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ILLIAM Z. FOSTER has written an

important article, “Norman
Thomas—Defeatist,” which will ap-
pear next week.

We will take phone reservations
for the NEw Masses ball until 5
- o'clock Saturday afternoon. Readers
who make such reservations will be
charged $1.00 per ticket, which can
be picked up at the box office.

In addition to Franchot Tone, Syl-
via Sidney, Sam Jaffe, Elia Kazan,
and Roman Bohnen have been signed
by the Group Theater for Irwin
Shaw’s Gentle People, a performance
of which will be sponsored by NEw
Masses on New Year’s Eve. Any
NEw Masses readers or their friends
who are getting groups together for
this affair, or for our Spirituals to
Swing concert on December 23,
should let us know in advance so
that tickets can be put aside for them.
Call Tiba Garlin at NEw MASSEs,
CAledonia 5-3076.

We're going to need three chapters
to tell you the story of Count Basie,
whose great orchestra will be the
feature of NEw Masses’ history of
Negro music at Carnegie Hall, De-
cember 23, under the title From Spir-
ituals to Swing. First, a foreword:
Tiba Garlin will be more than
pleased to take your ticket require-
ments right now. Prices from 83c to
$3. 30. Now then, Chapter the First:

Bill Basie was born thirty-four
years ago in Red Bank, N. J. His
mother taught him to play the piano,
but little Bill wanted to be a drum-

mer. He drummed and he drummed -

until one day he made his debut at
a local dance. Another Negro youth
about his own age also appeared at
that dance and did a little drum-
ming. The rival was named Sonny
Greer and he drummed Bill under
the table. Sonny Greer today plays
with Duke Ellington; Wilder Hob-
son, in his celebrated article on El-
lington in a 1935 Fortune, applied a
few lines of Aldous Huxley to Sonny
Greer’s skinbeating:

“What songs, what gongs!

“What bursts of Bantu melody!”

Which may give you an idea of
how good Sonny Greer is. Bill went
back to the piano. He left Red Bank
and found a job with Fats Waller
in a musical comedy. James P. John-
son, the dean of Negro pianists, also
appearing in NEwW MAsses’ concert
(advt.), and Willie (The Lion)
Smith became interested in the young
pianist. Fats Waller taught Bill to
play the organ after the shows in
the old Lincoln Theater in Harlem;
Bill would lie on the floor watching
Fats Waller’s feet, for forty-five min-
utes sometimes, just learning to
pedal.

Bill Basie joined Gonzale White’s
vaudeville unit in 1926 and went
west to the frontier of jazz—
Kansas City, Mo., where every river-
boat brought hot cargo from the
cradle of jazz, New Orleans. On
Eighteenth Street, on Tracy Avenue
in Kansas City, Bill played blues.
Sundays he played the organ in the
Centennial Baptist Church. Within a
year he joined Walter Page’s Blue
Devils, which toured inconspicuously
for a brief time in the Southwest.
Back in Kansas City in 1927 he
joined one of the first great Negro
hot orchestras—that of the late
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Benny Moten. There we will leave
Bill Basie until next week’s install-
ment.

Again we should like to remind
readers of the new plan we an-
nounced some weeks. ago as part of
the drive for new subscribers. In so-
liciting a $4.50 subscription, you need
only ask for $1 for the first payment.
Send the dollar to us and we will
bill the subscriber for the remainder
within a month.

Fred Ellis’ heroic cartoon on the
subject of CIO-AFL unity, which ap-
peared in our Oct. 26, 1937, issue,
has been made by Samuel Tafel into
a large relief copper plaque for the

ers Union in New York City. Mr.
Tafel is a member of the union.

A conference of Connecticut writers
to discuss current political, economic,
and cultural problems, particularly as
they apply to that state, and to give
the writers a chance to meet each
other and talk to representatives of
Connecticut labor and cultural or-
ganizations, will be held in New Ha-
ven, Sunday, December 4, under the
auspices of the League of American
Writers. Members of the league’s
New York chapter have been in-
vited to attend. Samuel Sillen and
Ruth McKenney will represent NEw
MaAssEs.
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Hook, N. Y., comes praise for Ana-
tol Rapoport’s article “The Jews in
Austria” (New Masses, November
8), as a “restrained, objective ac-
count” that makes the tragedy of
these Jewish victims “more real to
me than anything else I have read,”
and for Alter Brody’s “War by Race
Theory” (November 1 issue) which
“shines with more historical light
and strikes with more logical force,
per paragraph, than you will find in
a month’s accumulation of dispatches
in the newspapers and articles by
‘experts’ and ‘authorities’ in the
magazines.” However, O’Sheel feels
that the author erroneously implies .
that the autonomy demands of the
Bretons, Welsh, and Scots are unjus-
tified, and that he is wrong in calling
Ireland “independent” and implying
that the alienated portion of Ire-
land comprises all of Ulster. . . .”

Who’s Who

JAN KusaL is a democratic jour-
nalist still residing in Prague. . ..
Henry Hart is on the board of the
Book Union and the author of a
novel, The Great One. . . . Louis B.
Boudin is an authority on consti-
tutional law and American history.
. . . David Ramsey is educational
director of the International Fur
Workers Union. . . . Elliot Paul has
written, in collaboration with Luis
Quintanilla, Jay Allen, and Ernest
Hemingway, a book on Spain entitled
All the Brave, which will be pub-
ished by Modern Age in January.
Mr. Paul, who has contributed to
NEeEw Masses before, is also the au-
thor of The Life and Death of a
Spanish Town and Concert Pitch.

. William Rose Benét is a well
known poet and a contributing editor
of the Saturday Rewiew of Litera-
ture. . . . Mark Marvin is editor
of Theatre Workshop.

Flashbacks

MERICAN Wwriters, protesting to
the last against a great attack

on the cause of human liberty and
justice, called a meeting in Concord,
N. H., Dec. 2, 1859, the day on which
John Brown was executed. Active as
organizers of the meeting and as
speakers at it were Ralph Waldo
Emerson, Henry David Thoreau, and
Bronson Alcott, who with many other
intellectuals had helped raise money
to finance Brown’s anti-slavery work.
“The bells are not rung,” Alcott
wrote that day in his journal. “The
services are affecting and impres-
sive; distinguished by modesty, sim-
plicity, and earnestness; worthy alike
of the occasion and of the man.” ...
A few days later in England, Marx
wrote to Engels, also referring to
John Brown: “Things in America
are becoming exciting. Matters must
be going very badly for them with
the slaves if the Southerners play so
risky a game. The least volunteer
putsch from the North could set
everything ablaze. In any case, it
seems that one way or another slavery
is rapidly going to come to an end.”
And may we remind NEw
Masses readers that one way or an-
other Tom Mooney is going to be
free, but since he is not yet, he might
appreciate letters arriving at San
Quentin on his birthday, December 8.
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Sudetens ‘Umler the Swastika

Hunger and Terror March With the Nazi “Liberators”

Prague.

HE victory celebrations in the Sude-
I ten district have faded away now; the
festivities are over, and the Sudeten
‘Germans are face to face with everyday drab-
ness. These people, formerly calm and self-
possessed, are now overwhelmed by a nervous
uncertainty.
It is true that some 25 percent of the un-
employed receive regular relief which amounts
to 6 to 7.5 Reichsmarks per week, but 75

percent of the unemployed, those who have
relatives still employed or own small mort-.

gaged houses, are assigned to what is called
the “public benefit.” Under the Czechoslovak
government the Nazis jeered at the food
tickets given the unemployed by the Ministry
of Social Welfare—which amounted to 10
crowns (1.24 RM) weekly. They termed
these “Czech begging cards.” But compare
that with what the unemployed have received
in exchange for the much ridiculed system.
Each week now they are entitled to one loaf
of bread weighing one and one-half pounds,
one-quarter pound of margarine, one pound
of legumes, and one pound of tinned fish.
Altogether, this food is worth from 1.3 to
1.5 RM, but the quality is far worse. The
seductive handing out of food by the Reich
army is well over. During the “days of de-
liverance” a hot meat and vegetable dish was
served, but now there is only watery gruel,
which, colloquially, is called Heil Hitler Soup
and which is mixed into the goats’ food.

It is much the same with works projects.
The newspapers are full of large-scale plans
for construction. Early in the year, it is said,
work is to be begun on highways, settlements,
and agricultural projects. Great hopes have
been aroused everywhere, but, for the pres-
ent, many factories, especially those produc-
ing glass and textiles, must either begin oper-
ating on a part-time basis or close down
altogether, owing to the shortage of raw ma-
terials. Thus, Sudeten industry is unable to
compete with German Reich industry. This
will become even more clearly evident when
prices in the Sudeten territory are completely
adjusted to price levels in the Reich. Adjust-
ment will take place by degrees in order to
soften the blow, but, nevertheless, prices have
already gone up rapidly.

Henlein merchants were the first to raise
prices. In consequence the Reich German

JAN KUBAL

authorities found themselves compelled to
punish more and more Henleinists for their
profiteering, a gesture, of course, made in
order to silence the population. In Reichen-
berg, the new capital of the Sudeten region,
many such shopkeepers were led through the
street bearing placards which read, “I am a
profiteer.” Thereafter, though, the officially
established maximum prices were evaded by
various tricks. For example, outside one shop
was the sign: “Best potatoes: 3 pfennigs per
pound—sold out.” A customer inquiring what
the sign meant was told, “We can make ar-
rangements with another place which de-
livers the potatoes to-your door.” Twenty
pounds were ordered. An hour later the po-
tatoes arrived, but the price, under these
circumstances, was 2.4 RM—60 pfennigs for
the potatoes, and 1.8 RM for transport..

Price increases in fat, meat, butter, eggs,
and other staples range from 20 to 30 per-
cent. To a very large extent, this is because
of the closing—indeed, the strangulation—
of the consumers’ cooperatives, which had pre-
viously been extremely influential in regu-
lating prices. The general increase is felt
particularly in such regions as the brown-
coal district of Northwestern Bohemia. There,
as a result of the scarcity of loading carts
and other apparatus, only three or four shifts
worked during the course of a week. Now
almost all of the cooperatives organized by
the workers have been shut down, meaning,
naturally, the loss of the most important eco-
nomic lever the workers had. Some of the
cooperatives, indeed, were plundered by SA
hordes even before the entry of the German
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army. The remainder are now being liqui-
dated, the stock being distributed to the phony
Winter Help Fund, the salesmen dismissed,
and the shops closed. The large cooperative,
in Komotau, Self-Help, is already shut. The
Reichenberg cooperative bakery is allowed
to bake only three days a week, although the
people in the shops have vigorously demanded
cooperative bread. The largest Sudeten Ger-
man cooperative, Forward, which had sev-
enty-six branches, has been ordered liquidated
by Henlein, and only a very few of the
branches now remain open for business. The
leading wholesale purchasing cooperative
(GEC), which attended to the buying for
most of the consumers’ cooperatives, will be
taken over by the Nazi central in Hamburg,
but already that part of the personnel which
sympathized with the workers and the anti-
fascists has been dismissed, and a good many
of them have been arrested.

The number of democrats, Marxists, and
Czechs that have been arrested already
reaches the thousands. It is true that many
of the people arrested in the beginning have
been discharged, but the Gestapo officials,
freshly arrived from the Reich, have started
new proceedings, in the course of which hun-
dreds of persons have been sent to concentra-
tion camps. Only a fraction of these people
are in Sudeten German camps, which are lo-
cated in Freiwaldau, Teschen, and Elboden;
the majority are in Reich German camps in
Saxony and Bayern. In recent weeks fifty-
four persons have been arrested in Rothau;
18 in Bruch, a Czech mining town; twelve
in Pyhanken—and most of them, it has been
ascertained, were not people who would come
within even the Nazi definition of those po-
litically dangerous.

The death of Mr. Pfeiffer, publisher of
the Rumburger Zeitung, a nationalistic Ger-
man paper, has caused considerable com-
ment and speculation. According to official
reports, he met with an accident, and his death
is held an enigma in many quarters. But the
truth is that it was the “accident” of SS ter-
rorists that killed him. Pfeiffer was known
to be opposed to Henlein, and led the na-
tionalist opposition against the Nazi leaders.

Already even the external appearance of
Sudeten towns shows how the liberation looks
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in actual fact. Where once there was an at-
tractive display of goods in a shop window,
there is now nothing more than a picture of
Hitler. Czech and Jewish shops must be boy-
cotted and the boycott signs are prominently
placed. The towns swarm with uniforms.
Everywhere there are recruiting stations for
the various military organizations: SA, S§,
National Socialist Aviator and Motor Corps,
SA cavalry, etc. Even a Sudeten German ma-
rine brigade (!) will be formed. On every
corner stand Nazis soliciting money for va-
rious organizations, and no one passing by
is unmolested by them. Strong, permanent
garrisons have marched in everywhere. The
people go their way silently. If one engages
a Henlein official in conversation, the answer
is almost always the same: “We didn’t want
this; we merely wanted self-determination;
life was easier in Czechoslovakia.”

The merchants and peasants who had hoped
to be free from Czechoslovakian tax burdens
are especially disillusioned. They have already
received from the new tax officials strict or-
ders to pay their back taxes to the last penny
by the end of the year. The people certainly
imagined the “liberation” in terms very dif-
ferent from these. :

In Sudeten territory there is gayety only
in those hotels and restaurants where Nazi
leaders congregate. In the Hotel Imperial in
the capital city of Reichenberg, for example,
the orchestra plays day and night, wine flows
freely, and about one thousand elaborate meals,
on richly decorated plates, are served to the
Nazi officialdom gathered there, the party
men from the Old Reich who are making a
good thing of the new acquisition.

