piece Swing Band
FLOOR SHOW

at
Manhattan Odd Fellows Temple
105 East 106th St. New York City
Admission in Advance $1.00

“It’s a date, Toots”’

Start your New Year’s Eve off right at the
Warming-Up Party given by the New Masses
staff. Meet your date here, and warm up
your dancing feet, and cool off your throat
while waiting for your big shindig to get un-
der way. Drop in any time from 5 P. M. on,
Thurs., Dec. 31, at Dorothy White’s Studio,
40 Union Square, N. Y. C. Music, refresh-
ments, entertainment.
a buck.

Admission only half

We’ll be seeing you !




DECEMBER 29, 1936

BENEFIT DANCE

Given by the
HARMONY COUNTRY CLUB
for the
HEBREW DAY AND NIGHT NURSERY

CHRISTMAS EVE

Thursday—DEC. 24—9 P.M.
Hotel McAlpin SUBSCRIPTION:
B'way & 34th Street 85 Cents

MUSIC BY L. LYNN
(Columbia Broadcasting Orch.)

CLASSIFIED ADS 40c a line

6 words in a line 8 lines minimum

AMPLIFIERS FOR RENT

DANCE MUSIC amplified from latest swing records.
Also loudspeaker for all occasions. White Sound
Studio, 47 West 86th Street. SChuyler 4-4449.

DANCE

YOUTH DIVISION of the AMERICAN LABOR
PARTY FIRST APPEARANCE DANCE, 32 E. 15 St.
December 26, 9 P. M. Admission 49c.

APARTMENT TO SHARE

IF YOU HAVE furniture for one large room I have
half of a modern apartment to sublet; separate
entrance, modern bath, complete kitchen; very rea-
sonable. Phone CHelsea 3-7096, or write Box 1468, N. M.

FURNISHED APARTMENT

LIGHT housekeeping, whole floor. Large living room,
2 bedrooms, bath. Grand piano. Quiet. Carl Schurz
Park section. $65. Mrs. C. C. Hulling, 546 E. 87th St.

FURNISHED ROOMS—BROOKLYN

MANHATTAN BEACH HOTEL

156 West End Avenue—SHeepshead 3-3000.
! 37 Minutes from Times Square.

Live at this modern fireproof hotel
away from noise.

SINGLES $5 WEEKLY UP
SHARE APARTMENT—LOS ANGELES

YOUNG WOMAN sghare pleasant bachelor apartment;
very inexpensive; Los Angeles, California. Telephone
during business hours, Michigan 7617.

STUDIO ROOM

LARGE, 2 windows, southern exposure, charmingly
furnished, overlooking garden. Kitchenette, shower.
Gram. Pk. $9 week. Maslow, 136 B. 22 St. GR. 5-9375.

LECTURE

“WHAT IS8 HAPPENING IN CHINA?” by Harry
Gannes, Foreign Editor Daily Worker; Dr. J. H. Lin,
E‘ne_nds of the Chinese People; R. A. Howell, editor
China Today.” Friday, Jan. 8th, 8 P. M. Irvin
Plaza, B. 15th St. & Irving Pl Tickets, 25c, at al
bookshops.

ORANGES FOR SALE

SWEET JUICY, sun-ripened on trees. Delivered ex-
ress prepaid. $3.50 bushel basket. Grapefruit, $3.50.
ixed fruits, $3.50. A. H. Burket, Sebring, Florida.

PICTURE FRAMES

FINE PICTURE FRAMING—Complete selection of
modt_zrn prints. Reasonable prices. Kanner Adel Frame
& Picture Co., 41 E. 29th 8t., N. Y. C. MU 4-2549.

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.

PHONOGRAPH FOR SALE

FOR SALE: Capehart Automatic Victrola. Ideal for
home or organizations. Plays 56 records continuously.
Grand tone. Exceptional value. Box 1471, New Masses.

RUSSIAN TAUGHT

MODERN RUSSIAN TAUGHT
New Rules and Usages. Tourist conversational
course. MISS ISA WILGA, 457 West 57th Street, New
York City, COlumbus 5-8450.

“anti-authoritarian . . . functional . . . demo-
cratic . . . a new vision of life” has a warmth

L and a vigor and an exciting conviction.

The spirit is carried over into his chapter
on Isadora Duncan. He writes of her “red
tunic” along with the ‘“ragtime uproar of
1910” in terms of popular defiance. And for
the contemporary dance, he understands that
there is a “definite kinship between the tran-
sitions towards collectivism in society and to-
wards functionalism in the arts.” But some-
where this particular line of thought stops and
the bulk of the book becomes a pedestrian sur-
vey of the principal personalities in the mod-
ern dance field.

