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Between Qurselves

HREE of the features in last

week’s issue of NM have

brought many letters. S. R,,

writing from Buffalo, ex-
presses a general opinion when he
says: “The Dutt articles were su-
perb and should undoubtedly be
printed in pamphlet form. Those of
us who cannot argue like Dutt need
Dutt to do our arguing for us.”
From Philadelphia another reader
writes: “Permit us to congratulate
you on the quality of NM during
the past year. It has been a most
difficult period and you have risen
to it magnificently.”

Perhaps the most unusual response
came from readers who warmed to
Sean O’Casey’s explanation of why
he joined the editorial board of the
London Daily Worker. “What ap-
pealed to me most,” says one reader,
T. T., of Dover, Del,, “is the folk-
quality of the writing in the O’Casey
piece. It read like a document out of
some old Irish tale, and the richness
of the language and its brilliant
imagery lent power and passion to
the simple statement of O’Casey’s
faith in the working class.”

Encomiums there were, too, for

J. Jerome’s “Laureates of Be-
trayal”: “A much-needed piece to
set the jittery liberal scribblers back
in their cupboards,” comments M.
L., of New York. “Can’t we have
more salvos like V. J. Jerome’s on
the cultural front?” asks “An Old
Subscriber,” who, by the way, is not
the same old subscriber who also
writes to the Herald Tribune.

Well, who are we that we dare
not bow to popular demand? To all
who want more and ever better
"NM’s, we urge that they turn to
the back cover of this issue. Among
the writers whose articles NM will
publish in the next several weeks
are Earl Browder, R. Palme Dutt,
J. B. S. Haldane, Alter Brody, Cor-
liss Lamont, Samuel Sillen, William
Blake, Bruce Minton, and Joshua
Kunitz, not to mention many others
who are preparing manuscripts for
these pages. These will be memo-
rable pieces on the great political,
economic, and military crisis of to-
day, and about the people who must
live through it.

Corliss Lamont will act as chair-
man of the memorial meeting com-
memorating the twentieth anniver-
sary of John Reed’s passing. Reed,
an old Masses editor and one of
the greatest of journalists, was born
in Portland, Ore., and died in Mos-
cow. Many of his old acquaintances,
friends, and associates will gather at
New York’s Manhattan Center, 34th
Street and Eighth Avenue, on Sun-
day afternoon, Oct. 20, at 2:30,

to recall his vivid personality, his
earnest faith in the future of hu-
manity under socialism. Reed died
on Oct. 17, 1920. Three days later
he would have been 33 years old;
and thus Oct. 20 is also the 53rd
anniversary of his birth. Ten Days
that Shook the World, Reed’s fa-
mous book on the Russian Revolu-
tion, was hailed by Lenin. Lenin at
the close of 1919 wrote that “With
the greatest interest and with never
slackening attention, I read John
Reed’s book, Ten Days that Shook
the World. Unreservedly do I rec-
ommend it to the workers of the
world. Here is a book which I should
like to see published in millions
of copies and translated into all lan-
guages. It gives a truthful and most
vivid exposition of the events so sig-
nificant to the comprehension of
what really is the Proletarian Revo-
lution and the dictatorship of the
proletariat. These problems are wide-
ly discussed and before one can
accept or reject these ideas he must
understand the full significance of
his decision. John Reed’s book will
undoubtedly help to clear this ques-
tion, which is the fundamental prob-
lem of the international labor move-
ment.”

Among the speakers who will
honor Reed are Earl Browder, who
will analyze his influence upon
American life; Art Young, who
worked side by side with Reed on
the old Masses; Mike Gold, who
knew Reed well; and Ruth McKen-
ney, William Blake, Marc Blitzstein,
and Maurice Becker. The famous
painting of Reed by the late Robert
Hallowell will be exhibited on the
stage of the meeting hall. You may
obtain tickets for the reserved sec-
tion in advance for 50 cents at NM’s
office, 461 Fourth Ave., the Workers
Book Shop, 50 E. 13th St., and at
Bookfair, 133 W. 44th St. Box office
prices for the meeting will be gen-

eral admission, 50 cents; reserved
rows, $1.
Our letter file contains a note

from Alexander F. Bergman, a poet
whose lines are familiar to many
readers through their publication in
NM. Mr. Bergman tells us that he
was fortunate enough to sell a poem
to another magazine; the check he
forwarded to NM for our sustain-
ing fund. Another thoughtful letter
came to us all the way from South
Africa, written by Betty Radford,
editor of the Guardian, Cape Town’s
independent democratic weekly, and
concludes with these words: “With
best wishes, and warm congratula-
tions on the best weekly in the world,
which is not an idle compliment but
in sincere appreciation of the fine

job you do.” We appreciate this high
praise from a colleague.

From the League of American
Writers comes the announcement
that James Dugan will conduct a
course at the Writers School, 381
Fourth Ave., on the recently de-
veloped technique of writing for pic-
torial magazines. The Writers
School course begins on next Mon-
day, October 7. Joseph Starobin, one
of NM’s leading writers on foreign
affairs, will lecture. on the back-
ground of current history at the Fall
session of the Workers School.

Who's Who

AJorR EvaNs FORDYCE CARLSON

has spent many years in China,
and for eighteen months accom-
panied China’s armies as an observer
for the US Navy Department. . . .
Frank J. Wallace is an economist and
writer. . . . James Morison is a free
lance labor journalist. . . . Corliss
Lamont is teaching a course on the
Philosophy of Humanism at the New
School for Social Research. ... Adam
Lapin is NM’s Washington corre-
spondent. Herbert Aptheker
is author of The Negro in the Civil
War, Negro Slave Rewolts in the
United States, and The Negro in the
American Rewolution. Isidor
Schneider is former literary editor
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Kingdom of Necessity. . . . Alexan-
der F. Bergman has contributed sev-
eral poems to NM. . .. Simon Wells
has contributed numerous critical ar-
ticles on music to other publications.

Flashbacks

MEMO on an American treason

trial: Benjamin Church, who
graduated from Harvard in 1754
and became a successful surgeon,

also possessed a “poetic fancy” and
obtained a certain reputation as a
writer. Prior to the Revolution he
was an ardent Whig and associated
with Whig leaders. He took a promi-
nent part in the Boston Tea Party.
In 1744 he was a member of the

‘revolutionary provincial congress of

Massachusetts and was appointed
surgeon general by that body. But
about this time it began to be sus-
pected that he was in the pay of
the British government, and a few
days after the Battle of Lexington
he was caught through a letter writ-
ten in cipher. On Oct. 3, 1775, he
was court-martialed and convicted in
proceedings presided over by George
Washington. . . . In another trial
which fell this week in another year
the Haymarket martyrs were sen-
tenced to death. The date was Oct.
9, 1886.
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DEAR REeaper: This is not the time to mince words. This week we

were able to say many of the things we have needed to say for a
long time and you will find them in Samuel Sillen’s article. We know
his series will set many a man straight who has puzzled, heartsick, to
understand why he has been betrayed by those writers he had so lately
believed were his writers, were honest writers, men like Malcolm
Cowley, Waldo Frank, Archibald MacLeish. We were able this week,

too, to deal with more of the fundamental issues of our time than we

have in months.

We were able to do these things because of you. Your encouraging
response to our fund appeal of last week enabled us to go to a thirty-
two-page issue this week. But only for this week: not enough has been
raised to ensure the same sized issue next week. We explained last
week that we need $6,000 immediately to meet hard-pressing creditors.
Our annual drive last spring for $25,000 fell $6,000 short. We were
able to stall off our creditors by loans and notes on the promise that
we would raise that amount later this year. And this is the time. The
creditors have come.

We feel, and we believe you do too, that it would be a setback if
we had to return to twenty-four pages next week. Each of these un-
precedentedly crowded weeks brings its new questidns to answer, its
truths that demand to be told. We need those thirty-two pages to
explain, to give ithe facts, to say the things that need to be shouted
from the housetops. America, we want to say, they are selling you
down the river; they are edging you into war. They bring fascism
in the name of fighting fascism. We cannot say all these things in
twenty-four pages. You want R. Palme Dutt again, and Sean O’Casey
again, and Ruth McKenney, and you want the rest of Sillen’s articles.
You want them regularly, but we cannot give them to you, these
laureates of the people, unless we have our full-sized magazine. You
made it possible this week. If we get $6,000 we are sure to stay on

thirty-two pages indefinitely. Will it be thirty-two pages?