But there is, of course, a very different pic-
ture if one visits those sacrificed by the “lib-
eration,” the refugees whose camps are sit-
uated in the interior of Czechoslovakia. Their
misery increases from day to day. The Prague
government has declared itself unable to help
them after the dictates of Munich and the
terrible economic consequences those dictates
brought. Even today it is still not clear how
the money of the Lord Mayor’s Fund, gen-
erously collected by the English people, is go-
ing to be used. The refugees themselves hope
that guarantees will be given them for the
really impartial distribution of this money;
they want it distributed without distinction
as to the nationality or political convictions
of their fellows. At the very least, blankets,
warm underclothing, and some ready cash
for provisions must be given them, in order
that, so far as they are endangered, they can
leave the country as quickly as possible. Al-
ready, well known reactionaries have banished
individual refugees and have had them con-
veyed to the border, and it is thanks only to
the humanity and democratic conviction of
the gendarmerie that some of these have been
set free before reaching the border. But those
of them who are ignorant of the Czech lan-
guage will, like wild animals, be hunted
throughout the country. Prague, Ostrov, and
other large cities are closed to them because
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of overcrowding and the ban on settlements
by the authorities.

By now there have been countless suicides,
many more, certainly, than have been re-
ported. One could repeat a thousand tales like
that of Frau Bertha Schmiedt, a widow, who
was sent back to Sudeten territory and com-
mitted suicide by hanging herself, and whose
daughter, recognizing her own plight and
knowing she would have to face it without
her mother, tried to drown herself, only to
be stopped by Nazis standing nearby. These
people know that there is no time to lose.
Either they are admitted into the democratic
countries or they face the various choices the
Nazis put before them, all of which, in the
final analysis, spell death.

And the Czech people. Today I was in a
church of the Bohemian Brethren in Prague,
where a service was being held on the occa-
sion of the three-hundredth anniversary of
the Battle of the White Mountain, when the
Czechs lost their independence and came un-
der the rule of the Hapsburgs. The minister
compared that enslavement with the present
one. He said that the Czechs never had any
good fortune when they adapted themselves
to foreign dictators. This nation, he said, was
only good and strong as long as it remained
true to the ideals of liberty, democracy, and,
humanity which were taught them by Wy-
cliffe, Hus, Zizka, and others, and in whose
spirit Masaryk and Benes founded the re-
public. The women wept as the national
anthem was played, and the faces of many in
the congregation showed that they were de-
termined to stand by the spirit of democratic
humanism regardless of what befell them.
This is the real opinion of the nation and
not the way of writing of a certain section
of the press following the behest of Berlin.
The whole nation is filled with a deep long-
ing for national unity in the spirit of democ-
racy, which ultimately will break the fetters
of a foreign rule.

\

*

Rebel Spain’s Nazi Trade

ow the Third Reich is reaping economic
benefits from its support of Franco is told

by the news bulletin France Monde (Paris),’

in a recent dispatch from Toulouse:

. The largest tire manufacturing concern in Ger-
many, the Kontinental AG, announces that it is
going to enlarge its factory at Torrelavega, near
Santander in rebel Spain. Production will, as a
result, be increased by 25 percent. . . .

Krupp has bought up the Ollargon mines in the
province of Biscay, and the Brothers Pach are in
control of the Lesaca Company mines in Irun, The
Berrobi mines are also in German hands, and an-
other German financial group is negotiating for
these in Somorrostro. A new German arms plant
is being constructed in Lasarte.

Germany is getting deliveries of iron and steel
from the Basque metal industry, some firms con-
tracting to send sixty thousand tons a year.

Besides this, large quantities of sugar, oil, fats,
skins, and even cereals are being exported, shipped
for the most part to Hamburg.

s

%% S

Six Errors of Max Lerner

A Marxist Answers

A. B.

Republic Max Lerner, former editor of

the Nation and now professor of govern-
ment at Williams College, breaks a
lance with the left in an article en-
titled “Six Errors of Marxism.” This arti-
cle, with its rather pretentious title, in a sense
does Mr. Lerner an injustice. It may create
the impression, first, that he has undertaken
a careful and detailed examination of Marx-
ism, and, second, that he has joined the ranks
of its enemies. Actually neither is true. The
article is merely a brief section from Mr.
Lerner’s new book, It Is Later Than You
Think,* a book which is not by any means
directed against Marxism and which contains
much that is admirable. Mr. Lerner is, it
should be noted, a friendly critic, one who,
moreover, believes that Marxism “is still,
for all its shortcomings, the most useful and
illuminating body of social thought in our
world.” And far from having undertaken a
serious study of Marxism, Mr. Lerner, as his
article demonstrates, has unfortunately con-
tented himself with a few superficial generali-
zations that reveal inadequate knowledge and
slipshod thinking. Marxists would certainly
welcome greater intellectual rigor and cir-
cumspection in their critics.

The six alleged errors of Marxism which
Mr. Lerner lists are: “the underestimate of
the strength of capitalism”; “the overestimate
of the revolutionary character of the prole-
tariat”; “the underestimate of the strength of
the middle class and the misreckoning of its
direction”; “the underestimate of the strength
of the nationalist idea”; “the faulty theory of
human nature in politics” ; and “the misreckon-
ing on proletarian dictatorship.”

Mr. Lerner discusses these “errors” in the
form of categorical statements and bothers
little about presenting supporting evidence. He
repeatedly uses vague terms which he fails to
define and ambiguous approximations in a dis-
cussion in which precision of language and
thought is essential. It is never clear, for
example, whether the alleged errors are in-
herent in Marxism or have been committed by
individual Communist Parties in the course of
applying principles which are basically correct.
The distinction is important.

Mr. Lerner writes that “the Marxists today
will admit to having made major errors of
analysis since the Russian Revolution. Most of
them will refuse to call them that, but errors
of emphasis and calculation they are none the
less.”

The second of these statements revises the

IN THE November 16 issue of the New

*This book will be reviewed in an early issue.
~—THE EDITORS.

MAGIL

first. Marxists have from the beginning made
errors of emphasis and calculation and admit
as much. Marx and Engels, for example, in
their early years overrated the speed of the
maturing of the forces of the proletarian revo-
lution. ‘That was an error of emphasis and
calculation. But such an error, I submit, is
not the same as a major error of analysis.
Again, the distinction is important. History is
demonstrating that Marx and Engels were
completely right in their basic analysis of the
nature of capitalist society and of its future
development.

Let us consider the first “error,” “the under-
estimate of the strength of capitalism.”

RRAN1Y

Marxian theory [Mr. Lerner writes], influenced
by the immense prestige of Lenin after the revolu-
tion and by the fact that Lenin’s thinking was
largely shaped by the World War and the events
preceding it, has thought of imperialism as the last
stage of capitalism. Out of it, presumably, grew
widespread warfare, depression, revolution. The
World War seemed to fulfill this analysis. Yet, as
far as capitalism was concerned, the World War
may have scotched the snake but did not kill it.
Capitalism has shown an amazing tenacity since.

Mr. Lerner then discusses the forms that
this “amazing tenacity” has assumed in vari-
ous countries. But it becomes evident that the
point he is trying to make involves a con-
fusion of terms. If by “strength of capitalism”
he means the essential stability of the system
and its potentialities for further expansion,
then capitalism is a very weak system indeed.
Weak, first, in the general historical sense:
already at the end of the nineteenth century
capitalism in a whole series of countries had
completed the material foundations for So-
cialism and the teeming productive forces
were being increasingly maimed and con-
stricted on the procrustean bed of the capitalist
system of production. Capitalism is weak,
secondly, in the specific historical sense: the
World War marked the beginning of the
general crisis of capitalism—the permanent
arteriosclerosis of the entire system—which
should not be confused with the cyclical eco-
nomic crises. It is this, the epoch of the ab-
solute decline of the system, that has produced
“widespread warfare, depression, revolution”
—and fascism, the most concentrated expres-
sion of capitalist decay. And where fascism
gains power, let us remember, this is not mere-
ly due to weakness and division within the
democratic camp, but, as Stalin has pointed
out, is also a symptom of the weakness of the
capitalist class, which finds itself unable to
rule by the old methods of bourgeois democ-"
racy and resorts to terrorist dictatorship at
home and aggression abroad.
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If, however, by “strength of capitalism”
Mr. Lerner means its ability to survive, then
he is in error in thinking that Marxists have
assigned any particular life span to capitalism.
Lenin described imperialism as the last stage
of capitalism, but since he was a scientist,
not a soothsayer, he did not predict how long
this stage would last. On the contrary, he
pointed out that no situation was absolutely
hopeless for the ruling classes, that unless the
oppressed masses struck the death blow at the
proper time, capitalism with all its chaos and
decay could endure indefinitely. What makes
its ultimate downfall inevitable, however, is
that it is inevitable that the working class
will sooner or later acquire sufficient self-
organization, clearsightedness, and authority
among the non-proletarian masses to defeat
capitalist resistance and lead humanity to
Socialism. (“What the bourgeoisie therefore
produces, above all,” wrote Marx and Engels
in the Communist Manifesto, “are its own
gravediggers. Its fall and the victory of the
proletariat are equally inevitable.”) This is
quite the opposite of the comfortable theory
of the revisionists of Marxism—whom MTr.
Lerner seems to admire—that capitalism
would collapse automatically of its own weight.
Thus, while the weakness of capitalism is to-
day absolute, its ability to survive is relative,
depending on the concrete relation of class
forces at any given period.

This question is closely connected with the
second in Mr. Lerner’s catalogue of “errors,”
“the overestimate of the revolutionary charac-
ter of the proletariat.” Here the word
“character” is a bit ambiguous. Historically
the proletariat is the revolutionary class in
contemporary society, just as the bourgeoisie
was the revolutionary class in feudal society.

This does not mean that at all times and
in every country the working class is ready
for revolution. But its basic class drive is
at all times, consciously or unconsciously, to-
ward the abolition of the conditions of capi-
talist society. When both objective conditions
and the proletariat’s own consciousness of its
needs and aims are sufficiently mature, as was
the case in Russia in 1917, the successful
revolution takes place. Mr. Lerner, despite
the fact that he subscribes to some form of
collective organization of society, apparently
denies both the historically revolutionary char-
acter of the working class and its revolution-
ary potentialities.

That a large number of the workers will defend
themselves against attack has been shown in the
resistance to the murderous Dollfuss coup in Austria
in 1934 and in the resistance of the Spanish workers
to Franco. But this is different from saying that
the workers can in capitalist democracies be counted
on to take the offensive in the overthrow of the
capitalist regime and the establishment of Socialism.
Nor can they even be counted on to be neutral
at the critical moment. What generally happens
is that in the confusion of the struggle between left
and right enough of the workers cling to the stereo-
types of their time (which are stereotypes of the
right) to split the left forces to a degree fatal to
a revolutionary offensive. .

And he concludes this section, referring
apparently to the countries outside of Rus-
sia: “It was mainly because of the lack of
revolutionary readiness in the proletariat that
1917 proved one of the turning points in
world history that did not turn.”

The only examples that Mr. Lerner cites
to support his thesis, Austria and Spain, speak
against, rather than for, his argument. In
loyalist Spain, for example, the workers have
not merely resisted Franco, but, in alliance
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with the peasants and the city middle classes,
have created a new type of democratic republic
in which reactionary finance-capital has been
ousted from its major positions. This is not
Socialism, nor will it of itself necessarily lead
to Socialism. But certain it is that in loyalist
Spain the forces of the new order have been
greatly strengthened and the forces of the old
correspondingly weakened. To see capitalism
and Socialism as two fixed, static categories,
and to fail to see the transitional forms from
capitalism to the Socialist revolution is to miss
the essential dynamics of the contemporary
world.

As for the defeat of the working class in
Western Europe after the war, in attributing
it to “lack of revolutionary readiness” Mr.
Lerner expresses one of those half-truths that
cast more shadow than light. The fact is that
he greatly oversimplifies history. If by “lack
of revolutionary readiness” he means that the

German workers in 1918 were insufficiently -

experienced to see through and defeat the
stratagems of false leaders, he is right. If
he means a lack of readiness to struggle for
a clean sweep of the old system, he is wrong.
In Germany and Austria in 1918, and in
Italy in 1919-20, it was cowardice and treach-
ery on the part of the leadership of the Social
Democratic Parties, plus the inexperience of
the Communist Parties, that led to the defeat
of the workers. In specific situations individual
Communist Parties may have overestimated
the revolutionary temper of the masses, but
this is not an error of Marxism.

The third charge of Mr. Lerner’s indict-
ment—"‘the underestimate of the strength of
the middle class and the misreckoning of its
direction”:

Marx had originally seen the middle class as
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crushed between the millstones of the capitalists
and the workers, as a dwindling group. Actually,
the elaboration of capitalism has made it a growing
group. Marx was right about the dwindling of
the small entrepreneur and the tradesman; but the
new middle class is that of the corporate bureau-
cracy, the white-collar workers and professionals, the
army of the distributive occupations. . . . Political
movement to the left fills them not with hope but
with fear.