The survey itself is informative; occasion-
ally penetrating. Generally, it is the develop-
ment of the opinions Mr. Martin has expressed
in the columns of the New York Times. Va-
rious analyses of the different dancers make a
fair enough introduction for the unacquainted
—for whom he also includes chapters on “how
to look at dancing,” and a piece on “moder-
nity.” For the initiates, these pages constitute
a methodical résumé: gossipy rather than
critical.

The failure of Mr. Martin to carry
through the social thesis of his introduction is
unfortunate, and the book is unbalanced by
it. Indicative, in a volume flooded with names
of compositions of later date and less signifi-
cance, is the failure to mention Martha Gra-
ham’s acclaimed and artistically important
Imperial Gesture.

However, the literature of the contemporary
dance field is rather meager, and Admerica
Dancing, for all its shortcomings, is some-
thing of an event for the modern dance move-
ment. OweN BURKE.

The Radio

FORTHCOMING BROADCASTS

“The Science Youth Mowement,” discussed by Dr.
Otis W. Caldwell, general secretary of the
American Association for the Advancement of
Science, and Dean Howard C. Enders, Purdue
University, Mon., Dec. 28, 2:30 p.m., Columbia.

Controversial subjects. The next topic in the series
will be “Should Professors Be Active in Poli-
tics?” Mon., Dec. 28, 10:30 p.m., Columbia.

New Year's Ewve. The Columbia network will
broadcast music played by a variety of favo-
rite bands beginning at 11:30 p.m. and run-
ning through to 4 a.m.

The Art Galleries

Winslow Homer. A comprehensive showing cele-
brating the centennial. Whitney Museum, N. Y.

‘Dadaist, surrealist, and fantastic. Paintings, draw-

ings, sculpture, publications, etc., by 157 artists.
Museum of Modern Art, N. Y.

Contemporary prints. Many NEw MASSES contribu-
tors are among the artists whose work is shown
in “America Today,” the exhibit arranged by
the American Artists’ Congress for simultaneous
exhibition in thirty galleries. In New York, the
Guild Art Gallery, 37 W. 67th St, houses
the show.

American Artists School. Thirty-four exhibitors,
many of them NeEw Masses contributors, are
represented in an exhibition of paintings, draw-
ings, prints, and small sculpture at the school’s
gallery, 131 W. 14th St, N. Y.

Lithographs by Clara Mahl, 8th St. Playhouse, New
York. Closes Jan. 2.

31

GOOD FOOD
GOOD SERVICE
RESTFUL ATMOSPHERE

Cost no more than in the cash and carry
non-union restaurants.

Fresh vegetables—fruits—dairy products
fish and health foods. Enjoy natural

foods as nature intended.
LUNCHEON: 40c DINNER: 60c

“Also a la Carte

FARMFOOD

VEGETARIAN RESTAURANTS

387 West 32nd Street 104 West 40th Street
* 142 West 49th Street

* Aftes Jheatre snacks. Open Sundays.

6 words in a line

CLASSIFIED ADS 40c aline

8 lines minimum

NEW MASSES PARTY

NEW MASSES WARMING-UP PARTY starts § P. M
Tuesday, December 31, at Dorothy White’s Studio,
40 Union Square, N. Y. C. Dancing, Entertainment,
Refreshments. Admission 50c.

RESORTS

FOLLOWERS of the TRAIL CAMP, Buchanan, N. Y.
Steam-heated house. Winter sports. Low rates. By
train, N. Y. Central to Peekskill, fare 75c. By auto,
U. S. 9, stop at Buchanan. Phone Peekskill 2879.

A COZY RETREAT in the Pines, where good food,

homelike atmosphere and low rates make an ideal

vacation. Moderate rates. Catering to special diets.
MILLARD’S LODGE

801 Clifton Ave. Lakewood, N. J. Phone 216-W.

PINE PARK HOTEL. Formerly Shildkrauts. High-
land Falls, N. Y. Near Bear Mountains.

SKATING, RAIN OR SHINE
50 miles from New York City. Wonderful meals.

Make reservations now for Christmas and New Year
Holidays. Telephone: Highland Falls 340 or 923.

MIAMI, FLORIDA, for your winter vacation. Room
and board. $15.00 per week. Excellent food. 660 S. W.
2nd Street.