The Editors

(Please turn to page 30)
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Authors of Surrender

Speaking for those who wor}’t retreat, Samuel Sillen replies to Messrs. Mumford,’ Cowley,
MacLeish, Frank, Lerner, and other laureates of betrayal. The first of a series.

. CHARACTERISTIC symptom of the war
Acrisis is the haste with which certain
intellectuals separate themselves from
convictions which, in milder times, they were
rash enough to profess. There is something
perhaps more pitiful than contemptible in
the spectacle of writers jostling one another,
in the narrow pages of the Nation and New
Republic, as they breathlessly assert the pro-
priety of their present mood. Repentance is
the fashion—as it is the price—of the mo-
ment. Journals which formerly prided them-
selves on their nonconformity plead forgive-
ness for the innocent abandon with which
they sowed wild oats, and a vast sense of
manhood invades those who identify them-
selves with the generals and financiers. In

the weekly struggle with the specter of Karl

Marx only the names of the penitents
change: Lewis Corey, Granville Hicks,
Lewis Mumford, Max Lerner, Malcolm
Cowley, Waldo Frank. They are the first
breast thumpers in the “moral conversion”
of the American people which is preached in
the columns and speeches of Dorothy Thomp-
son, Eleanor Roosevelt, Walter Lippmann,
and Archibald MacLeish.

Nobody, as yet, has quite rivalled the

sublime cynicism of the liberal Julien Benda,
who in abandoning the common people of
France to support the traitor government
during the war declared: “I welcome these
somersaults, this desire that public opinion
may forget one’s former position at any price;
it is dictated by fear of an ostracism which
would cost too much.” This is the same Benda
who once wrote a book called —T he Treason
of the Intellectuals! If some of our liberal
intellectuals are still haunted by a sense of
old-fashioned shame, their somersaults are
nevertheless real. And, what is more impor-
tant, they are landing, like Benda, with their
heads in the quicksands of fascism.
Somersaulting by liberals is a phenomenon
neither new nor surprising. ‘“The inter-
mediary, unstable, contradictory position” of
the middle-class intelligentsia, Lenin once
observed, “is reflected in the particularly
widespread acceptance in_its ranks of that
half-baked, eclectic outlook, that hash of
contradictory principles and points of view,
that tendency to climb past difficult problems
on a bridge of words and to conceal with
phrases the historic struggles between various
sections of the population, which Marx so
unmercifully castigated with sarcasm a half
century ago.” It is not the immemorial fact
of the right-about-face that has changed; it
is the character of the epoch in which the
turn takes place that has profoundly altered.
In more subdued times, the liberal intellec-
tual’s marches and counter-marches are rela-
tively harmless and shortlived. At the present

historical juncture, where the basic issues of
civilization are at stake, the decision to move
in the direction of an American fascism is
disastrous and irrevocable. Even the colossal
betrayal of the liberals in 1917, serious as it
was, shrinks into insignificance compared with
the betrayal which is undertaken today. For
it is not solely the question of war or peace
that hangs in the balance. What is even more
deeply involved, in this period of ultimate
strife, is the question of whether we are to
support monopoly capital in its drive toward
fascism or whether we are to oppose monopoly
capital in the people’s urge toward a socialist
democracy. This is the crucial issue of our
day. History will impose heavy penalties for
somersaults in the wrong direction.

Less than three years ago, the editors of -

the New Republic warned their readers that
“The truth is that these great ‘democracies’
are not Galahads who can be depended upon
to support the cause of the people. In spite
of the wide democratic forces within each,
they are still capitalist empires, in which

the forces of reaction are always strong |

enough to use national policy for their own
ends.” To be sure, the New Republic at that
time refused to support a policy calculated
to enable “the wide democratic forces”
within Britain, France, and the United States

to frustrate the disastrous appeasement pro-’

gram pursied by ‘“the forces of reaction” in
those countries. But this, at the moment, is
not the main point. Collective security was
not tried, and the failure to organize the
democratic peoples against their property-
blinded leaders enabled these leaders to pre-
cipitate the war. And of that war the New
Republic said editorially (March 2, 1938):
“Any new world war will be like the last
one, a war of competing imperialisms, and
it will end as disastrously for democracy.”
Hence, the New Republic today congratulates
the President on his assumption of extraordi-
nary power to transfer American destroyers
to Britain without the consent and certainly
without the advice of the elected representa-
tives of the people. Hence, the New Republic
today supports peacetime conscription, though,
it must be confessed, with a certain “heaviness
of heart.” Hence, the New Republic today,
instead of opposing “a war of competing im-
perialisms” that will end “disastrously for
democracy,” rushes to the support of an ad-
ministration which, with lightning speed, aban-
dons even its pretense of nonparticipation.

Archibald MacLeish, Mr. Roosevelt’s poet
laureate, also shouts loud accusations against
others in an effort to drown the embarrassing
echoes of his own past. A captain of field
artillery in the last war, Mr. MacLeish must
have known what he was talking about when
he declared, in June 1935:

With war in the offing the realistic and skeptical
journal is not read: the newspapers echo the com-
mon cry: the propaganda machinery whirls up the
dust of its own choosing. If enough people believe
that a certain type of war might be justifiable then
the War Department will see that they get that
kind of war—in print. The kind of war they have
gotten in fact they will discover for themselves
some years afterwards. . . . I should do everything
in my power to prevent the United States going to
war under any circumstances [Mr. MacLeish’s
italics]. There is only one possible position against
the menace of militarism: absolute hostility. Any
other is romantic. Any other supplies the forces
desiring war with the means of securing it.
This declaration of absolute pacifism (opposi-
tion to war ‘“under any circumstances’) is
one with which I happen to disagree; I would
support a war fought under circumstances
and leadership and for purposes similar to
those of the wars fought by the people of
Spain and China: a war of genuine defense
and liberation, a war for clearly defined
democratic ends and under clearly defined
democratic auspices. But I am impressed with
Mr. MacLeish’s shrewd prophecy that the
War Department would again, as in 1917,
provide an idealistic war in print only. “The
last war against Germany,” Mr. MacLeish
reminded his readers, “was fought to make
the world safe for democracy. The next war
against Germany might very well be fought,
as your third question suggests, to make the
world safe against Nazism.” The third ques-
tion to which Mr. MacLeish referred was
one of a series posed by the Modern Monthly
in June 1935: “Would a prospective victory
by Hitler over most of Europe move you to
urge U. S. participation in opposition to Ger-
many in order to prevent such a catastrophe?”’
Mr. MacLeish replied: ‘“No.” Today he
urges us to banish “the falsifying aid of hind-
sight” and to flock to the incendiary March
of Time film, The Ramparts We Watch,
which gives us a “true” history of the last
war. Mr. MacLeish is so anxious to give
us a war for democracy “in print”—or in
flickers—that, as Professor Charles Beard re-
cently pointed out, he denies the validity of
scientific historical evidence. And having
evolved this outrageous theory of history with-
out ‘“hindsight,” Mr. MacLeish has the per-
verse courage to attack our university scholars
as ““The Irresponsibles”! ‘

“There are great days ahead for artists,”
wrote Malcolm Cowley in Exile’s Return,
“if they can survive in the struggle and keep
their honesty of vision and learn to measure
themselves by the stature of their times.” A
noble, and for many of us in 1934, an inspir-
ing utterance. And what was Cowley’s vision
and warning? It is worth recalling even at
the risk of making Cowley more uncomfor-
table:
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The mellowness and liberalism of the present
ruling class are merely the ornaments of its pros-
perous years; in times of danger they give way
to brutality direct and unconcealed. Its cherishing
of individual freedom gives way at critical mo-
ments to a call for unquestioning blind obedience
to the State, and its fostering of science is re-
placed by the dark myths of race and war and
destiny. Eventually it threatens the complete de-
struction of culture, since its inevitable and in-
soluble self-contradictions are leading it toward
wars in which, tomorrow, not only books will be
destroyed, but the libraries that contain them, and
not only museums, universities, theatres, picture
galleries, but also the wealth by which they are
supported and the living people for whom they exist.

Well, the “tomorrow” of 1934, the “tomor-
row” that Granville Hicks, John Strachey,
Max Lerner, and the others once daringly en-
visaged, is today, right now, right here. And
Malcolm Cowley, erstwhile critic of “the
present ruling class,” especially “in times of
danger,” tells us in a review of Lewis Mum-
ford’s fascist-minded Faith for Living:

The fact might as well be faced that if we
are going to defend American democracy against
Hitler, we shall have to borrow some of Hitler’s
methods, those which made it possible for his
country to act rapidly and unitedly, on carefully
laid plans. So far I should be willing to go with

Mr. Mumford, and it is a long way. (Neaw Republic,

September 9.)