The fact is that more than ninety years ago,
when the process was still in its infancy, the
Communist Manifesto foresaw not only the
decline of the independent small producers
and tradesmen, but their increasing replace-
ment “in manufactures, agriculture, and com-
merce by managers, superintendents, and fore-
men.” But in considering this new middle
class, it is essential to distinguish between
its upper and lower layers. The vast majority
of the more than ten million salaried em-
ployees and professionals in the United States
have their economic ties with the working
class. If many of them still tend to echo re-
actionary ideas, this is by no means an in-
evitable expression of their class position. In
the past few years increasing. numbers of
white-collar workers and professionals have
joined trade unions and other progressive
organizations, and this inevitably affects their
thinking.

Nor can sweeping generalizations be made
concerning the political behavior of the mid-
dle class. The middle classes, both old and
new, are not homogeneous or united and re-
spond to conflicting economic pressures. Sec-
tions of them identify themselves completely
with big business; others can be won as
allies of the workers and poor farmers in the
democratic struggle, while a third group can
at least be induced to take up a more or less

neutral position. The job is one of enlight-
enment and organization. The history of the
past shows that the middle classes as a whole
are not foredoomed to be the dupes of re-
action. In 1848 the shopkeepers and mer-
chants of Paris assisted the capitalists -in
suppressing the working-class revolution. In
1871 the majority of these middle-class ele-
ments rallied to the Commune—the first
dictatorship of the proletariat—because it pro-
tected their interests against predatory capital.
In Spain and France in our own day we have
seen the middle classes and the peasants join
hands with the Socialist and Communist
workers to form the People’s Front against fas-
cism. And I have no doubt that there are
many middle-class people in France today who
are filled with fear not by “political move-
ment to the left,” but by Daladier’s movement
to the right.

The fourth “error,” “the underestimate of
the strength of the nationalist idea,” Mr. Ler-
ner declares, ‘“has been a weakness of Marxism
since the beginning. . . . The Marxians made
the mistake of taking what is probably the
most powerful emotional force in modern his-
tory and handing it over to the enemy.” It is
gratifying to find Mr. Lerner concerned about
this question in view of the fact that only a
few months ago the Nation ridiculed the action
of the Tenth Convention of the Communist
Party in championing the democratic traditions
of the American people. It is true that the
Communist Party of the United States, and
possibly other Communist Parties, made the
sectarian mistake of neglecting the national
sentiments and progressive traditions of our
people. This mistake has been recognized
and corrected in recent years. But Mr. Lerner
is again wrong in attributing the error to
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Marxism. Marx and Engels and their fol-
lowers fought against reactionary chauvinism,
which deludes the people into abandoning their
own national and international interests in
favor of those of their oppressors. There is,
however, no conflict between genuine national-
ism and internationalism, but, on the contrary,
they are closely interwoven. Marx and Engels
supported the progressive patriotism of the
North in our own Civil War, and linked the
success of our second bourgeois revolution
with the interests of the international working
class. (“From the commencement of the ti-
tanic American strife,” declared the letter of
the International Workingmen’s Association
(First International) congratulating Lincoln
on his reelection in 1864—a letter written by -
Marx—“the workingmen of Europe felt in-
stinctively that the Star Spangled Banner car-
ried the destiny of their class.””)

As for Lenin and Stalin, they made one of
their greatest and most original contributions
to Marxist science in their writings on the
national question. Both opposed a negative at-
titude toward national sentiments and tradi-
tions. Only a few months after the outbreak
of the World War, while waging the most
determined fight against reactionary chauvin-
ism and urging the people of all countries to
work for the defeat of their own imperialist
governments, Lenin wrote:

Are we enlightened Great-Russian proletarians
impervious to the feeling of national pride? Cer-
tainly not! We love our language and our mother-
land; we, more than any other group, are working
to raise its laboring masses (i.e., nine-tenths of its
population) to the level of intelligent democrats
and Socialists. We, more than anybody, are grieved
to see and feel to what violence, oppression, and
mockery our beautiful motherland is being subjected
by the czarist hangmen, the nobles and the capi-

“Mr. Dies is ready to hear the next witness.”
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talists. We are proud of the fact that those acts
of violence met with resistance in our midst, in
the midst of the Great-Russians; that we have
given the world Radishchev, the Decembrists, the
déclassé revolutionists of the seventies; that in 1905
the Great-Russian working class created a powerful
revolutionary party of the masses; that at the same
time the Great-Russian muzhik began to grow dem-
ocratic, began to overthrow the priest and the land-
lord.

And in his famous Letter to American
W orkers Lenin wrote:

The American people has a revolutionary tradi-
tion adopted by the best representatives of the
American proletariat, who gave repeated expression
to their full solidarity with us, the Bolsheviks.
This tradition is the war of liberation against the
English in the eighteenth and the Civil War in
the nineteenth centuries.

The fifth criticism that Mr. Lerner makes,
Marxism’s “faulty theory of human nature in
politics,” is particularly difficult to discuss,
since here his terminology is even more ambigu-
ous than usual.

Marxian psychology was archaic even when
Marx wrote it; it was a metaphysician’s psychology.
« « « Briefly, its error is to see men as too rational
in their public conduct, and to assign to their public
conduct, too large an area of their lives. . . .
Actually, however, men’s interest or attention-span
on political and economic matters is shorter than
we like to think. And when men do act in public
affairs, they are as irrational as in their private
lives—as insecure, fear-ridden, hunger-driven,
hatred-obsessed, animal-like.

I can only try to guess what Mr. Ler-
ner is driving at—the last sentence sounds
almost Spenglerian. Does Mr. Lerner mean
to say that the actions of a Chamberlain or
a Daladier are irrational-—curious how these
actions happen to accord with the class inter-
ests of the dominant capitalist groups!—and
that world affairs are largely governed by
animal impulse? This is the kind of mystical
nonsense that the Nazis are peddling, and
it would be unfortunate if liberals should,
even in the name of Sigmund Freud, un-
wittingly provide a sounding board for such
doctrine.

Marx and Engels did not deal with prob-
lems of psychology as such or with the pro-
portion of rational and irrational elements in
human behavior. All that they maintained-
~ was that men’s social conduct, both private
and public, is an expression of the whole mode
of social existence, whose general character is
determined primarily—though not solely—by
economic factors. Any school of psychology
which ignores that—and there isn’t a trace of
metaphysics in it—ignores science. In a letter
to J. Bloch, in 1890, Engels wrote:

According to the materialist conception of his-
tory the determining element in history is ultimately
the production and reproduction in real life. More
than this neither Marx nor I have ever asserted.
. . . The economic situation is the basis, but the
various elements of the superstructure—political
forms of the class struggle and its consequences,
constitutions established by the victorious class after
a successful battle, etc—forms of law—and then
even the reflexes of all these actual struggles in
the brains of the combatants: political, legal, philo-
sophical theories, religious ideas and their further
development into systems of dogma—also exercise

their influence upon the course of historical strug-
gles and in many cases preponderate in determin-
ing their form. ...

In the second place, however, history makes it-
self in such a way that the final result always
atises from conflicts between many individual wills,
of which each again has been made what it is by
a host of particular conditions of life. Thus there
are innumerable intersecting forces, an infinite se-
ries of parallelograms of forces which give rise to
one resultant—the historical event.

Particularly in their historical works did
Marx and Engels pay the most scrupulous at-
tention to the role of the individual in history;
exponents of historical materialism, they op-
posed the mechanistic vulgarization of their
method that has come to be known as economic
determinism., ‘The general attitude of the
founders of Marxism toward psychological
problems is also indicated in their occasional
comments on literary questions. They criti-
cized those writers who created fictional char-
acters as mere pegs on which to hang social
ideas; in their letters to Lassalle concerning
a play he had written, they contrasted Shake-
speare and Schiller to the advantage of the
former, despite Schiller’s espousal of progres-
sive ideas, and urged Lassalle to “Shakespeare-
ianize” his writing.

And finally we come to the last of Marx-
ism’s sins, “the misreckoning on proletarian
dictatorship”:

The complete and ruthless power, even though
temporarily, of the proletariat in its march toward

*
Homeland

Tonight the river churns beneath the
bridge.

We stand, our elbows on the rail,

Watching the white foam curl,

And listen to its sound: a restless strain

Like the wash of an angry whisper

In a silent swollen brain.

A tug-whistle blows.

We shiver a bit, search the sky for rain,
Talk of the lamp-post lights
Trembling yellow in the water,

The speed of the distant electric train.
We share a cigarette

(To forget hot meals)

Twist the stubs with regret

Beneath worn heels.

"There must be more like us tonight, I
think,

Who know how it feels:

Walking across bridges,

Crouching in tin shacks.

There must be more who know the
feeling

Of waiting and hating . . .

Wind steals up and down the legs of
our pants
Like a feeble indecisive hand.
So we drift slowly: two wasted workers,
Dying with love for our native land.
J. RiCKSECKER.
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a classless state is a root-idea of Marxism. But
the question arises, how long this dictatorship will
last, and what form it will take.

Mr. Lerner then proceeds to state his own
belief that “the need for a proletarian dic-
tatorship must be minimized, its time-span
shortened, and channels found for the expres-
sion of political opposition in the Socialist
states of the future.” It is clear that the mis-
reckoning is Mr. Lerner’s: the proletarian
dictatorship as it is fails to satisfy his own con-
ception of what it should be. But since it is
entirely in accord with what he himself con-
cedes is “a root-idea of Marxism,” whose is
the error?

Space will not permit replying to Mr. Ler-
ner’s specific strictures against the proletarian
dictatorship of the Soviet Union. In this mat-
ter, as in others, he is an eclectic who wante
to have his cake and eat it too—a Socialist
USSR based on capitalist democracy. I am
moved to ask, moreover, whether in the face
of Nazi aggression and in the light of the
revelations of the Moscow trials, the prole-
tarian dictatorship, which is the broadest type
of democracy for the masses of the people and
a dictatorship only against the exploiting
enemies of democracy, is less necessary today
than it was ten or twenty years ago. Can
liberals who ‘support the Soviet peace policy
afford to argue for the weakening of that very
power which enables the USSR to be such
a tremendous factor in the worldwide struggle
for democracy and peace?

Mr. Lerner began his article with the state-
ment:

Marxians have always bridled at any sugges-
tion of revisionism. Eduard Bernstein was ostra-
cized for demanding a streamlined Marxian theory
in the 1890’s, and every theorist who has followed
him in the call for modernization has met a similar
fate.

What Mr. Lerner does not say is that his-
tory has revised the revisionists. The disciples
of Bernstein, the leaders of the German Social
Democratic Party, led the German people
onto the path which ended in the catastrophe
of fascism. The disciples of Marx and Engels,
the Bolsheviks, led the Russian people to
freedom and Socialism. Which Marxism was
streamlined, which was in accord with the
realities of the modern world ?

Marx and Engels, in the words of Lenin,
“substituted science for dreaming.” That is
the secret of their superiority over all other
thinkers and of the invincibility of their teach-
ings. Marxism is no dead body of canonical
law, no petrified dogma, but living science
whose basic principles, the theory of surplus
value, the theory of the class struggle, and the
theory of dialectical materialism, constitute the
means of its own further development. Lenin
and Stalin in our own day have advanced this
science beyond the discoveries of Marx and
Engels, and it is enriched daily in the work
of the Communist Parties of all countries. For
Marxism is, above all, a key to action—truth
in the service of freedom. There is no grander
product of man’s ascent from darkness,
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Free Speech in England

“Oh, Yes, of Course, Quite”

HENRY HART

HEN it is 2 o’clock in the afternoon
‘;‘/ in New York City it is 7 o’clock in
the evening in London.

At 2 o’clock on a recent afternoon Miss
Hazel Harrison, teacher of European history
in Miss Thornton’s finishing school, concluded
her analysis of the causes of the French Revo-
lution with these memorable words:

“I have never been able to escape from the
thought that if only the court of Louis XVI,
the corruption and immorality of which were
the chief causes of that terrible upheaval, had
been wise enough to have had a Hyde Park,
where the lowliest person can freely say what-
ever is on his mind, the ancien régime might
~ still be with us. Hyde Park is the safety valve

of the British empire. I am a great believer

in the conservative value of free speech.”

There was a titter of derision from the pre-
cocious eighteen-year-old daughter of one of
America’s more realistic bankers.

At that very moment in one of the alcoves
of the Carlton Club in London two young men
in their early thirties were slowly and im-
placably consuming a few inadequately chilled
Martinis.

“Do you remember Larry Matthews, the
second son of Brigadier General Matthews ?”’
asked one of these fine young men, who was
known as the Rt. Hon. John Stanley Purves
Smith Hopestay.

“Haven’t thought of him for years, not since
he—um—Ieft England,” replied his compan-
ion, who was known as the Rt. Hon. Charles
Henry Flunkett Flunkett-Thring.

These two young men looked very much
alike. They were an inch less than six feet tall,
blond, blue-eyed, rather bloodless and long-
nosed. Both of them. They were thought to
be very much alike. They were. It was said
that Hopestay’s alleged father was Flunkett-
Thring’s actual father and vice versa: This
rumor always reminded people of the remark
of the Duchess of Wortland. “Yes, very prob-
ably,” she had said of the rumored parentage
of these two young men. “It was what we used
to call the Edwardian arrangement for our
peccadillos, designed with an eye to minimum
expense, freedom from blackmail, and maxi-
mum secrecy and good form.”