BOOKSHOPS

ORDER YOUR BOOKS AND PAMPHLETS from the
ASSOCIATED NATIONAL BOOK SHOPS

New York: 50 East 13th Street.
140 Second Avenue.*
141 East 29th Street.
115 West 135th Street.
218 East 84th Street.
Bronxz: 1001 Prospect Avenue.
2067 Jerome Avenue.
Brooklyn: 869 Sutter Avenue.*
61 Willoughby Street.
4531 16th Avenue.
Brighton 6th Street (on the boardwalk).*
220 Utica Avenue.
S ide: 44-17 Q Boulevard.
Far Rockaway: 2006 Mott Avenue, cor. Central Avenue.
Baltimore: 501A N. Eutaw Street.
Berkeley: 2475 Bancroft Way.
Boston: 8 Beach Street
Buffalo: 61 W. Chippewa.
Cambridge: 6% Holyoke Street.
Chicago: 2135 W. Division Street.
1326 East 57th Street.
200 West Van Buren Street.
Cleveland: 1522 Prospect Avenue.
Detroit: 3537 Woodward Avenue.
Grand Rapids: 336 Bond Street.
Los Angeles: 224 South Spring St., 280 South Spring St.
24111 Brooklyn Avenue.
321 West Second Street.
St. Louis: 3520 Franklin Avenue.
St. Paul: 570 Wabash Avenue.
Madison, Wisc.: Commercial Pk. Building, Room 417.
Milwaukee: 419 West State Street.
Minneapolis: 812 La Salle Avenue.
Newark: 33 Halsey Street.
New Haven: 17 Broad Street.
Philadelphia: 104 S. 9th Street, 118 W. Allegheny Avenue,
4023 Girard Avenue, 2404 Ridge Avenue.
Pittsburgh: 607 Bigelow Boulevard.
Racine, Wisc.: 205 State Street.
Reading, Pa.: 224 N. 9th Street.
Salt Lake City: 134 Regent Street.
San Francisco: 1609 O’Farrel Street, 121 Haight Street.
170 Golden Gate Avenue.
Seattle: 713%% Pine Street.
4217 University Way.
Washington, D. C.: 1125 14th Street, N.W.

Order from Your Nearest Book Shop.
Mail Orders From
WORKERS LIBRARY PUBLISHERS
P. 0. Box 148, Station D. New York Oity
‘Write for free lists.

* Open Sunday. P



I'T" WORKS

If you had five cents for every time you've tried
to answer questions like these, this book would
pay for itself many times over.

([, What is the difference between communism and

socialism ?

(]'_ ‘What standard of living could America achieve
under a socialist system of production?

q ‘What would socialist planning be like in highly
industrialized countries like England and
America?

(1 Can capitalism plan?

(L What incentive does socialism have te replace
the profit incentive?

‘I Why is there a wage-spread of one to twelve or
one to fifteen in Soviet Russia?

([ Why did revolution succeed first in Russia?
(1 Is violence inevitable in a Socialist revolution?
(L Does the organization of the workers provoke

fascism?

These and other similar questions are answered
in detail in “The Theory and Practice of Seo-
cialism.”

“The Theory and Practice of Socialism”

By John Strachey

With ene year’s subscription to

et 85,65

Publishers price of th
book, $3; regular yearly
subscription, $4.50; you
save $1.85 on this Special
Combination Offer.

and How!?

OU remember Lincoln Steffens’ comment on his return

from the Soviet Union. “I’ve seen the future, and it

works.” This new book by John Strachey tells kow it
works, and how it will come about and how it will work in Eng-
land and the United States. In his powerful, non-technical, read-
able style, with which NEw M AssEs readers are familiar, Strachey
traces the historical background and philosophical principles of
the whole body of Marxist thought, and brings it right up to
date. It is a “handbook of Marxism done by one person,” says
Max Lerner, reviewing it for the Book Union, whose November
selection it was.

“The Theory and Practice of Socialism” is a book which
should be read not only by workers, but by those groups whose
economic position is still relatively unclarified—teachers, doctors,
scientists, government employees—who find in increasing num-
bers that they cannot live lives which yield them an adequate
degree of either mental or physical satisfaction in the existing
world, and who sooner or later must feel that their province, too,
is being invaded by the symptoms of social decay.

There is a system of society which makes possible a full and
fruitful life. It exists successfully in one-sixth of the world. It
can be brought to exist in America. But knowledge of the science
of social change is essential to those who wish to abolish capital-
ism and establish socialism. This book gives you a good start on
that knowledge. NEw MAssgs keeps you posted from week to
week. This special combination offer enables you to get both,
for only $5.65, a saving of $1.85 on the regular price.

Please send me a copy of “The Theory and Practice of Socialism,”

)
by John Strachey and New Masses for one year. I enclose $5.65 l
in full payment, in accordance with your Special Combination Offer. '

1] 4 12 MNP '
City and State....coovveiiiiinienennnnen cecseveresescorrnanse .
OCCUPAtiON. .t vvvvinrerersnenenroacennnns
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