It is indeed a long way. No one will dispute
that, when it is recalled what “some of Hit-
ler’s methods” have been.

Pursuing these fascist methods to defend
democracy, the police in Britain—with whose
government the liberals are currently in-
fatuated—have seized the following books

and considered their ownership an offense-

under the Defense Regulations Act: G. E. R.
Gedye’s Fallen Bastions (published in Amer-
ica as Betrayal in Central Europe), Leonard
Woolf’s Barbarians at the Gate, Ellen Wil-
‘kinson’s The Town That Was Murdered,
two pamphlets by G. D. H. Cole, and John
Stuart Mill’s Principles of Political Economy.
(Source: the pro-government New Statesman
and Nation, Aug. 17, 1940.) And pursuing
these methods, all anti-fascist exiles deported
to the dominions are required to send their
letters to the “Prisoners of War Information
Bureau.” “And to rub home the lesson that
England is fighting for freedom,” reports
the New Statesman and Nation for August
10, “comes the news that men and women
who are released from our internment camps
are asked to sign a document, just as they
were when released from German concen-
tration camps, promising not to say anything
about the conditions of their confinement.”
Of course, the papers are “free” to print such
information, but that will hardly be a con-
solation to the anti-fascist refugees in Eng-
land whose names have been passed on to the
Nazi authorities via Switzerland on the
ground that they are classed as “prisoners
of war.” And such freedom may be little
consolation some day to those of us who would

" in the words of Lenin already quoted, is ‘“to

"of ‘loyal opposition to the corporate powers;
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suffer for our determination to retain Mal-
colm Cowley’s Exile’'s Return on our shelves.

In their haste to denounce the Marxist
analysis of society which they fumblingly
and painfully approached in the days when
it was still possible for them to face reality
with a degree of honesty, many liberals are
in effect burning their own books in advance.
Mr. MacLeish, speaking as the Librarian
of Congress, has already defined for his col-
leagues in the liberal press the “disastrous”
and unpatriotic effect of a whole generation
of anti-war writers. He has drawn a mo-
mentous distinction between that which may
be noble or true ‘‘as literature” and that
which is unhealthy for the morale, the “spir-
itual preparedness” of the state. Could the
school authorities of Olean and Binghamton,
N. Y., desire a more respectable sanction for
the principle on which they have withdrawn
and destroyed the gently critical textbooks
of Professor Rugg? ‘“While the war is on,”
Sigrid Undset announced the other day,
“literature is not a thing to talk about,”
and her view is increasingly reflected in those
colleges which have turned the campus into
a parade ground, in the publishing houses,
and in the pages of our critical journals. But
it is perhaps a little crude to insist on the
luxury of an honest literature. In the new
economy which Lewis Mumford is drawing
up for us, we must accept ‘“poverty, hardship,
wounds, and death” as our daily pay, beyond
which nothing is “to be demanded as a right.”
We must create “‘an abundance of weapons,
munitions, tanks, airplanes, warships, or still
undreamed-of pieces of armament,” and this
cannot be done “except by paring down to the
bone on every other item of consumption.”

The support of such an “economy of sacri-
fice,” the support of military conscription, of
war, of imperialism, of all the agencies which
prepare for the destruction of culture, requires
a gigantic myth, and it is the unique province
of a majority of the liberal intellectuals to
elaborate this myth. The function of the myth,

conceal with phrases the historic struggles
between various sections of the population.” In
more prosperous years, the liberals form a kind

they are vocal, bold, ironic, even bitter, and
at the same time anything but decisive. They
are past masters at blunting the edge of social
discontent. They make faces, but there is no
determination in their hearts. In the absence
of war and fascism, they make stout pro-
nouncements of their intention to resist war
and fascism, and they are able to win a mea-
sure of popular support on the basis of their
heroic rhetoric. But in times of crisis, when it
is time to put up or shut up, they shut up. Or
rather, their loyalty to the system having out-
distanced their opposition, they evolve shrill
rationalizations for the acceptance of the evils
which they formerly denounced. With a few
honorable exceptions, the sturdy opponents of
greed and war now sanctify the push toward
fascism with the myth of a crusade against
fascism. Overnight, with feverish zeal, they

reconstruct the illusion that there is a vast
community of interest between the oppressors
and the oppressed, the lynchers and the
lynched, the propertied and the dispossessed,
the Morgans and the Joads, the financiers and
the conscripts. Class differences, millions of
unemployed, a third of the nation in dire
want, the abrogation of civil liberties, sud-
denly become “trivial”’ in the face of the
“common enemy,” whom we are to fight un-
der the leadership of a Knudsen and a Stet-
tinius, and on terms laid down by them.
““The path which leads to the fascist terror
has a most attractive entrance,” wrote John
Strachey, in the days when he, like a Gran-
ville Hicks or a Malcolm Cowley, was under
the “hypnosis” of Marxism. And he added:

It is unlikely that the American movement for
the preservation of capitalism by violence and
terror will use the word fascism. The form and
name will probably be very different, but the
essential content will be the same. . . . There is
not the slightest doubt that the British and Ameri-
can capitalists, just as soon as they are thoroughly
alarmed, will organize all their forces—their physi-
cal forces—in order to attack by violence and terror
everything which threatens their position. To sup-
pose anything else is to fall a victim to the most
pitiful illusion. . . . It may well be that the workers,
if they are unprepared, will have their attention
concentrated upon the Mosley fascists, or some
similar body, while the real weapon for the de-
struction of their organizations is being quietly
forged by a “national” government. (The Menace
of Fascism, 1933.)

Today many liberals are enhancing the at-
tractiveness of the entrance. Whether their
deception, in particular instances, is uncon-
scious or deliberate, they are an instrument of
fascist policy which, in America, employs the
demagogy of “a fight against fascism.” It is
a clever demagogy because it takes into ac-
count the genuine and deep-rooted anti-fascist
sentiments of the American people and manip-
ulates them for essentially fascist purposes.
The service which the liberals can perform
for capitalism is priceless for the very reason
that they can help effect this transformation
of symbols. In 1917 the New Republic helped
Mr. Wilson and M'r. Morgan to wage a war
to end all war; in 1940 the New Republic
helps Mr. Roosevelt and Mr. Morgan to de-
vise a fascism to end all fascism.

Because fascism assumes different forms in
different countries, there are people who recog-
nize fascism four thousand miles away but
fail to identify it when it develops under their
own noses. Thus, as A. B. Magil and Henry
Stevens point out in their study:

They mechanically seek to identify fascism by
the garments which it wears in -other countries
and are unable to recognize it when it dons new
clothes. In the United States, for instance, there
are many people who on the basis of Sunday-sup-
plement accounts of Hitler and Mussolini refuse to
see the growth of fascism, unless it takes the shape
of a Man on Horseback riding down Pennsylvania
Avenue, or a megalomaniac with a little mustache,
making speeches in a big voice. But history is
richer and more varied. It does not follow stereo-
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typed formulae. Fascism takes on diverse, and fre-
quently subtle forms. (The Peril of Fascism, 1938)

Widespread illusions concerning fascism can
be best perpetuated by emphasizing its forms
rather than its essential content, as the Nazis
always recognized. And “anti-fascist” slogans
directed against certain aspects of fascism
rather than its basic class nature may effec-
tively conceal the fascist purpose of these
slogans.