The presence together of the young men
on an evening when their wives were also
dining @ deux was sometimes regarded as a
neo-Edwardian arrangement for the same gen-
eral purposes though employing a slightly dif-
ferent pattern of behavior.

“What makes you mention Larry Mat-
thews ?”’ asked Flunkett-Thring, who had quite
a responsible post in the Home Office.

“Oh nothing, rehly,” answered Hopestay,
who supervised the investments of all the mem-
bers and cadets of his family. “I happened to
see him on the street the other day.”

“Down and out I suppose.”

“Quite.”

The waiter placed the fourth set of warm
Martinis on the small table between the two
young men and withdrew.

“Terrible sight, rehly,” said Hopestay. “Un-
shaven, bulges under the eyes, and all that.”
He lifted his Martini and blew gently upon
it as though he were transferring a kiss across
its rippling surface. Flunkett-Thring nodded
with his raised glass and they drank them
down.

“He shouldn’t have gone outside his class,”
Flunkett-Thring said.

* They smiled briefly in recognition of their
own wisdom.

“Still has cheek,” said Hopestay in a gos-
sipy tone. “Sent me a note here at the club.
Said if I or you or any of the others ever heard
of anything he was using another name and
gave me his address. Using his mother’s name
of Leach or Beach. Can’t remember which.”

“Léach,” said Flunkett-Thring.

The waiter approached and announced that
the dinner which Hopestay had ordered was
ready to be served.

“I hope you’ll like it,” said Hopestay. “It’s
an unusual curry from one of the family’s own
recipes.”

In the hall they encountered Sir Thickfinger
Maxwell, KCMG@G, the home secretary himself.
He was a straight-backed, red-jowled political
boa constrictor in his early sixties.

“Evening, my boy,” he said to Flunkett-
Thring. And noticing Hopestay, he exclaimed :
“Ah there, One-of-the-largest-fortunes-in-the-
empire.”

The two young men laughed perfunctorily.
Sir Thickfinger placed his arm’about Flunkett-
Thring’s shoulder and said: ““The best man I
have, the best man the Home Office has.”

“I’ve just been telling Hopestay how hard
we work so he can keep his fortune intact,”
said Flunkett-Thring.

“And quite right, too,” said Sir Thickfinger.
“These are difficult days for us all. Our bur-
dens are sometimes almost too heavy.”

He reached for his pocket handkerchief and
the young men hastened up the stairs to the
dining-room before Sir Thickfinger could
squeeze out a tear.

Over the soup Flunkett-Thring surprised his
friend by saying: “You know, I think I might
have something for Larry Matthews.”

A quick, thin wave of jealousy passed over
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Hopestay’s face under the disguise of mild
interest.

“Have you ever listened to the jabbering
in Hyde Park?” Flunkett-Thring asked.

“Oh, you know,” Hopestay answered.

“Of course. Well, the Home Office some-
times takes a hand in it.”

“I thought you never interfered, say what
they like, advertise democracy under the mon-
archy sort of thing,” Hopestay said, consid-
erably relieved. He felt convinced the motiva-
tion to do Matthews a good turn lay entirely
in the line of duty.

“Oh quite.”

The soup plates were taken off and the -
to-do over the curry began. When the twitter-
ing subsided Flunkett-Thring asked:

“Was Matthews’ appearance really blotto—
looks twenty years older, last shilling gone,
and the rest?” :

“Quite.”

“Drinking everything he gets his hands on?”

“Wouldn’t be surprised.”

“Didn’t he go on the stage in America after
the blowup?”’

“Something of that sort.”

“Gift for masquerade? I mean, change his
make-up, act a lot of parts?”’

“Well rehly!” exclaimed Hopestay in order
to declare that he wasn’t an authority on Larry
Matthews. “I dare say,” he added.

“Sorry old boy, only one more question,”
said Flunkett-Thring. “Do you think he’s
sufficiently gone to finish himself off in a year
or two, drink or whatever?”

“Look here, Flunkey, get on with it what-
ever it is.”

“Nothing much rehly. As I said, the Home
Office takes a hand, sub rosa of course, in the
Hyde Park gabble. Dress up our own speakers.
Attack the king, capitalism, religion, and
whatnot. But propose solutions we approve
of. You know. Also send hecklers. Also fel-
lows who ask the genuine Reds sympathetic
questions but then confuse everybody as to
what to do about it. Twig? All very sub rosa
of course.”

“A little dangerous but necessary I sup-
pose,” said Hopestay.

“We think so. Been doing it for years.”

. “But Larry Matthews! He’s not one of us
anymore. He might blab.”

“My dear fellow!” said Flunkett-Thring
with disdain.

“Oh, yes, of course, quite,” said Hopestay,
emitting two small sounds of embarrassed
laughter because he had seemed to infer that
even this contingency had not long since been
foreseen by the Home -Office.

*

Tell It to Dies!?
WE BELIEVE that [the film] Just Around

the Corner will convince you that
there’s nothing wrong with this country that
Shirley Temple can’t cure—FrOM A TELE-
GRAM sent by the publicity office of Loew’s
Capitol Theater (Washington, D. C.), in-
viting the press to the film’s premicre.
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The Crisis in France

BY THE time this issue of NEw MASSES is
off the press, the first great test of
strength between the Daladier goviernment
and the forces of French democracy—the
general strike—will be history. Whatever
the outcome of this first showdown, it is
clear that France today is in the grip of a
profound social and political arisis which is
likely to have momentous consequences for
Europe and the entire world. Once more, as
in the stormy days of February 1934, France
stands at the parting of the ways. What is
being decided is whether France will con-
tinue on the path of Munich, or surrender
to fascism at home and abroad, or follow the
path of the People’s Front, of the anti-fas-
cist struggle and militant democracy.

And again, as in February 1934, it is
Daladier who heads the government, playing
for the second time a discreditable role. In
1934, when the fascist leagues attempted a
coup d’état, Daladier, despite the fact that
he had a majority in the Chamber of De-
puties, meekly resigned. It was the sponta-
neous united front of the Socialist and Com-
munist workers and the great general strike
of Feb. 12, 1934, that saved the republic.
Today French reaction and foreign fascism
operate directly through Daladier. But be-
tween February 1934 and November 1938
there has arisen the anti-fascist People’s
Front, and there has come the unification
and growth of the trade unions. The Dala-
dier who, despite the fact that he has a ma-

jority neither in the Chamber nor in the

country, has today found the intransigeance
which he lacked in 1934—the intransigeance
of France’s two hundred ruling families and
of their ally, Hitler—faces, however, not a
few thousand putschists, but five million dis-
ciplined trade unionists, supported by grow-
ing numbers of the middle classes and farm-
ers. The Popular Front, pronounced dead so

many times, has been reborn in this new
great battle for democracy and peace.

Even before the general strike, Daladier
had already suffered defeat in the first task
which French reaction and Hitler had set
him: isolation of the Communist Party. On
the contrary, his decree laws and his anti-
Communist campaign have had the effect of
drawing the Socialist and Communist Parties
and important sections of the premier’s own
Radical Socialist Party more closely together.
Daladier then attempted to isolate the work-
ers from the middle classes by charging that
the general strike threatened a ‘“dictatorship
of a proletarian minority.” But the fact is
that his decree laws have aroused the op-
position not only of the workers, but of the
veterans, whose pensions are being cut, and
of the small business men and professionals
whose taxes are being raised, and these
groups are increasingly joining with labor
against the common danger.

In the midst of the crisis, the Franco-
German declaration and the Chamberlain-
Halifax visit to Paris have proved decidedly
anti-climactic. Both were intended to enlist
public support for further betrayals in the
spirit of Munich; they have had the effect
of intensifying opposition to Daladier. T'wo
months after Munich, two months after the
great demonstrations for the “peace-makers,”
Chamberlain and Daladier, the Munich
policy is being repudiated by the aroused peo-
ple of France and Britain.

When the Chamber convenes, Daladier
will face his second test of strength. Origi-
nally called for November 15, the govern-
ment postponed the session until December
6. Now there is no longer any certainty that
it will be held that day, and Daladier would
undoubtedly prefer to rule indefinitely with-
out parliamentary encumbrances. The French
premier is, however, clinging to the tail of
a social whirlwind. It seems hardly possible
that he can hold on for long.

The World’s Anger Rises

s THE persecution of Jews and Catho-
lics in Nazi Germany continues, ' the
worldwide protest rises in intensity and de-
termination, and begins to take on organi-
zational form. The Nazis, reassured by the
Chamberlain-Daladier surrender at Munich,
are making it clearer every day that they
aim at nothing less than the complete exter-
mination, economically and socially, of the
Jews; at the complete suppression of the
Catholics. In every country where the voice
of humanity is not silenced by fascist police,
the people have been giving voice to the
growing realization that Hitlerism and de-
mocracy, Hitlerism and freedom, cannot
continue to exist together in the same world.
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Nowhere has the protest been stronger,
or the unity of all progressive forces to
oppose the Nazi barbarism greater, than in
the United States. Countless meetings have
been held, chief among them the great gath-
ering at Madison Square Garden; civic
bodies, labor organizations, groups of educa-
tional, scientific, religious, intellectual lead-
ers have spoken. This tremendous ground-
swell of opinion has supported and will
continue to support the strongest measures
that the government can take against the
Nazis. President Roosevelt’s summoning home
of our ambassador from Berlin met with in-
stantaneous approval; his evident determi-
nation not to send an ambassador back to
the Nazis expresses the minimum scale of
action. When the Nazi atrocities can within
a few days bring together for resistance such
a body of distinguished persons as is repre-
sented in the newly organized Provisional
Council Against Anti-Semitism, can unite
every race, religion, and political grouping
in an anti-Nazi front, the President need
have no doubt of popular support on this
central question.

The great and insistent demand for a
more consistent foreign policy has been given
an enormous impetus. The boycott of Nazi-
made goods is gaining in scope, with such
large additions of strength as the declaration
of the retail merchants of the entire state
of Montana that they will no longer deal
in the products of Hitler Germany. Far
transcending the boycott in the importance
of the blow it would give to world fascism
is the proposal now being urged more strong-
ly than ever, for a complete break in trade
relations with the Nazis—an embargo. No
terrific dislocation of our economy would

* be entailed, and the setback to Nazi ag-

gression would have enormous significance.
An embargo on trade with the Nazis, and
the immediate summoning of a world con-
ference on the refugee problem—these two
actions would implement the unquestionable
desire of the great mass of the American
people for decisive action against the grow-
ing threat of fascism. That such a conference
on the refugees could not exclude the Soviet
Union without stultifying itself is obvious.

The Lima Conference

HE eighth international conference of

Pan-American states will convene at
Lima on December 9. Twenty-one Latin
American countries will meet with repre-
sentatives of the United States to discuss
the economic and peace problems of the
Western Hemisphere. No Pan-American
conference has ever been faced with such
crucial questions. The fascist aggressors, en-
couraged by Chamberlain and Daladier at
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Munich, have intensified their campaign of
economic, political, and military penetration
of Latin America. Peace on this hemisphere
is directly and immediately threatened by
fascist propaganda and economic invasion.
Utilizing the German minorities in the vari-
ous South American countries, and making
demagogic attacks against American imperial-
ism, Hitler has gotten a foothold in many of
our neighbor nations.

At the Lima conference, the United
States will have an unparalleled opportunity
to give leadership to the peace forces of the
world. Lima can be the American answer to
Munich. The retreat of the democratic na-
tions can be balted by an wunmistakable
demonstration of American solidarity against
fascist aggression.

‘The main economic issue at the conference
will center around the Hull idea of recipro-
cal trade treaties as opposed to the Nazi
program of barter and compensation cur-
rency. Since the 1936 conference at Buenos
Aires, we have signed reciprocal treaties with
only ten Latin American nations; Germany
has aski-mark arrangements with twelve.
Fascist political groups force trade arrange-
ments with Germany, Italy, and Japan, while
sabotaging the American economic position.
For example, the recent “recession” in Chile
brought a drop of over 60 percent in Ameri-
can imports; German imports fell only 24
percent. The fascist-dominated chamber
of commerce in Colombia has successfully
combated every attempt to stimulate Colom-
bian industries. The Japanese flood the
market with goods “made in USA,” a
flagrant abuse which they seek to cover up
by naming one of their manufacturing cen-
ters Usa. England is forcing the consump-

tion of German electrical and heavy ma- .

chinery in Argentina.

In the political sphere, the fascist advance
offers a parallel menace. Powerful Nazi
parties or groups exist in Argentina, Chile,
Paraguay, Uruguay, Brazil, Honduras, Costa
Rica, El Salvador, Guatemala, and Peru. El
Salvador has recognized Manchukuo and
Franco; Peru and Guatemala, the Burgos
government.

On the other hand, Mr. Hull goes to this
conference with his reciprocal trade program
enormously enhanced. He increased the pos-
sibilities of inter-American cooperation by
acquiescing to the Mexican demand to ar-
bitrate, under the Gondra pact, the American
expropriated agricultural properties. The ne-
gotiation of the Anglo-American trade
treaty, on the eve of the conference, has in-
creased American prestige. The Latin Ameri-
can Labor Conference held in Mexico last
September marked the emergence of labor as
a force in New World international affairs.
President Roosevelt recognized this in effect
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when he appointed Kathryn Lewis, daughter
of John L., as a member of the American
delegation. Moreover, political democracies
in South America have been winning vic-
tories, of which the most significant is the
triumph of the Popular Front in Chile.
And Mexico, recognized everywhere as the
leader of Latin American progress, goes to
Lima with an impressive record of courageous
action against exploitation.

One important step must be taken by the
conference if it is to solidify the American
anti-fascist front. It must help republican
Spain. For a Franco victory would make
Spain a central depot for Nazi penetration
into this hemisphere. A victory for loyalist
Spain is a victory for American peace and
American economic security.

Arms and Foreign Policy

HE Lima conference has also served to

focus attention on the American defense
program. President Roosevelt’s proclamation
of “continental solidarity” and this nation’s
acceptance of responsibility for the defense
of all of North, Central, and South America
against foreign aggression envisions a greatly
expanded armaments program. Speculation
as to-the extent and character of the con-
templated expenditures has produced a large
crop of rumors and wild guesses. And inevi-
tably it has brought progressives up against
the none too easy task of determining what
their own attitude should be.

First, it must be emphasized that the
whole problem of armaments and defense
against aggression cannot be divorced from
questions of foreign policy. The tendency in
administration circles to discuss these two
separately only serves to confuse rather than
clarify. The blunt truth must be faced that
had the United States taken the initiative in
organizing the peace forces of the world long
before the Munich betrayal, we and every
other democratic country would not now be
under the necessity of piling up armaments
against the increased threat of the Rome-
Berlin-Tokyo axis. And another blunt truth
must also be faced: so long as we continue
to deny arms to the legitimate government
of ‘Spain, we encourage the fascist designs on
Latin America and tend to nullify all efforts
at continental solidarity.

‘This brings us to the question of how our
increased armaments are going to be used in
the future. Progressives, facing the realities
of the post-Munich world, cannot oppose
any necessary expansion in our defense pro-
gram, provided—it serves to implement a
positive peace policy of economic and political
action against the aggressors and of assistance
to their victims. This means that President
Roosevelt will have to clip the wings of the
pro-fascist cabal in the State Department and
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of men like Ambassador Kennedy. It means
lifting the embargo against Spain and the
provision of liberal credits to enable the
loyalists to purchase our surplus agricultural
products. It means a trade embargo against
Germany, Japan, and Italy. It means col-
laboration with the Soviet government and
with the peace-loving peoples of all countries
to isolate the fascist warmakers and their
accomplices in the capitalist democracies.

Only in this way can there be assurance
that armaments expenditures will truly fur-
ther the ends of peace.

No Time to Retreat

: HE New Deal made a dangerous re-

treat last week when Harry Hopkins
ordered 450,000 WPA workers cut from the
relief-work rolls. 'With winter settling
down, production going up gradually but
employment lagging far behind, the WPA
cuts will spell decreased purchasing power,
hunger, cold, misery.

The feeble excuses offered in Washington
for the new cuts hardly bear examination.
Under the provisions of the 1938 Relief Act,
President Roosevelt can make the appropria-
tions granted by the last Congress stretch
until March 1, 1939, which means cuts, or
he can use up the money by February 1,
and apply for fresh funds from the new Con-
gress in order to maintain the present pro-
gram. The WPA cuts send the tories out
rejoicing—and give the friends of the New
Deal a slap in the face. These slashes hit
not only the unemployed, but farmers and
small business and professional people, who
are bound to feel the effects of this reduction
in purchasing power. This short-sighted re-
trenchment tends, in fact, to jeopardize the
whole Roosevelt recovery program.

Mayor LaGuardia offers leadership for a
fight against the new WPA cuts. Charging
that the slash in the relief rolls increases
rather than decreases necessary relief expen-
ditures, New York’s mayor has appealed to
Washington to rescind the order. The Work-
ers Alliance is in the battle too, with a de-
tailed program for maintenance and expan-
sion of the present WPA relief program.
Progressives everywhere should wire their
congressmen, protesting the blow to relief and
recovery. With the tory forces in Congress
getting set for the charge against New Deal
legislation, this is no time to retreat.

The Sour Milk-Trust

HE slickest monopoly control in Ameri-
can agriculture is the network of highly
integrated companies and distributors’ asso-
ciations in the milk industry. Standing be-
tween the real producers—the thousands
upon thousands of independent dairy farm-
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ers—and the consumers, the milk trust preys
on both by taking for itself upwards of 70
percent of the gross on milk sales.

But the public, through federal anti-trust
agencies, is catching up with the monopolies.
For two years hundreds of government in-
vestigators have been gathering evidence of
unfair and unlawful practices, and have
based on the evidence an indictment made
public in Chicago recently. Thirty-four
corporations and sixty-three individuals were
charged with two specific violations. The
first is a conspiracy to fix prices and regu-
late the supply of milk in .and around the
city of Chicago, and the second indictment
charges a nationwide effort to control the
sale and supply of ice cream freezers, which
enable smaller institutions—schools, hospi-
tals, individuals, etc.—to make ice cream.

For many years now the profit-seeking of
the milk trust has, in a very real way, affect-
ed the well-being of the American people.
Milk consumption has been far below what
is bath desirable and possible. Smashing the
.milk trust by encouraging the federal prose-
cution of the .case against large; producers

+ and distributors will- pay the dividends in
health to the consumer and will help the in-
dependent dairyman to get a fair return on

his labor.

Baron Tells It to Dies

(O HOULD you care to make a list of the
petty finks, traitors, and sniveling loud-
mouths who live in the camp of reaction—
not the big boys like Hearst and Girdler,
but the mean little people who do their dirty
work—you would find a pretty fair roster
in the witnesses of .the Dies committee.
We are not startled at the identity .of their
. latest .recruit—Sam Baron, who held the
Hloor last week with a farrago of fascist lies
about ithe Spanish loyalists. Baron was an
alternate ‘member of the National Executive
Committee of the Socialist Party and a
prominent word-painter in the Socialist Call.
On a recent trip to Spain he had allied him-
self with the Fifth Column traitors  who
were convicted in the POUM trial; now he
shouts “his falsehood, half-truth, and lack of
accurate information” (to quote .a statement
of the Socialist Party) through the Dies pipe-
line iinto the front pages of the tory press.
The Socialist Party has repudiated Baron.
But ‘what ‘it needs to do is to repudiate it-
self, since the falsehoods and half-truths that
Baron told Dies are essentially the same as
those that appeared under his byline in many
issues of the Socialist Call. The Baron
.exhibition is, in fact, the logical consequence
of the Socialist Party’s attitude toward Spain
and all .progressive movements.
And as the stoolpigean Baron joins the
van .of the pilgrimage to Mr. Dies’ mecca
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of fascists, it will be well to remember what
the Communist Party has said, is saying, and
will say: Trotskyites and renegades are the
chief aides of fascism. Sooner or later they
show themselves openly as such. In Spain
the Barons betray the republic; in America
they tell it to Dies.

The Truth About Coughlin

Yy N THE dispute between Father Coughlin

and those radio stations which have re-
fused to carry his anti-Semitic incitements
it is important not to be confused by the
false issue of “censorship” and ‘‘freedom of

speech” which the Royal Oak fiihrer is

raising. ‘That issue is no more involved in
this case than it is in the taboo on obscenity
over the air waves or in public print. Station
WMCA of New York, which took the initi-
ative in barring Father Coughlin unless he
submitted his speech in advance for approval,
has cited the following statement recently
made by Frank R. McNinch, chairman of the
Federal Communications Commission :

Should there ever be an attempt here by any
one to so debase radio as to use it as an instru-
ment of racial or religious persecution, the Com-
munications Commission would employ every re-
source it has to prevent any such shocking of-
fense. President Roosevelt would, of course,
support us to the limit in such a .stand.

“T'hat Coughlin’s speech, despite ‘his -dema-
gogic “denials, falls ‘into the category of
racial and religious incitement cannot be
doubted. The Non-Sectarian Anti-Nazi
League has revealed the character of his
“facts” concerning -the role .of Jews in the
Russian Revolution—“facts” which the radio

priest himself admits have been taken from
.‘Nazl sources.

The -anti-Semitism of Father
Coughlin is, of course, not a new phenom-
enon. It was first exposed .nearly four years
ago by A. B. Magil in his pamphlet, The
Truth About Father Coughlin. ‘What is
new is the brazenness with which Coughlin
is now peddling his made-in-Germany wares.
There is hardly an issue of his weekly publi-
cation, Social Justice, that daes not contain
some Jew-baiting material. ‘The activities

.of this fascist priest are -a menace to the

millions of American :Catholics who know
only too well the evil consequences of
fomenting religious bigotry. ‘We wonder
how long his ecclesiastical superior, Arch-

bishop Edward :Mooney, will remain silent

while Coughlin uses his official imprimatur
to sanctify ideas which have been condemned
by Pope Pius XI.

Whatever the -Catholic hierarchy may :or
may not do, the American publicis under no
obligation to tolerate .these radip rantings.
‘The demand should 'be .made .that not only

individual radio stations but the FCC act
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to bar this type of poisonous, un-American

propaganda.

Facing Problem No. 1

HE South made history last week when

more than fifteen hundred Negro and
white delegates, representing almost every
progressive section of Southern life, met
in Birmingham to decide what to do
about the nation’s number-one economic prob-
lem. The Southern Conference for Human
Welfare, attended by prominent natiopal
leaders and outstanding Southern liberal pub-
lic officials, representatives of almost all trade
unions, farm organizations, Negro groups,
Southern educational institutions, the Com-
munist Party, and church .organizations,
issued an inspiring challenge to the reac-
tionary bourbonism which has so long held
sway.

The conference was fully aware that the
South is a number-one problem in demecracy
as well as in economic conditions. ‘The pro-
gressive decisions which it took and the
fraternal association .of Negro and white
delegates were indications that the hardened
barriers of racial prejudice .are at last giving
way in the South to a realization that the
common needs of both races must be met by

-a common resistance to the forces despoiling

both. The conference, which was attended
by delegates from AFL and CIO unions and
the Railroad Brotherhoods, dlso marked the
fact that a Southern labor movement is in
the South to stay and that this labor move-
ment not.only seeks unity of .all trade-union
bodies, but.unity.of Negro and white workers
as well.

Aghast at what the destruction «of democ-

racy in Nazi :Germany had let loose, the

delegates to this Southern Conference:became
more firmly resolved that this should not
happen in the United States. ‘To protect
what democratic rights they already have,
they knew that they must build American
democracy even stronger. Resolutions call-
ing for abolition of the poll tax, for uniform
registration laws by federal and state gov-

.ernments—the right to vote for the majority

of the Southern people, Negro -and white—
was their answer to the advance of reaction.
And it was fitting that .the conference .chose

" .as the first recipient of its'Thomas Jefferson

‘Medal, Justice -Hugo Black of the United
States Supreme Court.

‘The conference, which set up a permanent

all-Southern organization, with Dr. Frank

Porter .Graham, president .af the University

.of North Carolina, as chairman, -marks the
.apening of a new, hopeful epach in the South.

The forces of Southern progressivism have
become articulate -and the battle to reclaim
the South for democracy has now acquired
courageous leadership.
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Justice Black’s Insurgency

The Secoknd of.

LOUIS

4 I \HE ostensible reason for the attack on
Justice " Black, as exemplified by
Marquis W. Childs’ article in Harpers

magazine of last May, is that Justice Black

is deficient in “legal craftsmanship.” In my
last article I have shown, from a review of
~ the history of the Supreme Court during the
first one hundred years of its existence, that

“legal craftsmanship” does not seem to be

conducive to the making of a great judge, or

at least is not a prerequisite.

But [says Mr. Childs] of the hundreds of cases
coming before them in a single term, only a very
few involve large constitutional issues. Most of
them—the run-of-the-mine cases—are concerned
with intricate points of law, bearing on taxation,
patents, complex business details. It is here that
craftsmanship is of the first importance; and it is
precisely here that Justice Black, in the opinion of
his colleagues, has failed.

Only a person utterly unfamiliar with the
actual business of the United States Supreme
Court could have made the above statements,
and they give an utterly perverted view of the
actual situation. I shall have occasion in a
later article to discuss in some detail just
what is really involved in the cases on ‘‘tax-
ation, patents, complex business details,” and
how far Justice Black has failed or succeeded
in dealing with these matters. In this article
I want to give a general picture of the work
of the Supreme Court.

In order to understand the work of the
Supreme Court we must bear in mind the
transformation which the court has undergone
in the 150 years of its existence. It is safe to
say that the Supreme Court today is as far
removed from the Supreme Court envisaged
by the framers of the Constitution as is the
electoral college. The electoral college was
meant to be the body that would do the elect-
ing. It has become a board to officially an-
nounce the results of a popular election. The
Supreme Court was intended to be a real
court, and it has turned out to be a super-
legislature. But this transformation did not
take place suddenly. And as the character of
the court was being changed from a court of
law to a super-legislature, the importance of
“legal craftsmanship” as a qualification for
membership was receding to the background
and the quality of statesmanship was coming
to the fore. In a sense, this was always true—
as the survey of the first one hundred years
of the court’s existence given in my last ar-
ticle amply demonstrates. But it is more so
today, because the business of the Supreme
Court—the run-of-the-mine cases to which
Mr. Childs refers—has changed radically

Three Articles
BOUDIN

within the last fifty years. If Mr. Childs had
really been interested in the business of the
Supreme Court, instead of in spreading un-
founded rumors as to what Justice Black’s
colleagues think of him, he could easily have
found the facts discussed at great length by
Prof. Felix Frankfurter, now the leading
lawyers’ candidate for the succession to Jus-
tice Cardozo, in a book written by him in
collaboration with James M. Landis, now
dean of the Harvard Law School, which ap-
peared in 1927 under the title The Business
of the Supreme Court. Before giving the con-
clusions of these experts and some of the sta-
tistics upon which they are based, it is perhaps
well to give a brief sketch of the history of
the Supreme Court as a court.