But it is in this realm of basic social analy-
sis, as opposed to superficial and ineffectual
moralizing, that the bankruptcy of liberal
thinking is most clearly demonstrated. The
discovery has lately been made by Arthur Gar-
field Hays that “Economics, like God, moves
in a mysterious way its wonders to perform.”
The characteristic liberal effort of the day is
to describe fascism as some mysterious inter-
ruption in the mysterious processes of capital-
ism. For Lewis Mumford fascism is a “neu-
rosis,” for Mlax Lerner it is a “revolution in
the viability of the nation state,” for Waldo
Frank it is “the throwback of the German
psyche,” for Archibald MacLeish it is “the
revolution against.” In order to justify their
support of the imperialists within their own
country, these liberals must define fascism in
terms which will dissociate it from the proc-
esses of capitalism which operate in Britain
and America just as surely as they do in Ger-
many. They speak more and more of fascism
as a peculiar, independent doctrine and system
arising in opposition to existing capitalist so-
ciety, instead of recognizing that it is, in the
words of Palme Dutt, “the most complete ex-
pression of the whole tendency of capitalism
in decay, the final attempt to defeat the work-
ing-class revolution and organize society on
the basis of decay.” They ignore, since they
cannot refute, the Marxist analysis which
every day’s experience relentlessly confirms:

The fight against fascism is the fight against
the entire process of modern capitalism. . . . In
particular, the drive to war, in close unity with
the drive to fascist forms of organization and
preparation for war within each country, becomes
the more and more dominant character of the
present stage. . . . This tendency runs through all
capitalist countries without exception; and the ad-
vent of open fascism to power is only its final and
completed expression. (R. Palme Dutt, Fascism
and Social Rewolution, 1934.)

The horrible slaughter of populations is a
cataclysmic expression of the anarchy, decay,
and inhumanity which are inherent in the last
stages of capitalist society. This war is no
visitation from Mars. “The way of life” for
which we are being asked to fight is “the way
of life” which produced this war. The final
degeneration of liberalism is its inability, in the
face of disaster, to envisage an alternative way
for civilization. Even the ideal of a League of
Nations has contracted into a Union of Eng-
lish-Speaking Peoples. Max Lerner, while sup-
porting interventionist measures, admits that
“in doing so we must not delude ourselves into
thinking that we are entering a war between

Right and Wrong, or that we are likely to be
successful in reorganizing the world after the
war.” (My italics.) Not only is the phi-
losophy of liberalism today a merely defensive
one; there is even confusion and uncertainty
about what it is we are to defend. We must
conserve. We must hold on to the past. Not
even pie in the sky is promised, only crusts,
and we are told to congratulate ourselves that
the crusts are not, at the moment, of ersatz
materials. There is a woeful absence of cre-
ative vision.

And this, nothing else, is the nature of the
“moral crisis” which so many liberals bemoan.
They accuse the people of cynicism, indiffer-
ence, spiritual sloth. They storm at American
youth because it is more conscious of its rights
than of its “duties.” But the liberals are rail-
ing at their own impotence to formulate a
program which can enlist the fresh and abun-
dant energies of the American people, a pro-
gram, that is, which will succeed in removing

for all time the curse of war and poverty and
fascism. This impotence is inevitable. For the
system of imperialism which liberalism is up-
holding today cannot, without a suicidal abdi-
cation, offer the people the democratization of
life and the socialization of economy that will
win the loyalty and enthusiasm of the masses.
Our military experts maintain that the offen-
sive tactic is the best defense; but our political
leaders, our monopolists, and now our liberals
tell us that a wide retreat, or at best a digging
in, is the necessity of social survival. After we
have taken care of Hitler we shall put our
own house in order. But what if, in the mean-
time, the lights are put out, the pantry ran-
sacked, and the cellar turned into a concentra-
tion camp?

What if that happens? In the next article,
I shall point out that this is exactly what
Lewis Mumford, among others, thinks should
happen.

SAMUEL SILLEN.

Painting by Joseph Ilirsh
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The Army Japan Fears Most

The democratic Eighth Route Army, Major E. F. Carlson writes, is “indoctrinated with the quali-
ties of honesty, humility, selflessness, and truthfulness.’”’ A military man’s estimate and tribute.

"\HE Eighth Route Army is the mili-
tary instrument of the Chinese Com-
munist Party. It has discarded the

idea which prevails in Occidental armies that
a leader, in order to be effective, must be
accorded privileges and set on a pedestal.
Leadership is based entirely on merit. Even
the customary labels by which military cate-
gories are known in Western armies have
been discarded. The group which is cus-
tomarily known as “officers” is called “lead-
ers.” The balance of the men of the army
are known as “fighters.” Leaders who com-
mand a unit the size of a brigade, or larger,
are referred to as ‘‘commanders.”

Both leaders and fighters are indoctri-

. nated with the qualities of honesty, humil-
ity, selflessness, and truthfulness. There is
created in each individual the desire to do
what is right. It is right to perform the du-
ties which are assigned by competent author-
ity. Therefore, the desire to perform one’s
duty becomes almost an obsession.

The word of a leader carries authority
because it is universally recognized that it
is the duty of those subordinate to him to
execute his orders. When a subordinate ap-
proaches a leader of higher rank (authority)
the manner of the former is formal and he
salutes according to the custom which obtains
in Western armies. But—when the subordi-
nate is off duty he is on a basis of equality
with the leader, and the two may sit down
and chat together with the informality of
any two human beings who are on an equal

social basis. This condition of equality is.

not abused in practice, though the fact that
it exists is of great importance in maintaining
‘the morale of the army. The material con-
dition of the leader is the same as is that of
the fighter. The quality of the clothes, food,
and sleeping accommodations does not differ.

In order that the rank and file of the army
may attain political knowledge and a high
ethical standard, the system of political com-
missars is employed. Each unit of the army
has a political commissar whose authority is
equal to that of the military commander. The
commander and the commissar keep them-
selves informed of each other’s professional
activities, and they consult with each other
before major decisions are made. Training
periods for the troops are divided in the ratio
of 60 percent military instruction to 40 per-
cent political indoctrination. Troops are in-
formed of the reasons why China is fighting
Japan. They are taught to be truthful, hon-
est, and selfless. They learn that the patient
acceptance of hardship and privation is a
form of self-sacrifice, and that self-sacrifice
is the price of progress. The illiterate are
taught to read and write. They unite in the
singing of patriotic songs. Each company has

a club in which opportunities are provided
individuals to express themselves.

The rules and regulations for the govern-
ment of the army are as follows, although
here again persuasion is the guiding principle:

Major Rules
1. Execute the anti-Japanese patriotic principles.
2. Execute the instructions of higher leaders.
3. Do not take the smallest thing from the people.

Minor Rules

1. Ask permission before entering a house. Be-
fore leaving, thank the occupants for their courtesy
and ask them if they are satisfied with the con-
dition of the house.

2. Keep the house clean.

3. Speak kindly to the people.

4. Pay for everything that you use, at the market
price. .
5. Return all borrowed articles,

6. Pay for all articles which the army has broken
or destroyed.

7. Do not commit a nuisance (dig latrines).

8. Do not kill or rob the captives.

Some of these rules would appear to us of
the West as unnecessary. It must be remem-
bered, however, that one of the main sources
of the unpopularity of armies in China has
been the contempt of ‘“‘war lord” armies for
the rights and property of civilians.

The forms of punishment are mild when
compared to the types which obtain in West-
ern armies. They are five in number: (1)
criticism by leaders; (2) self-criticism in an
open meeting; (3) confinement to a room;
(4) relief from military duties; (5) expul-
sion from the army. Punishment is imposed in
the order named. Usually it is not necessary
to proceed beyond the second stage. Men are
prone to recognize their mistakes when they
inquire into their own attitudes and actions.

The policy of the “rule of reason’ requires
that leaders devote a considerable amount of
time to conferences with their men. That the
time is well spent is borne out by the accom-
plishments of the army. Probably no other
military organization in the world is able to
accomplish the long distances on foot, for
example, that have become routine with these
men. The reason lies in the desire which has
been created in each individual to perform his
duty. The emphasis is on volition.

Another potent force in creating universal
good will and tolerance is the emphasis which
is placed on the unimportance of material
things. The pay of the army ranges from 1
Chinese dollar per month for the fighter, to
5 dollars per month for Chu Teh, the com-
mander in chief. Thus, Chu Teh’s monthly
stipend is less than the pay of a private in the
Kuomintang armies. Each month a check is
received from the central government for the
pay of the army, computed on the scale that

is set for the Kuomintang armies. The balance
which remains after the army has been paid
according to the Eighth Route Army schedule
is used to purchase food, medical supplies, and
other items which are needed by all the units.

PATTERN OF RESISTANCE

The leaders of the Eighth Route Army feel
that China can best offset the superiority
which the Japanese enjoy in military equip-
ment and organization by developing what
they term ‘‘totalitarian resistance.” The pat-
tern is composed of three principal factors:
The regular army; the partisans—armed and
uniformed volunteers; the people, organized
on the hsien (county) basis. Partisans are
organized from the younger men in the regions
in which the army operates. Their training
and indoctrination follow that of the army.
In time they become equally efficient.