When the Supreme Court was first organ-
ized, the judges were doing both trial and
appellate work, the judges “riding circuit,” as
it was then called, and hearing actual contro-
versies between litigants. This continued dur-
ing the first one hundred years of the court’s
existence; even though during the last third
of that period problems of statesmanship were
constantly crowding the ordinary judicial work
of the court, owing to the use which the court
came to make of the power to declare acts of
Congress unconstitutional—a power which
was asserted as early as 1803 but never exer-
cised until 1857. In 1891 the federal courts
were reorganized in two respects, both of
which tended to emphasize the importance of
statesmanship as against legal craftsmanship
as a qualification in a Supreme Court justice.
One of these was the abolition of the trial
work of the Supreme Court judges. The
other was a considerable limitation of their
appellate work, by the creation of the Circuit
Court of Appeals as an intermediary court be-
tween the trial courts and the Supreme Court.
The right of appeal to the Supreme Court
was further limited by an act of Congress
passed in 1916, and even more drastically lim-
ited by the present Judicial Code which was
adopted in 1925. These limitations changed
not only the quantity of business coming before
the Supreme Court, but its quality—practi-
cally eliminating from the Supreme Court
docket the kind of cases in which legal crafts-
manship plays an important role. Let’s hear
what Professors Frankfurter and Landis have
to say on this subject:

In 1825, circuit riding was a feasible duty to im-
pose upon justices who rendered twenty-six opin-
ions during the year; of these almost half were in
suits between individuals involving applications of
recognized principles of the common law. . . . No-
table are the changes wrought in the volume as
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well as in the variety of litigation fifty years later.
. . . But the issues in litigation remained predomi-
nantly common law topics and federal specialties.
like admiralty, bankruptcy, patents, claims against
the government, and legislation concerning the pub-
lic domain. . .. For the next fifty years the court’s.
business is comparable in volume to that of 1875,
but the complexion of the litigation progressively
changes. The content of the reports for the 1925
Term is radically different from the reports for the
1875 Term. The reader finds himself in a different
aworld of ideas. . . . Nearly half of the opinions.
relate to control of economic enterprise, taxation
and interstate adjustments. Common law contro-
wersies are in process of atrophy. Of these there
were eighty-one in the 1875 Term and only eleven
in the 1925 Term—a shrinkage from 43 percent to
5 percent. Of the federal specialties there were
forty-eight cases during the 1925 Term. But the
Judiciary Act of 1925 was passed to relieve the
court from these sources of jurisdiction. . . . The
Supreme Court has ceased to be a common law
court. . . . The issues which normally come before
the Supreme Court are not the ordinary legal ques-
tions in the multitudinous lawsuits of Smith .
Jones before other courts.

But the statistics collated by Frankfurter
and Landis and summarized in the above quo-
tation do not tell the whole story. Not only
do ordinary legal questions which are the daily
fare of other courts come but rarely before
the United States Supreme Court—they are
utterly unimportant when they get there. In
a recent article in the Harvard Law Review
Professor Frankfurter gives some statistics of
the business of the Supreme Court during the
five years from Oct. 1, 1932, to Oct. 1, 1937,
which show that the eleven cases involving
common law questions which came before the
court in 1925 still represent the general aver-
age of that class of business as far as the
number of cases is concerned—the number
ranging between six and fifteen and aggre-
gating fifty-three for the five-year period.

During the last year included in Professor
Frankfurter’s study the Supreme Court had
before it thirteen cases of this class—some-
what above the average. I have taken the
trouble to examine these thirteen cases and
found the following: In only one of these
cases was there a division of opinion among
the judges, and the two judges who did not
agree with the majority did not write any
dissenting opinion—showing the unimportance
of the legal question involved. But of the
other 154 cases decided during that Term
nineteen were decided by a divided court, and
in four others there were what is known as
concurring opinions—which means that while
the judges agreed as to the result they were
not in agreement as to the legal reasoning
whereby the result was reached, and the mi-
nority considered the question important
enough to require a statement of their posi-
tion. But even more important is the nature
of the opinions rendered in the thirteen com-
mon law cases: Most of them were disposed
of in very brief, almost perfunctory, state-
ments; and an examination of the nature of
the questions involved shows that such treat-
ment was quite adequate. Only two or three
of these cases involved legal questions of
some importance, and only one presented a
really nice question. It is unquestionably true,
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as stated by Frankfurter and Landis, that the
Supreme Court has ceased to be a court of
common law. Let me add: The Supreme
Court has also ceased to be a court of justice.

This brings me to another aspect of the
problem of the Supreme Court, which must
be considered in connection with the Black
insurgency and future appointments to that
court. The really important business of the
Supreme Court consists in deciding what the
government may do. One-half of its impor-
tant business consists in deciding what the
states may or may not do. The growing im-
portance of this branch of the Supreme
Court’s business is illustrated by the statistics
of decisions under the Fourteenth Amend-
ment. The Fourteenth Amendment was
adopted in 1868 and is now seventy years old.
During these seventy years the Supreme Court
has used it as a means of invalidating 232
state laws. But these invalidations are not
spread evenly over that period.” The engine
was slow in starting, but has been working
with constantly accelerating speed. The first
decision of the Supreme Court in which a
state law was invalidated under the Four-
teenth Amendment was rendered in 1877—
nine years after the adoption of the amend-
ment. The next fifteen years brought only
four more invalidations. But the next ten
years brought thirteen such decisions. In the
following ten years the number doubled, and
now these decisions come to about a dozen
every year.

These cases are decided under the provi-
sion of the Fourteenth Amendment which
reads: “No state shall deprive any person of
life, liberty, or property without due process
of law.” But only a very few of the 232
cases invalidating state action have to do with
life or personal or civil liberty, and those few
have occurred during the past ten years. The
vast bulk of these adjudications came under
the head of protection of property, or of “lib-
erty of contract” which is the same thing.
Until very recently, this was held to be the
only function of the due process clause, and
the few decisions protecting personal rights
which have occurred in the last few years are
in the nature of a departure from earlier de-
cisions, The difference in the attitude of the
Supreme Court on the subject is exemplified
by the famous Leo Frank case in 1915, in
which the Supreme Court refused to intercede,
and the later case of Moore v. Dempsey, in
which the court did interfere under similar
circumstances.
sions in the Scottsboro cases, as well as the
_decisions in the Mooney case, clearly show
that if the Supreme Court does not make any
further progress along this line, very little
indeed has been gained. This opens up the
entire question of the meaning of the Four-
teenth Amendment and its interpretation by
the Supreme Court. I have shown elsewhere
that the Supreme Court has perverted the
Fourteenth Amendment from its original pur-
pose in two ways: On the one hand it has
used it for the control of the economic life of
the states, a purpose wholly foreign to the

And the result of the deci- -

intent of its framers; and, on the other hand,
it has failed to apply it for the purpose which
it was intended to accomplish—the protec-
tion of personal and civil rights.

But here we are confronted with another
aspect of constitutional law of which the gen-
eral public is utterly ignorant, and which is
directly involved in the Black insurgency. The
focal point of the attack on Justice Black is
contained in the following paragraph of Mr.
Childs’ article:

What really startled the members of the court
was Justice Black’s most conspicuous dissent thus
far in his lonely career. In a life insurance case,
where a Connecticut company was subject to a spe-
cial tax by the State of California, Justice Black
declared in his dissenting opinion that the word
person in the due process clause of the Fourteenth
Amendment did not include corporations. For fifty
years the Supreme Court has held that corporations
were entitled to the same rights as persons under
the due process clause. To be sure, it has been a
hotly debated issue. And it is conceivable that
there are justices on the court aware of the abuses
committed under “due process” who would like to
see this legal loophole plugged. But they would not
join Justice Black in such a complete about-face.
For under the traditions of the game such a radical
change must be approached gradually and by inti-
mation. A polemic, however vigorous, is not enough
to change the course of fifty years; it violates a
fundamental canon of juridical craftsmanship.
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This waives the all-important question of
the place of precedent in our constitutional
law. Our common law jurisprudence con-
sists of an accumulation of precedents, and
it is considered more important for a judge to
follow precedent than to decide in accordance
with justice or correct legal principle. The
underlying theory is that it is more important
that the law be settled than that individual
cases be correctly decided. If the courts did
not deviate from this rule—which is known
technically as the rule of stare decisis—it would
lead to a static condition of the law, which
would be intolerable in a developing society.
Whenever, therefore, change becomes neces-
sary—usually long after it has become very
necessary—the judges resort to what is known
as ‘“distinguishing” cases; making a change
while pretending to stick to the old law. It
is claimed that this has worked well in our
system of jurisprudence, and we won’t go
into a discussion as to whether the claim is
correct. Suffice it to say that the entire prece-
dent-theory is utterly absurd when applied to
our constitutional law, since the right to de-
clare laws unconstitutional proceeds upon the
theory that the unconstitutional law is ut-
terly void. No one claims that the Constitu-
tion gives the Supreme Court the right to de-

Mischa Richter
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clare acts of Congress unconstitutional. Ever
since Marbury v. Madison, the courts -there-
fore pretend to follow: Marshall’s argument
in that case, that they were not supervising
the acts of the legislature; but merely disre-
garding a law which is practically non-existent,
since the legislature which enacted it had no
power to do so. It follows logically that when
the same question -arises again, the judges who
originally differed on the constitutionality of
any particular law would continue to differ.
But in practice that has not been the case. In
practice, the minority submits to the majority,
and all succeeding judges considered them-
" selyes bound by these decisions: As a result
the  Constitution has heen practically laid
aside, and only prior decisions are considered.
The Supreme Court said fifty years ago
that the word person in the Fourteenth
Amendment meant thus and so, and it is sup-
posed to be shocking to Justice Black’s asso-
ciates that he should dare say that it means
something else. I don’t know whether it ac-
tually shocked all of Justice Black’s asso-
ciates, but I do know that it shocked the
members of the legal profession as nothing
else has shocked them in two generations. And
it has shocked them not only because it is
contrary to the accepted lawyers’ theory of
the Constitution, but also because it may have
very serious practical consequences. If it be
permissible for a justice of the Supreme Court
to question a decision rendered fifty years ago
and acquiesced in ever since, all sorts of things
may happen to that great body of law which
is contained in the two hundred-odd cases in
which state laws were held unconstitutional
under the Fourteenth Amendment. Also some-
thing else might happen: Something might
happen to the first decision under the Four-
teenth Amendment rendered some sixty-five
years ago which deprived that great amend-
ment of the real purpose for which it was
enacted—namely, the protection of personal
and minority rights. This would not only be
contrary to the “rules of the game,” which
make Supreme Court decisions superior to the
Constitution. It might actually mean a revo-
lution in our constitutional government. No
wonder the “leaders” of the legal profession
are shocked. We may therefore expect them
to resort to every means available to make sure
that future appointees to the Supreme Court
will be limited to lawyers who subscribe to the
rules of the game. But the interests of the
people of this country require judges with a
different kind of equipment. These interests
require a complete revision of the Fourteenth
Amendment, so as to make it perform the
functions it was intended to perform when it
was framed and adopted. That can only be
done by men who put the Constitution above
the judicial gloss. In other words, we need
more judges who, like Justice Harlan, are im-
patient of the “refinements and subtleties of
construction,” and are ready to construe the
Constitution in accordance with the dictates
of common sense and the intentions of the
framers—and, above all, men who are not
afraid to openly depart from precedents.

'
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A Congre'ssf-iof Labeor

The First‘ Constitutional Convention of the CIO

DAVID RAMSEY

IFTY-SEVEN years after the founding of
Fthe AFL in Pittsburgh, the foundation

stone of a greater and more modern
American labor movement was laid in the
same city. In the area which was formerly
the citadel of the open shop in this country,
the scene of the defeat of the steel workers
in 1919, industrial unionism had scored its
greatest victory—the organization of the steel
trust. The very holding of the first constitu-
tional convention of the CIO—now the Con-
gress of Industrial Organizations—in Pitts-
burgh is therefore of historic importance.

It was truly a congress of American labor
which met in the Grotto, the squat convention
hall in Pittsburgh lying in the shadow of
giant mills. But this was more than a labor
convention. A program was adopted which
economically and politically can serve as a
platform for the entire American people, for
the preservation and further development of
demqcracy.  Coming after the depression,
after the election setback, the convention
lighted a beacon for the immediate future.

American labor has come of age. The
mark of maturity was stamped on every action
of the convemtion which set up a democratic
formal organization and met the grave prob-
lems of the day without equivocation. From
John L. Lewis’ moving appeal on the open-
ing day for the persecuted Jews and Catholics
of Nazi Germany down to the passage of
the final resolution, the CIO tackled central
economic and political questions as only an
organization rooted in the strength and as-
pirations of the workers can hope to do.

The convention dealt with three major
questions: labor unity, the adoption of a con-
stitution for the CIO, and the formulation of
a program for organizing the unorganized,
meeting the depression, and political action by
labor in behalf of democracy.

The stand taken by the delegates on
unity advanced the cause of peace in the labor
movement. Without sacrificing the funda-
mental principle of industrial unionism in the
mass production industries, the CIO made
clear its desire for unity. This was shown in
the acclaim with which the convention re-
ceived President Roosevelt’s plea to leave the
door open for peace, and in its own unity reso-
lution which accepted “the goal of unity in
the labor movement.” There could not have
been a better demonstration of good faith than
this action. Here we have a powerful move-
ment proclaiming unity as its goal in the very
act of setting itself up as a formal organiza-

tion.
The desire of the CIO to unify the labor

movement was not expressed merely through
this one resolution. In its pledge of support
to the railway workers, in its declaration for
the unity of Negro and white workers, in
its plans to organize the unorganized, in its
program for the unemployed, in the manner
in which it greeted the unified Canadian
labor movement that has resisted William
Green’s efforts to split it, in its instructions
to the incoming Executive Board to consider
affiliation with the International Federation
of Trade Unions, the CIO showed that the
unity of all workers on a national and inter-
national scale was fundamental to its activities
and aims.

The convention by displaying the strength
of the CIO also contributed to unity in an-
other way—it will discourage the big em-
ployers from launching attacks on all labor.
Just as last year’s Atlantic City conference
of the CIO played a decisive role in halting
the wage-cutting drives of the employers dur-
ing the depression, and consequently pro-
tected the AFL workers as well, so the Pitts-
burgh convention will place the American
working class in a better position to win
higher wages and better conditions.

The second big action of the convention
was the adoption of a constitution for the
Congress of Industrial Organizations. The
constitution is both modern and democratic—
so democratic that the press, which consistently
smeared the proceedings, tried to discredit it
by fabricating a “left-wing revolt” against
the constitution.

The preamble states, “A new freedom has
been brought by the CIO to American workers
and it has forged an instrumentality whereby
labor will achieve and extend industrial and
political democracy.” In the light of this
aim, the constitution pledges the CIO “to
bring about the effective organization of the
working men and women of America, regard-
less of race, creed, color, or nationality.”

‘The supreme body of the CIO is the annual
convention. A broad Executive Board is set
up with representatives from every national
and international union and organizing com-
mittee. Thus the CIO departs from the
narrow oligarchic rule of the Executive Coun-
cil of the AFL. At the same time, on dis-
puted issues, the Executive Board members
may cast only as many votes as there are mem-
bers in their organizations.- Of further im-
portance are the sections guaranteeing the
autonomy of the affiliated unions, although
the CIO through its centralized setup assumes
responsibility for the conduct of its organi-
zations. The Executive Board is given power
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to “make recommendations to the affiliate in-
volved and to make a report to the conven-
tion” if and when the principles of progressive
unionism are violated.

Naturally, the constitution arouses the worst
fears of the enemies of the CIO. It is demo-
cratic; it guarantees autonomy to the con-
stituent unions; it provides for that strong,
centralized organization which is needed to
carry through the enormous tasks confronting
the American workers. The reactionaries pre-
fer a weak organization which they could
knife from within and attack and destroy from
without. .

Because the'CIO displayed such power, be-
cause it showed a degree of unity unknown
in the AFL, the reactionary and pseudo-
liberal press sought to discredit the convention.
That is why they tried to play up the with-
drawal of the International Ladies’ Garment
Workers Union as a death-blow to the CIO.
When the convention showed no signs of
dying, the press invented a “revolt” of its own.
During the second day of the convention,
just as the constitution was to be discussed
and voted on, several delegates from the mari-
time industries urged that action be postponed
until the following day. They argued that
every delegate should read a printéd copy of
the constitution before voting.. "This was
agreed on and the following day the constitu-
tion was unanimously adopted by a rising
vote.

Out of this discussion on procedure the
general press concocted a “split” and pictured
Lewis as a ruthless dictator stamping out an
incipient rebellion. These false reports em-
barrassed their fabricators no end, when sub-
sequent actions of the convention revealed
them as ordinary liars. On the very day that
the papers carried stories of the “revolt,” the
convention unanimously adopted a resolution
denouncing the rumor mongers:

The press generally and certain newspapers es-
pecially have striven to portray and actually to
create splits among the forces of the CIO. To this
end the press has misrepresented the purposes of
ordinary debate, has twisted meanings and has
distorted headlines. . . . We here demonstrate by
a rising vote that the forces of the CIO are solidly
" united.

Cornered, the press tried to picture this
resolution as an attack on the reporters ‘cov-
ering the convention. They carried another
false story which had Heywood Broun apolo-
gizing for a supposedly unfair attack by the
convention on the working press.
typical of the biased reporting of such labor
experts as Louis' Stark of the New York
Times that he distorted the justified rebuke
administered by the convention to the press
lords into a personal attack on himself. His
reporting of the convention should be dis-
sected by some honest newspaper man like
George Seldes.

The comprehensive report of Lewis to the
convention and the eighty-odd resolutions

adopted by the delegates offer to America

a progressive program for democracy. Here
is the goal that progressive trade unionists
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fought fifty years to attain; but even more
important, the realization of this program will
take the American people a long way towards
safeguarding their liberties and ensuring a
better life for all. )

The CIO has no narrow approach to basic
problems. It tackles such questions as the
depression, new organizing drives, and political
action from a profound understanding of the
realities of American life. In discussing the
depression and methods of overcoming it,
Lewis did not make pleas for restoring “the
confidence of business men,” as William Green
does periodically. Instead he pointed to the
‘core of the difficulty: the gap between pro-
duction and super-profits, and the consuming
power of the people. He directed attention
to the central fact that full production and
full employment can be attained only through
“planning.” Obviously Lewis has not reached
the point where he draws all the necessary
implications from this conclusion. But for
the present American scene he gave a pro-
gressive solution for the needs of the hungry
one-third of the nation: intelligent economic
direction, he said, can come only through the
instrumentality of the government. And he
sounded a new note in the councils of labor:

Only labor, representing the majority of the
people, can guarantee a continuous movement to-
wards full production. Labor must have a strong
voice in the government and in the agencies
which administer a sound economic program to
guarantee that such a program shall not stagnate
or be perverted.

Together with this solid analysis the CIO
called for the complete organization of the
unorganized workers so that labor can truly
have “a voice in government.” The need
for immediate organizing drives occupied the
constant attention of the convention. There
were field reports of successes achieved dur-
ing the course of ‘the depression, in contrast
to the old AFL policy of abandoning strong
positions whenever the economic curve turned
downwards. Plans were made to crack the
solid South for unionism, and to mop up
unorganized sectors in the mass production in-
dustries.

Linked with its approach to the depression
and its organizational work is the political

17

program of the CIO. Here is a progressive
platform for the fourth New Deal, embodying
the needs of the people—workers, farmers,
small business men. It provides a mechanism
for defeating the tory drive for victory in
1940. First, the CIO adopts a realistic pro-
gram of political action to cement the coopera-
tion of labor and the progressive forces. Sec-
ond, it endorses the broad social aims of the
New Deal and appeals to the people to rally
round President Roosevelt so that he may
“continue his determined fight to maintain the
gains of labor and the common people and
to forge ahead to achieve a program of eco-
nomic and social reform.” Third, it calls
for a policy of united action by labor, the
farmers, the Negro people, and other sections -

_of the population, which will win gains for

them and get their support for a common
program. Fourth, it advocates a platform of
social security to embrace every need of the
people : unemployment insurance, relief, health,
housing, jobs, old-age pensions, and education.
Fifth, the CIO takes a militant stand for
democracy and peace, at home and abroad.

The stand taken by the CIO on peace
throws the powerful support of the most pro-
gressive section of American labor on the
side of the democratic forces throughout the
world that are uniting to resist and defeat
the fascist aggressors through concerted action.
The convention urged that the United States
and “its people should not give any aid or
comfort, either through material or other
means, to these aggressor nations [the resolu-
tion previously had named Germany, Italy,
and Japan as aggressors] which are so deter-
mined to bring fascism to the entire world
through war and brutal aggression.” It ap-
pealed to President Roosevelt and the United
States government to “cooperate with all other
democratic nations in the strengthening of
democracy and democratic institutions.” Spe-
cific measures were endorsed to strengthen
democracy in Central and South America and
to defeat fascist penetration in the Western
Hemisphere,

At home, the convention directed its criti-
cism against repressive legislation, against such
small-time Hitlers as Hague, against fascist
groups like the Associated Farmers. It ap-
pealed for civil liberties for the people and
the wiping out of all barriers to their right
to organize, vote, and act like free human
beings. Of special significance is the demon-
strative action taken in behalf of the Negro
people to free them from their present serf-
dom in the South through organization and
the repeal of poll taxes and other discrim-
inatory legislation. Thus the proceedings of
the convention provide a contemporary bill
of rights adjusted to the specific needs of the
people today. If the instruments called for
in this modern bill of rights are forged, then
a united people can rout the lords of money
and privilege.

No picture of the convention would be com-
plete without noting two features: its over-
powering enthusiasm and its youthfulness.
This was a congress of young people; the.
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overwhelming majority of the. rank-and-file
and the leadership itself was made up of
- men and women in their twenties and early
thirties, The stamp of youth was evident
in every action and discussion. These dele-
gates came from mills and factories; the
leaders had emerged in the great struggles

of the CIO. They bore the marks of battle’

in spirit and body. Their progressivism was
‘buoyed by youthful elation at a job well done
and the greater battles that lie in the future.
And since youth is the motive force of the
CIO, it is fitting that young James B. Carey,
the president of the United Electrical, Radio,
and Machine Workers, should be. elected its
first secretary.

There are conclusions to be drawn from
this first convention of the CIO which are
important for the immediate future of the
United States. The very halding of the
convention confounds those false prophets, who
had proclaimed the breakup of the CIO as
the result of the ravages of the depression and
internal dissension. Those reactionaries in
“the AFL, who had argued against unity on
the ground that the CIO would go the way
of the Knights of Labor, will now have to
look for other historical arguments. Wall
Street was waiting for the crackup of the
CIO to launch a sweeping offensive -against
labor, but it will find the strength shown
by the convention a big obstacle to its plans.
Faint-hearts like Mr. Dubinsky have been
shown to be completely wrong in their oppo-
sition to calling the convention. Their dream
of creating a middle bloc of unions drawn
from the CIO has been shattered.

The CIO remains the driving force which
will lead to the unification of the labor move-
ment on the basis of protecting the gains
of the workers and preserving industrial union-
ism in the mass production industries. The
convention thus marks the defeat of the em-
ployears in their efforts to disrupt the CIO from
within, after failing in open frontal assaults.

Finally, a strong CIO, in the words of
Lewis, means that there will be no Munich
peace pacts for labor, there will be no dis-
memberment of the newly organized indus-
trial unions. The convention has produced
an atmosphere which makes it easier for the
rank-and-file in the AFL to fight for unity.
This should encourage President Roosevelt
and the New Dealers to exert greater pres-
sure for a labor peace which will preserve
the principles of industrial unionism.

Thus there are signs that the present split
can be healed. Perhaps the best remedial
efforts are joint actions by the two bodies
of labor on local issues as was done in the
elections in California, and cooperation on na-
tional. issues like housing, health, and the
like. Out of this cooperation and joint action
on the picket line, which is increasing despite
the sabotage of William Green and his allies,
the process of unification will emerge and
‘develop. Even without the meeting of formal
committees from both sides, there exists this
possibility of the joint knitting together of
the torn sinews of the fighting arm of labor.
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Constancia de 1a Mora

Portrait of an Unsung Heroine

ELLIOT PAUL

‘6 ONSTANCIA will attend to that.”

C In Madrid, Valencia, or Barce-

lona, wherever the Spanish govern-
ment has made its headquarters since the war
began, that phrase has been a watchword.
Think of Constancia as a young wife and
mother whose husband is almost constantly
flying in combat, whose child is in a foreign
country far distant from her so that she may
be wholly free to do this job, whose friends are
working feverishly or dying nobly, whose coun-
try is in peril. Think of her working calmly
night and day in the midst of the most bar-
barous bombardments, supplying what her
country and her ideals need most desperately,
a steady patience and efficiency.

I knew Constancia in Madrid in the early
days of the republic. To her the republic was
what it should have been to all of Spain.
For Constancia—she was Connie then to us
all—was by birth of the Old Spain. Her
grandfather was old Don Antonio Maura,
the great Catholic Conservative prime minister
of the early decades of the century. There
was a fine clear strain in the Mauras. Old
Don Antonio, poet and painter, was the best
of. the politicos of Alfonso’s sorry reign; he
wanted to clean up the mess. One of her uncles
is Don Miguel Maura who thought he could
win Catholic Conservatives to the republic—
and the republic to them. Another is the Duke
of Maura, a monarchist diehard. And there
were many others of the Mauras and of the
Moras, her father’s family, who were hope-
lessly of the Old Spain and would have o
truck with the republic and, when the time
was ripe, rose to do it down.

Constancia had never been susceptible to
their reactionary ideas and she had seen clearly
through the muddled thinking of the others
who were balanced between two irreconcilable
schools of thought. But life was not easy for
her in that cobwebby world. It was, in fact,
very hard.