The people are organized into societies
within each hkstern under the supervision of the
magistrate, who is the chief civil officer of
the hsien. Trained political leaders direct the
political and ethical education of the societies.
The people are taught the necessity for co-
operation, and they are inspired with confi-
dence in the ability of the nation to repel the
invasion through persistent united action.
Each person receives specific instructions as
to the nature of the contribution he is to make
to the pattern of resistance. Coordination of
the activities of the groups is assured through
a chain of responsibility which runs from the
hsien to the district (ten to twelve hsien),
and thence to the provincial headquarters and
the headquarters of the army. -

An important element in the scheme is the
Village Self-Defense Corps. It is comprised
of the older men of each village and it per-
forms three major functions: (1) gathering
information of the enemy; (2) employing
measures to prevent the enemy from gaining
information of their town troops, which is
done by stationing sentries at strategic points
on the roads and requiring all travelers to
present passports signed by competent author-
ity; (3) relaying the wounded from the
battlefield back to the nearest hospital.

A self-sufficient economic system is super-
imposed. on each district of ten or twelve
hsien. 'The object is to assure that the people
within each district are provided with a
standard of living which will enable all to
exist during the emergency. A further object
is to decentralize the economy of the country
so that if the Japanese penetrate one district
the economy of the others will not be affected.
Within each district production and distribu-
tion of essential products are controlled. Mili-
tary commanders are responsible for providing
assistance for the planting and harvesting of
crops. Industrial cooperatives provide the
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necessary manufactured products. Trade with
adjacent districts is controlled, as is that with
areas which lie outside the Chinese-governed
districts behind the Japanese lines.

During the early months of the war there
were some irregular bands of Chinese who
took advantage of the collapse of civil control
in those areas which had been penetrated by
the Japanese to molest the people in their own
selfish interests. Their actions impaired the
confidence of the people in the legitimate
partisans, and they made no contribution to
the cause of Chinese resistance. The Eighth
Route Army leaders have attempted either to
convert or to eliminate these bands. If the
leaders of these irregular groups agree to
abide by the following conditions, they are
accepted by the army:

1. Agree to fight the Japanese to the end.

2. Agree to accept orders.

3. Agree to accept political training and political
leaders.

4. Agree not to harm the people.

5. Agree to balance their income and expenses. °

6. Agree to accept the pay schedule of the army.

7. Agree that all members will share the same
type of food.

8. Agree to prove their sincerity by attacking the
Japanese.

During the first year and a half of the war
the major emphasis of the effort of the Eighth
Route Army was on the broadening and
strengthening of the political base which was
being built in the people. A sound base now
exists in Shansi and Hopei provinces, and in
parts of Shensi, Chahar, and Shantung. The
original army of 45,000 has been increased to
about 500,000 through the organization of

“partisans. The speed with which this pattern

can be extended is in direct ratio to the speed
with which political and military leaders can
be trained. There are military and political
training schools at Yenan (north Shensi), in
North Shansi, and in Hopei. The course of
instruction varies from four to six months.
About ten thousand leaders can be trained

-annually.

The high ranking leaders of the Eighth
Route Army are distinguished by their hon-
esty, frankness, humility, and intelligence.
They are men who have forsworn the com-
forts and material conveniences of life be-
cause of an urge to work for a better eco-
nomic and social order for the underprivileged
of China. During the ten years of civil war
these leaders were compelled by necessity
to devise ways and means for preserving
themselves and the people they led. They
learned to place their reliance in the spon-
taneous response of human beings to just and
kindly treatment. They discovered that an
earnest and alert body of men can employ
mobility, subterfuge, and surprise to gain ad-
vantages over a sluggish though materially -
superior enemy.

Chu Teh, the commander in chief of the
army, is a master organizer and tactician.
His kindliness draws men to him, and he
is beloved by every man of the army. Chou
En-lai, who represents the army at the head-
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quarters of Chiang Kai-shek, is the scion
of a mandarin family and a man of culture
and education. He, too, is imbued with a cer-
tain nobility of character and humility of
spirit. Peng Teh-hwai, the vice commander,
is gruff in manner, but this is due to a dy-
namic quality in his character. He loathes
procrastination and imperfection and is for-
ever striving to eliminate them from the men
of the army. Liu Pei-cheng, Ho Lung, Hsu
Shang-chien, and Hsu Hai-tung are earnest
and thoughtful men, careful in their plan-
ning and swift and thorough in the execution
of plans. '

The technical organization of the three
divisions of the army corresponds to that of
the Kuomintang forces. The guerrilla style
of warfare is believed by the leaders to be
most effective in neutralizing the superiority
which Japan enjoys in modern military equip-
ment and organization. The success of this
style of warfare depends in large measure
on the possession by the guerrilla forces of
superior information regarding the enemy
strength and movements. Pitched battles with
strong enemy forces are avoided. When a
strong Japanese column invades a certain area,
the guerrilla forces move to the sides of the
line of advance, attack the flanks and rear
of the enemy, and cut his line of communi-
cation. At night the camps of the enemy are
subjected to constant rapierlike thrusts, de-
signed to disturb his rest and wear him out.
Food is removed from the countryside ahead
of his advance. Every device is employed which
will reduce his strength and efficiency with-
out undue cost to the guerrillas.

The Eighth Route Army leaders do not
contend that these tactics are decisive or that
they will - win the war. The purpose is to
protract the war and (1) make it impossible
for the Japanese ito control the country by
political means; (2) make it impossible for
Japan to exploit the natural resources of the
country; and (3) make it as difficult as pos-
sible to move supplies along the Japanese lines
of communication. Thus far they have been
successful in realizing their aims. In Shansi
Province, for example, the Japanese have
tried for two years to conquer the province,
cross the Yellow River, and invade Sian.
Their effort has been defeated by the pattern
of resistance devised and implemented by the
Eighth Route Army.

‘The combat efficiency of the army has been
greatly enhanced by the development of strong
partisan groups. When the army entered
Shansi in September 1937, it consisted of three
divisions of fifteen thousand men each. The
addition of partisans has raised the total num-
ber of men who are subject to the control
of the leaders of the army to 500,000. The
Enemy Works Department has succeeded in
bringing over to the Eighth Route Army about
five thousand Chinese - levies who were re-
cruited and trained by the Japanese in Hopei
Province.

The New Fourth Army came into being
in the spring of 1938, the work of organi-
zation taking place in eastern Kiangsi and

southern Anhwei provinces. Its commander
is Yeh Ting who, in: the days of 1926-27
when the Nationalist forces were moving
north from Canton, commanded the 24th
Division of the Fourth Route Army (Iron-
sides Army). Yeh Ting joined with Chu Teh
in the Nanchang revolt of October 1927, but
went into retirement after the abortive Can-
ton Commune of December of that year. The
field commander of the New Fourth Army
is Han Ying, who commanded the small force
which the Red Army left to cover its evacu-
ation of the Soviet areas of Kiangsi when it
started on the Long March in 1934. Han
Ying had kept his force together after that
successful operation and had continued to
resist the Kuomintang forces in eastern
Kiangsi and western Fukien until the autumn
of 1937. This force, plus former members
of the Red Army who had turned to other
pursuits after the army left Kiangsi, formed
the nucleus of the New Fourth Army. It re-
ceived its orientation from the leaders who
had made guerrilla warfare successful in
North China.

The New Fourth Army is now established
in the area between Wuhu, Nanking, Chin-
kiang, and Hangchow. Two divisions are
north of the Yangtze River. The same system
of organizing the people and recruiting par-
tisans is employed that has made the Eighth
Route Army successful in the North. Prog-
ress has been slow because of the difficulty in
securing arms and because of the poverty-
stricken condition of the country. The strength
of the army has been raised from the three
thousand men with which it was started to
about seventy thousand.

The extent to which the men of the Eighth
Route Army have broken with Chinese tra-
dition is unprecedented. Family ties have been
cut. No attempt has been made to salvage
pride at the expense of truth or efficiency.
Lethargy and procrastination are regarded as
cardinal sins. Time-honored courtesies have
been cast aside. When a new policy is con-
sidered, the questions asked are: Is it right?
Is it useful ? Will it benefit the greatest num-
ber? If these answers are in the affirmative
the policy is adopted.