Then came the republic and release, release
for them all had they so chosen. I think of
Constancia then, of her incredible beauty and
of her dignity that is a part of all Spanish
beauty. (Although very tired now, she is still
beautiful with the beauty that is on the face
of every woman of Spain who has given her
best for the freedom of her country.) She was
working very hard then, pioneering in busi-
ness, enjoying her new freedom and her ro-
mance with a young captain of aviation,
Ignacio Hidalgo de Cisneros. This man, with
a name from the great past of Spain, was a
Republican - before there was a republic and
fought to bring it about. He was the hero

of the 1930 rising against the monarchy and
during the years when the republic was ruled
by good men, so good that they could not
imagine evil in others, it was he who fought
the losing fight to clean up the army. When
the revolt began- he saved the air field, he
flew in the ancient crates of the Spanish air
force against the new planes from abroad and
... all that is legend. But this piece is about
Constancia and her own legend.

She was one who was prepared, like few
others, to face the present war, for she knew
too well the selfishness and fanaticism of the

-former ruling class and cast her lot with the

people long before the firing began. Today
she is at the head of the Spanish government
press service but whenever another kind of
task has to be done neatly and quickly, any
one of the Cabinet ministers is likely to turn
it over to Constancia and through all these
harrowing months she has not failed them. One
hears more about Pasionaria because Dolores’
work keeps her constantly in the public eye.
The opposite is true of Constancia and the
work she does. Outside of Spain it has seldom
been mentioned. Even when the whole heroic
story of the fight for democracy can be told,
much of Constancia’s contribution will be
overlooked. That is agreeable to her. She
wants better things than fame—her husband
safe, her child at her side, her country free.

*

Jo Davidson

HE SCULPTURES on the facing page and

the head of Constancia de la Mora on
the cover comprise a group of ten portraits
of leading- Spanish loyalist personalities that
Jo Davidson completed this year in Spain.
They were exhibited at the Arden Gallery
in New York City, for the benefit of the
Spanish Children’s Milk Fund. The catalogue
contains word portraits of the sculptor’s sub-
jects by eleven authors, among them the
above sketch by Elliot Paul. In her in-
troduction Dorothy Parker, chairman of the
exhibition, writes of the artist and his subjects:

Many things happen in a few years. There
was Spain about which no one thought much un-
til the Spanish people had to fight, not in a civil
war but against an invasion, not for lands and
revenues and power, not to abolish anybody’s God,
but for their lives—and more than their lives—
for the right to live those lives in decency.

Jo Davidson, ever the plastic historian, saw
these things. He had his comfortable, safe, honored
life. He threw aside the whole business and, in
Spain, out of the nobility and greatness of his
art, he modeled these heads of great and noble
people.



Sheldon Dick ) " Arden Gallery h Sheldon Dick

Colonel Juan Modesto Guilloto

Arden Gallery ' Sheldon Dick Arden Gallery

Julio Alvarez del Vayo Major Milton Wolff Colonel Enrique Lister




20

Reab&tg’ ?o’zum

More on “Creating Money”

To NEw Masses: John Strachey’s uncritical en-
thusiasm for the various pension plans, these
kites with leaden tails now flying the national skies,
is shocking indeed from a scholar of his past at-
tainments. How he can fail to detect the inflation-
ary character of these schemes with their ultimate
havoc upon the bellies of the working class is aston-
ishing. In California, fortunately, the workers
weren’t nearly so obtuse, or fooled by a superficial
progressivism. Certain sections of the middle class
championed the movement, that pie slice of the al-
most-dispossessed which yearned for some redis-
tribution of purchasing power with no attendant
surgery upon the profit system as a whole. Another
large part of the middle class opposed the “ham
and eggs” project, convinced by Bank of America
propaganda (specialists in crackpot monetary jug-
gling) that the idea was crackpot money juggling.
The workers held the balance of power in the elec-
tion on this issue. Proposition 25 died in almost
every industrial area. It died not because the work-
ers were influenced by reactionary propaganda, or
suspicious of sleight-of-hand, but because they rec-
ognized the veiled sales-tax feature of the plan,
and what its effect would be upon their grocery
bills. Plainly the repudiation of the pension-plan
initiative by the thoroughly advanced California
trade-union - movement could have no other inter-
pretation.

Further, how can Strachey say that “Keynes is
correct when he says that capitalism would be
workable indefinitely if the capitalists would toler-
ate a rate of rent, interest, and profit following
steadily towards zero”? Truly this is Marxism with
an Oxford accent, abstract speculation in a vacuum.
Where are the dynamics of the class struggle in
such reasoning? What of Spain, where the process
-of “steadily towards zero” commenced? Keynes is
talking into his flat don’s hat with such statements,
and Strachey, as a Marxist, should -rebuke him
sharply for it rather than quote him approvingly.
Academic chatter of this sort can only Iull the
people into inactivity in the terribly necessary fight
against fascism.

New York City. JouN BRIGHT.

0 NEw Masses: As I understand his argument,

Strachey is not discussing a monetary operation
carried out at the instance of monopoly-capital to
-overcome a capitalist crisis. If he were, I have no
doubt that he would discuss the usual results of
such operations, including a rise in the cost of liv-
ing. He is concerned primarily with the imperative
human need to increase mass purchasing power.
And he recognizes that without some immediate
redistribution, recurring crises will stimulate the
move towards a fascist setup to protect profits and
stifle resistance. This to my mind is an important
distinction. Redistribution, as illustrated by govern-
ment spending for relief and works projects, does
actually result in increasing mass buying power.
There is no indication, on the other hand, that
printing press inflation would accomplish the same
result.

Your conclusion that devaluation of the dollar
presented “proof of a practical kind” that this “in-
flationary” operation raised profits 6 percent dur-
ing the 1933-35 period while it increased living
costs by the same percentage does not seem well
founded. Abandoning the gold standard has prac-
tically no effect upon the internal economy of the
United States. Furthermore, we know from the re-

cord that the original course of the so-called “New
Deal” gave definite aid to capital. Under NRA,
anti-trust laws were shelved, employer groups were
permitted to get together to stimulate and carry out
price increases, and the burden of taxation was
shifted still further to the shoulders of the lower
middle and working-class groups. These were much
more potent influences in the boosting of corporate
profits than the much publicized devaluation. And
to my mind, consideration of these facts is much
more important to NEw MaAsses readers than a re-
hash of the ordinary economist’s views.

New York City. JAMES MILLER.

To New Masses: It is my belief that Strachey is
right in the debate with NEw Masses on “the
central problem of our day,” the problem of increas-
ing the purchasing power of the people within the
framework of capitalism. That is my belief, at least,
concerning the form which the debate has taken
so far.

I feel that by dismissing Strachey’s argument as
an “inflationary nostrum,” you have merely labeled
it, without answering it by any reasoned argument.
You have yet to show exactly why Strachey’s pro-
posal is an “inflationary nostrum.”

On page 66 of Hope in America, there is the
statement that “A government, when it creates new
money, is doing nothing more nor less than the
banking system does every day of its life.” The
pages around this assertion give reasons to back it
up—of coursé admittedly sketchy, in line with the
nature of the book.

To me, it would have been highly sensible of the
government to have financed most of its recent ex-
penditures of billions by issuing credit itself instead
of paying the banks interest for doing this. With
excess reserves in the private banking system at an
enormous level, and little lending to private indus-
try because of the deep-seated depression, it is clear
that morey loaned to the government is money
which would otherwise be “idle.” And so this
creating of purchasing power would lead to infla-
tion just as much as if the government created it.
If inflation were a danger, we would have it either
way. Why, therefore, is Strachey’s policy an “in-
flationary nostrum,” while the present policy of bor-
rowing is to be considered “sound”?

Akron, Ohio. SUE BOLAND.

To NEew Masses: Mr. Strachey’s article was very
much of a surprise; especially so since we were
told that in it he was going ‘“to expand this germ
into a full statement of the idea.” [My italics—
M. B.]

No forward-looking person will take exception
to Mr. Strachey’s contention that for the progressive
movement to succeed, it must raise the (mass)
standard of living by increasing (mass) purchasing
power really and not mominally. Again, no one
would object to Mr. Strachey’s method of ultimately
bringing about a state of full, or nearly full em-
ployment, i.e., currency inflation, if this were suffi-
cient to ultimately raise the standard of living, let
alone bring about a state of full, or nearly full
employment. It hardly need be said that we do
not want a state of full, or nearly full, employment
in conjunction with a declining standard of living,
as is the case in Nazi Germany.

Taking the article as his “full statement,” the
Marxian student of economics must state that Mr.
Strachey’s conclusions are unwarranted. In no way
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has Mr. Strachey demonstrated theoretically that
the given end would be attained. Indeed, current
history does not seem to have validated his thesis,

It is dubious whether it can be attained in a
system of contracting economy.
New York City. Max BrLoom.

To New Masses: In his reply to Bruce Minton’s
review of Hope in America, John Strachey could
hardly defend himself against the inverted snobbery
that aims to classify him merely as an expounder of
Socialist ideas to the “middle middle class.”

That patronizing and humiliating description of
Strachey’s work would sound strange in his home
country where it is safe to say that at least ten
workers to every member of the “middle middle
class” read his books. I think we do Strachey and
an increasing number of working men and women
a woeful injustice to think that the exposition of
Socialist ideas in simple, straightforward, vivid
English is necessarily limited to the “middle middle
class.”

To speak of Strachey as writing “in the language
of his special audience” is to overlook the fact that
his books have reached and influenced more people
in both the middle and working classes than those
of any other contemporary Socialist writer. Let’s be
done with these left-handed insults to the intelligence
of working people.

Wainnetka, Il Harvey O’CoNNoR.

Letters in Brief

ONGRESSMAN-ELECT VITO MARCANTONIO, national

president of the International Labor Defense,
asks support in mobilizing American aid to political
refugees in Czechoslovakia—trade-union leaders, ex-
mayors of democratic Sudeten towns, leaders of
non-fascist parties, lawyers, teachers—who have
been set adrift by the fascist occupation and are
potential victims of Hitler’s Gestapo. Their number
includes also about a thousand refugees from Berlin
and Vienna who had found a refuge in Prague
before the Munich pact. To provide immediate re-
lief for these people until asylum is found for
them in some other country, the ILD has formed
a Non-Sectarian Committee for Political Refugees,
which has as its goal the raising of $10,000 by
January 1. Contributions may be sent to the trea-
surer, Mrs. J. C. Guggenheimer, at Room 504, 112
East 19th St, New York City.

The monthly publication International Let-
ters, which publishes letters from people dealing
with their past or present experiences, incidents in
daily life and observation, and opinions and im-
pressions of current affairs, invites contributions
from NeEw Masses readers. P. A. H. Stahl is edi-
tor of the monthly, which is published in New York
City (Dept. 11, 419 East 84th St.).

We have received a copy of a telegram urging
amnesy for Peru’s five thousand political prisoners,
sent by twenty American liberals to Mme. Francisca
Benavides, wife of the president of Peru, just before
she sailed from New York for Lima aboard the ship
carrying American delegates to the Pan-American
Conference. The telegram is signed by Rockwell
Kent, Gifford Cochran, George S. Kaufman, George
Seldes, John Chamberlain, Donald Ogden Stewart,
Leane Zugsmith, Saxe Commins, Bennett Cerf, S. L.
M. Barlow, George S. Counts, Carleton Beals, Upton
Sinclair, Maxwell Stewart, John Howard Lawson,
Lydia Gibson, Langston Hughes, A. J. Isserman,
Frances Winwar, and Waldo Frank.

The American Friends of the Soviet Union an-
nounce that Quiet Flows the Don, celebrated Soviet
opera based on the novel by M. Sholokhov, will
have its American premiére, in abridged form, Sun-
day, December 4, 2:30 p.m., at the Washington
Irving High School, 16th Street and Irving Place,
New York City, under the auspices of the AFSU.
The production is in full costume with scenic effects.
There will be a narrative in English by S. N. Kour-
nakoff. The program also includes a suite of dances
by the celebrated Chernishevsky Dance Group.
Corliss Lamont, national chairman of the AFSU,
will speak on “The Soviet Union Today.”
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'The Negro and the Democratic Front

HE annual meeting of the American

I Anti-Slavery Society in May 1865 was
not a mere victory celebration. One
month after Appomattox, the leaders of the Abo-
lition movement were involved in a long and
heated debate over their future course. Wil-
liam Lloyd Garrison argued that the society
should be dissolved, since its major purpose,
emancipation, had been achieved. Wendell
Phillips and Frederick Douglass were more
realistic. They won a majority for their pro-
posal that the Abolitionists continue their
work until the Negroes were recognized un-
der the Constitution as citizens sharing equal
rights with all other citizens of the republic.
When President Grant proclaimed the adop-
tion of the Fifteenth Amendment, five years
later, Phillips shouted “To! Triumphe! Our
long work is sealed at last.” But the Aboli-
tionists, with prophetic insight, were still re-
luctant to end the existence of the Anti-
Slavery Society. They adjourned sine die.
“We sheathe no sword,” a crowd of sympa-
thizers was told at Steinway Hall. “We only
turn the front of the army upon a new foe.”

The fight of the Abolitionists is not over
now, any more than it was in 1865 or 1870.
No American who has eyes to see and heart
to feel needs to be reminded that our great
national disgrace is still with us, in new, bru-
tal, and unofficial form. The evils of share-
cropping and tenancy have replaced the evils
of formal servitude. Despite the Fifteenth
Amendment, four million Negroes of voting
age are disfranchised. There are thirteen mil-
lion Negroes in this country, but there are
less than sixty thousand Negro school-teachers.
The political, economic, and cultural oppression
of the Negro people is the ugliest reality in our
national life. This is not new. What is new
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