The high morale and the high state of
physical fitness tend to make this army unique
in- the military organizations of the Far East.
The honesty, selflessness, and incorruptibility
of the leaders appeal to the patriotism and
noble instincts of men and women who are
not in accord with the political ideology of
the Communist group. The importance of
the influence of this group on the cause of
national salvation cannot be overestimated.
Indeed, the experiments which are being con-

ducted in education, government, and eco--

nomic organization are destined to affect the
whole of Chinese scciety when the present
conflict is over. Politically they are develop-
ing representative government; economically
they are developing a cooperative society; and
socially they are developing an equitable so-
cial order which might be termed communal.
At a time when large blocs of China’s citizens
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felt that the nation was not sufficiently strong
to resist a foreign invasion these leaders of the
Eighth Route Army pointed the way. The
results of their efforts are evident to all.

From “The Chinese Army,” by Major
Evans Fordyce Carlson, Institute of Pacific
Relations, Inquiry Series.

South American Drive

ASHINGTON is losing no time in pushing

its offensive in South America. After
utilizing the Havana agreement in the deal for
the eight British bases, the State Department
is pressing several South American nations for
military, naval and air bases on their soil.
Foremost are the negotiations with Costa Rica
for Cocos Island and with Ecuador for the
Galapagos Islands, all west of the Panama
Canal. The British Guiana base gives Ameri-
can airplanes a wide radius over northern
Brazil, Venezuela, and Colombia, but negotia-
tions are proceeding for additional concessions
on the Brazilian bulge. Simultaneously, the
chiefs of staffs of the Latin American countries
are being invited by the War Department for
discussions and tours of the Caribbean: Bo-
livian chiefs visited defense areas last week,
Goes Monteiro, Brazilian chief of staff, is due
in October. One of the little-noticed provisiens
of the Export-Import Bank’s authorization of
$500,000,000, approved by the President last
week, is the permission to financé munitions
sales to South American governments. As

much as half of the $500,000,000 will go fors -

this purpose. Simultaneously the American
drive for trade goes on, reaching especial acute-
ness in the rivalry with British business. Ar-
gentina has just extended a $130,000,000
credit to Britain, and a British mission disem-
barked in Buenos Aires at the same time that
Warren Lee Pierson, Export-Import Bank
chief, also arrived by plane for discussions of
an Argentine-American currency agreement.

In Rio de Janeiro, Jefferson Caffery, the
American ambassador, is consulting with all
the American trade atfches on the campaign
for more business. American trade to South
America jumped 64 percent in the first six
months of 1940 ; but the British are not giving
in, nor are the Germans. And because the South
American countries are hampered in their
trade with American business by unfavorable
balances, Waghington is stepping in with funds
from the Treasury, and still toys with the idea
of financing the purchase ‘of agricultural sur-
pluses. Brazil received $20,000,000 for the
development of its steel production last week,
after the United States Steel Corp. declined
to finance the venture; a big deal for stabiliz-
ing the coffee market is in the offing, a deal
with Argentina for the disposal of non-com-
petitive surpluses. While allegedly for defense
purposes, Washington is planning the purchase
of one thousand tons of Bolivian tin per
month, largely from the Hochshild interests.
Capitalist government never revealed itself
more clearly as the agency of Big Business
than in the current drive for South American
hegemony. i

&
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Crackle-Wackles Willkie

tion (which I hereby predict, single-

handed, that he won’t) it's going to be
a fearful smack in the puss to the American
advertising industry. Years now, the scien-
tists from BBD and O (Batten, Barton,
Durstine, and Osborn to you mere laymen)
and assorted other high-class emporiums of
the toothpaste, wheatie and bad-smell trade,
have been swaggering around midtown bars,
boasting that given the chance, they could
revolutionize stodgy old American politics
and elect practically anybody president, via
the proven techniques of the advertising trade.

Well, Wendell Willkie was their first
big chance, and by the looks of things, it’ll
‘be their last. American politicians will think
twice and run, not walk the next time they
see a bright young man from Fortune or a
- student of psychology from Lord and Thomas,
the well-known popularizers of the breakfast
food guaranteed to make you a wow with
the boys. Of course, in a way it’s a pity the
great experiment had to be made in 1940
with poor old Wendell, who was slated to
be the fatted calf long ago by smarter if
not better men than the boys from the ad-
vertising trade. After all, Batten and Bar-
ton may be able to sell kiddies bread by
scaring them to death five times a week with
a Gang-Buster program, but this is child’s
play compared to electing Wendell Willkie
president when the qwners of the product
have decided to string” along with Brer Fox
up in the White House.

Not that the Willkie fighters didn’t get
off to a flying start. I wasn’t in at the early
conferences held last January and February,
but it isn’t hard to guess the general ap-
proaches to the problem. The advertising boys,
being methodical, scientific types, probably
listed under the title of “Sales Resistant Fac-
tors” the Willkie drawbacks.

(A) The sheet was undoubtedly headed:
Unknown, except in radical and New Repub-
lic circles where his reputation is lousy

IF Wendell Willkie doesn’t win this elec-

(C) Only public appearance of any impor-
tance consisted of cheating the eye-teeth out
of the government and knifing TVA!!

(D) Corporation lawyer for God knows
how long, famed as rough in the chnches
among People Who Know.

(E) No schmaltz as a statesman. Have
to face people asking, “Why should HE be
president anyway ?”

(F) Labor Record! Terrible!

(G) Lives on tony upper Fifth Avenue,
comes from New York.

(H) Is a Democrat, or was anyway.
Doesn’t know any politicians except Demo-
cratic politicians. That’s bad!

Well, after the boys had drawn up this
gloomy but realistic appraisal, I can see them
in my mind’s eye breaking out the Scotch,
yelling for more soda, sharpening up the
red, blue, and green pencils (advertising men
like to use colored pencils) and settling down
to work. After all, they were used to having
nine strikes against them before they started.
Look at Crackle-Wackles. The office boy and
six stenographers, ordered to eat Crackle-
Wackles every morning for a week, unani-
mously agreed that Crackle-Wackles tasted
like kerosene, and looked like dog biscuit. But
were the scientists dismayed? No! And look
at Crackle-Wackles now, right up in the
first division, Class AAAA, Gracie Phutt’s
picture on every box, and the Crackle-
Wackles hour, with Bing Sunshine and
Gracie, a stand-by in every American home!
After Crackle-Wackles, Wendell Willkie
should be a mere falling off the log! Onward,
men!

And you must admit their preliminary
work was pretty smooth. The “Unknown”
item, of course, was easy, with the entire
American press praying hysterically for a Re-
publican candidate with more zip than Taft
and more sense than Dewey. The Common-
wealth and Southern Corp. item, on the other
hand, was a pretty tough nut all right, all
right, but the boys came flying down to Rio
with the flags fluttering and the bands play-
ing on that entry, too. Item: Mr. Willkie’s
ingenuous frankness, such as holding his first
press conference after the nomination in the
board room of Commonwealth and Southern,
right down in Wall Street. This is the well
known admit-everything technique, so success-
ful in selling Packards. “Of course it’s more
expensive!” the headline says, directly above
a lush beauty draped over a fender. Etc.

"Item: Mr. Willkie Faces the Fact, viz.,
his speeches about yes, I am being attacked
because I am a business man! Well, I am
proud to be a business man by hickory, is it
wrong for a fellow to make money? This

is the snob appeal technique, so useful in-

selling everything from cigarettes to cold
cream to extremely intimate women’s wear-
ing apparel. The general idea is simple but
terrific. The customer drools at the mouth
when she sees Mrs. August Blotz, famous

society leader and accomplished horsewoman,
puffing a Camel amid her too-amusing neo-
Victorian furniture. Next time the customer
puts her money on the line for coffin nails
she buys Camels (in theory anyway) to get
in the swim. With Willkie, the American
people are supposed to champ at the bit be-
cause they aren’t all presidents of a public

| utility. On November 5 they are supposed

to flock to the polls to vote for Wendell,
the Mrs. August Blotz of politics. To which
i(.iea, h’'mm, h’'mm.

This is all background stuff, of course.
The main scheme of the campaign was and
is hung around an idea popular not only
with the Madison Avenue public opinion
molders, but also with Herr Hitler. Put in
simple words it goes like this: people will
believe anything, no matter how big the
whopper, if you tell them often enough. In
other words: lie if you have to, but make
the Lie Colossal, otherwise it won’t stick.
The Willkie experts had plenty of experi-
ence with this technique when they came
around to the distressing little facts of their
Leader’s Ritzy Fifth Avenue, New York
background; his evil deeds with the TVA;
his stinkeroo labor record. After all, Crackle-
Woackles was sold, and I mean really sold,
under the slogan, “Don’t eat it because it's
good for you! Have a dish of Crackle-Wackles
every morning just because it’s so GOOD!”
* And if Crackle-Wackles are GOOD, then
Wendell Willkie, by gum, can be a friend
of labor, an Elwood, Ind., hometown boy
who wants to see more and more public utility
firms taken over by the people. In a way,
you have to admire the Indiana angle on
the Willkie campaign. It’s colossal! For a
man who hasn’t set foot on Hoosier soil for
nigh on to twenty years, I must say the
experts did a high grade job, putting straw
into Willkie’s artistically rumpled hair. But
the rest of the Great Deception isn’t doing
so good at current reading. Mr. Willkie is
speaking his pieces manfully, but even the
Madison Avenue boys can’t wash away that
little TVA job with a few flat statements
about brightening up the old homestead with
government electricity.

But of course I haven’t mentioned the
main difficulty with the Willkie campaign
—and it's something the Madison Avenue
gentry just can’t seem to get a handle on.
For the feeling persists among the sporting
fraternity that Wendell was hired to take a
dive. The race looks like “No Contest.”
After all, Willkie and his opposition agree
on all the main points of the campaign. They
are both pro-war, anti-labor, pro-draft, and
what have you. Not even Bruce Barton can
elect a President on the slogan, “I can do
it better!” The Willkie experts, as they come
down the home-stretch, are now frantically
engaged in trying to sell the American people
the mad notion that there IS a contest for
the Presidency of the United States.

Crackle-Wackles was easy!

(Next week, Foxie Grandpa, the Wizard
of the White House. Adv.)
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Big War, Little Dollar

Billions for arms, but who’s paying? Frank J. Wallace says look to your pay envelope. The
cost of “preparedness” comes out of your standard of living. What about real wages?

MERICAN business men admire efficiency.
- Though they rend the heavens with
protestations of loyalty to Britain,
their model for wartime America is Nazi
Germany. Naturally so, for the aims of
finance capital in both countries are very
similar. American imperialism, too, is bent
on arming, and intends to take the cost of
“preparedness” out of the living standards of
the people. Wall Street intends further to
depress these standards, increasing produc-
tion at the same time, in order to meet Ger-
man competition in the markets of the world.
All this is admitted in select company.

For example, in its issue of June 22 Busi-
ness Week published a memorandum which
had been prepared for its own staff, entitled
“The Economic Consequences of a Hitler
Peace.” In the issue of August 31 a statis-
tician of the Federal Reserve Board reproved
the editors. Their memorandum had con-
sidered the possible effects on the profits of
American business from the competition of
a Nazi-controlled Europe. But it had been
satisfled with only a vague reference to
“downward pressure on the domestic stand-
ards of living.” This, says the correspondent,
is beating around the bush: “If an ‘economic
war to the end’ is to be waged, the standard
of living in the combatant countries must
approach the same level . . . long before
‘the end’ is reached.” And since in a fascist
state that standard cannot rise much if at all,
“it seems to me, therefore, that the American
standard inevitably must decline.”

Of the last war Lenin said:

Both America and Germany “regulate economic
life” in such a manner as to create a military
prison for the workers (partly for the peasants)
and a paradise for the bankers and capitalists.
Their regulation consists in “tightening the screw”
on the workers to the extent of near famine, and
securing for the capitalists (secretly, in a reaction-
ary, bureaucratic way) larger profits than those

they had before the war.

An examination of the plans for M-Day,
a study of the increasing breaches of our civil
liberties, only sharpen the comparison of the
America of 1941 to a “military prison for
the workers” if the present plans of Ameri-
can imperialism proceed unchecked. Even if
the trade unions are permitted to exist, so
long as the Greens and Hillmans are play-
ing their role as the “labor lieutenants of
capitalism” the .costs of the war will be
saddled on the backs of the people.

That the war boom in the United States
will neither create prosperity nor solve our
unemployment was the thesis of my previous
article, “Can Armaments Bring Prosperity ?”
in New Masses of September 24. Let us
see what America’s war-brink economy will

do to the standard of living of the American
people.

Naturally we have first to determine the
level of income for a decent standard of
living. In his new book, The Bottlenecks of
Business, Thurman Arnold puts it this way:
“The minimum on which a family of three
can purchase a fair share of the goods ad-
vertised over the radio and in our better
magazines is approximately $2,500 a year.”
But only about 13 percent of American
families enjoy this income or higher, about
as many as there are in the state of New
York, according to the National Resources
Committee. And 64 percent of all American
families live on an income of $1,500 a year
or less, admittedly below the subsistence level.
In other words, that highly touted American
standard is a privilege restricted to very few
of our people now.

LOWER LIVING STANDARDS

It follows, therefore, that if the supply
of commodities is restricted either by prices
rising and carrying them out of reach or by
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their consumption in war industries, the liv-
ing standards of Americans must fall. If prices
rise and wages do not keep pace, the same
result ensues. Even if prices and wages re-
main stationary and only taxes and rents go
up, again the cost of living rises. If certain
elementary services are cut, like education for
example, that too represents a blow to living
standards. Now let us see what is going
to happen. .
Take wages first. Of course, unless we
know what the price level is, the money wages
alone have no meaning. But assume that prices
stay put. Consider that there is a vast “sur-
plus” of workers, some ten million. The great
majority of them, as I have shown in my
preceding article, can expect no jobs either
from the war industries or from an expan-
sion of consumer goods manufacturing. In
the face of such a “supply and demand” situ-
ation in available labor power, where is the
bargaining position of the working class?
Organized labor in the United States has far
to go before it can boast of bringing wages
up to a decent minimum. And only 15 per-

~

“Here it is a week since Browder's speech and Archie’s still in bed.”

Mandell
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cent of the workers are organized. Further,
what leadership can the workers expect from
the enemies within their own ranks when
prices begin to rise? There will have to be
a far more militant labor movement and the
elimination of the Quislings in labor’s ranks
for wage levels to be raised and protected
during the years ahead of us.

The wonder child of all 1940 war indus-
tries is aviation. Take Curtiss-Wright, for
example. This company made a profit of $6,-
235,969 in the first six months of 1940.
It sold $46,838,891 of planes and engines in
this period. It had unfilled orders in June
amounting to $248,668,549. Yet while the
US Department of Labor average for the
aircraft industry is 73 cents an hour, Curtiss-
Wright is paying most of its workers 55 cents
an hour. The tool makers in their Paterson
plant represent about 5 percent of the work-
ers and earn from $1.00 to $1.25 an hour.
But the rest of the workers draw from $24
to $30 a week without overtime. When Beth-
lehem Steel raised its minimum wage scales
to conform to the Walsh-Healey act and
assure its fat war contracts, that new mini-
mum was the munificent 32 cents an hour.

Wages will have to withstand many a sly
attack as well as frontal assaults. There is
talk already of a “shortage” of skilled work-
ers and with it comes the demand for the
training of apprentices. Let me list some of
the consequences of this trickery: big busi-
ness will use this phony “shortage” to em-
ploy unskilled workers at lower pay; they will
destroy union standards; they will go on to
employ more women and children at lower
rates, replacing men; this drive points up
their arguments for conscripting labor. I am
not drawing these conclusions. They were
formulated long ago by the 1917 convention
of the AFL, which faced the same propaganda
of cunning and patriotic industrialists.
The convention defined a labor shortage. It
said there is a shortage when there is a “situ-
ation in which the number of positions to
be filled exceeds the number of applications
for. work in all classes.” Apply that defini-
tion today, with 1940 productive capacity
in mind. Consider that in December 1939
American industry exceeded the top records
of production in 1929-—and with ten million
unemployed. There is no shortage of labor,
skilled or unskilled. But the revival of the
old “shortage” blues uncovers another danger
to wages lurking in the plans of finance
capital.

When papa brings home his weekly pay
envelope there’s a statistical termite inside
nibbling at the bills. It's the cost-of-living
index. Only when wages are evaluated in
terms of the price level can we determine
the “real wages”—what the money will buy.
It is here that the most insidious attack on
the standard of living breeds. Prices go up. A
few cents more on sugar. A nickel on meat.
A penny on bread. A five-dollar bill on a
suit or an overcoat. The landlord beats his
breast over the taxes and raises the rent.
And that pay envelope shrinks although the

amount remains the same or even, though
rarely, goes up a little. Basing himself on 3
study of our economy in the first imperialist
war, Addison T. Cutler, in Science & So-
ciety (Summer 1940 issue), puts it this way:

Not only must the total of production be in-
creased, but civilian consumption must be sharply
curtailed in order to permit resources, equipment,
and man power to be diverted to war production.
Under the class relations of capitalism, the owners
of the means of production are induced by profits
to devote their property to war purposes, while
the mass of the people are induced by “patriotism”
or rationing or inflation to work harder for lowered
real incomes. )

Since I am writing in the early days of
what may be the greatest armaments program
the capitalist world has ever seen, the in-
dications of the price trend are still meager.
The US Department of Labor said on Au-
gust 2 that the cost of living in thirty-two
principal cities rose 7 percent from March
to June.15. Early in September the purchas-
ing agents for American industries were re-
ported to be covering their requirements for
months ahead as they conceded that the price
rise was finally starting. The experience of
our Canadian neighbors is in point. The do-
minion is also supplying Britain with war
materials and enjoying a first-class war boom.
Accordingly the wholesale price index of in-
dustrial materials went from 65.1 in August
1939 to 78.5 in August 1940. Textiles rose
from 66.6 to 83.7 in the same period. Inci-
dentally the prices of Canadian farm products
advanced by a tiny fraction, from 61.8 to
62.8, which means that the farmers are being
hit particularly hard by the rise in the cost of
products they must buy. You can read in every
business paper a bland assumption that the
rise is on the way. And after all these house
organs of finance capital ought to know.
Their bosses have planned it. (Headline, 47n-
nalist of Sept. 5, 1940: HIGHER MEAT PRICES
EXPECTED TO EXPAND PACKERS EARNINGS.)

But never fear, children, we are going to
be “protected”
rises. That is the function of Miss Harriet
Elliott, consumer advisor on the National De-
fense Advisory Committee. And here is the
reassuring inside tip Business Week gives us
in its issue of September 7; “Whatever fears
business might have had that Miss Elliott
might turn out to be a trouble maker have
been allayed by her common sense approach
to her job. . .. Thus far the only group that
might be disappointed is the militant con-
sumer wing.” In her work, we are told, “she
wants to discourage formation of ‘amateur’
defense councils with vigilante tendencies” be-
cause they might become an organized move-
ment to fight profiteering.

HOUSING SHORTAGE

The average family spends over one-quar-
ter of its income for rent. Will the prepara-
tions for war raise the bill? The army and
navy officials estimate that housing in ex-

cess of $300,000,000 will be required at fed-

against ‘‘unreasonable” price’

eral and private armaments plants. (Inci-
dentally, the Defense Commission is quietly
trying to push the US Housing Authority
out of that picture; it’s a little too social-
minded.) Already there is a housing shortage
in towns where munitions industries are be-
ing established or enlarged. Workers in
Seattle are living in trailers. Workers are
traveling twenty and thirty miles to get to
work in the aircraft plants in California;
they cannot find homes nearer the factories.
A survey by Business Week, issue of August
31, uncovers many housing problems. About
the cities of Davenport, Moline, and Rock
Island the magazine says, “Throughout the
tri-city area rents are soaring and families
are doubling up.” Youngstown reports a short-
age so great “that shacks are being built
out of store-box materials by squatters who
have landed jobs in steel mills.” Says this
publication after citing other examples,
“Plainly, unless government controls are ex-
erted to keep the lid down, building costs
will go up sharply as the country tries to
achieve a normal ten-year plant construction
program in a year, and at the same time cre-
ate enough dwelling units to house several
million workers who migrate to staff the new
plants. Considerable increases in rental levels
will follow the defense orders that a district

receives.” i

What happens to the low rent housing
schemes? What becomes of slum clearance?
These socially useful aims are junked. New
housing will be expensive. Rents will rise in
the old. Building costs will go up despite the
efforts of Thurman Arnold, who says in
his new book, “Although the decline in the
volume of construction was conspicuously
greater than that of most other industries
during the depression which began in 1929,
the level of building material prices and of
building costs fell less than that of other
prices.” (Since Mr. Arnold has already
shelved other price-fixing prosecutions in fa-
vor of jailing trade union leaders, we can
predict with some certainty that in this “hour
of need” for new plant construction the build-
ing industry will garner its profits unscathed. )

If we can foresee no appreciable decline in
unemployment, no return of prosperity, what
about relief? Well, there’s the food stamp
plan. Milo Perkins, Surplus Marketing ad-
ministrator, estimates that five million will
be getting stamps by Christmas, and there are
still fifteen million eligible for food stamps
if Congress will provide the funds. But Con-
gress is busy voting billions for war and con-
scription. So let’s look at the standard of liv-
ing of the food stamp recipients. While those
on relief spend at present about 5 cents a
meal for food, those getting stamps spend
about 7.5 cents a meal. Meanwhile, in July
1940, there were 555,000 fewer workers on
WPA, 195,000 less on PWA, as against July
1939, representing a drop in these payrolls of
$42,000,000 for one month.

Conscription will further reduce American
living standards. Already banks and install-
ment houses are getting tight on loans to
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possible conscripts. DRAFT BILL HELPS LOAN

SHARKS is the way one business paper head-

lines it. In its August bulletin, the Interna-
tional Juridical Association points out that
there is no protection for a conscript facing
financial obligations such as a mortgage, lease,
etc. And it adds, “So-called protective clauses
for workers necessary to defense industries
may actually operate as strikebreaking ma-
chinery.” What conscription will mean in
scantier meals, worse housing, and a thousand
denials of simple comforts to households all
over the country is difficult to estimate, but
its effects will be visible enough.

SMALL BUSINESS MEN

And here let me point out to those small
business men who are whooping it up for war
that they will suffer doubly. Higher prices
will reduce their sales. Conscription will re-
lieve them of customers and reduce the buy-
ing power of many families. And as the masses
of the people feel the pinch there will be
speeded up that process which is already spell-
ing doom for the small retailer (and the
small manufacturer)—the chain stores with
their huge buying power and marketing tac-
tics will capture the lion’s share of retail
business. There’s a foretaste of that in the
rural areas. Farmers are getting for their
products 40 percent below the estimated “fair
parity price” according to the Department of
Labor release of August 2. The index of
prices received by farmers stood at 154.8 in
June of this year as against 165.3 in June
1939. What happens? The sales of Mont-
gomery Ward and Sears, Roebuck for June
were $106,417,000 against $98,070,000 for
June 1939. The mail order houses went ahead
by 8 percent, while rural sales of general mer-
chandise showed only half the gain and there
too the beneficiaries were the national and
sectional chains. There will be no prosperity
for the farmer in this war economy; instead
there must come a sharper decline in the
standard of living on the small farm.

" It is possible only to guess at what will
happen to the less material items which com-
prise our living standards. When imperialism
talks in terms of world perspectives, of what
import are playgrounds and housing and
health stations? Take education for example.
Between 1930 and 1936 the total expenditure
for education per pupil enrolled dropped from
$89.84 to $74.38. The $10,000,000 cut in the
budget for schools in New York state is a
slash of recent memory. To the warmakers

_athirst for profit and power, education and
all culture are “non-essentials.” (‘That’s what
most consumer goods industries were called
during 1917-19, and they received supplies
accordingly. )

Try as they will to blur class differences
and sing “national unity,” this armaments
program is being speeded in the interests of
those who will reap its profits and not for
the masses who will sacrifice their health,
their well-being, and possibly their very lives.
To see what will happen to the standard of
living of the American people, let us project

into the future the trends already enumerated.
How to do that? Keep in mind our vast un-
employment. Remember the impoverishment
of the majority of our farm population. Recol-
lect that neither condition obtained in 1917.
Then study what happened in 1917-20.
Frank J. WaLLACE.

Keep Cool, Boys!

¢¢ Y RIGIDAIRE division (Lord & Thomas)

F of General Motors reports that its re-
ceipt of a $20,000,000 machine gun order
will not interfere with manufacture of its
regular products. . . . Currently, Frigidaire,
intending to sell more than 600,000 refriger-

ator units this year, is engaged in a sales drive
on the theme, ‘Finish Forty Fighting.’ ”—
ddvertising news in the New York “Sun,”
September 24.

Loyal-Opposition Note
“HE [Willkie] not only insists on saying

what he believes when he speaks, but
he refuses to let what he believes remain un-
said. Nor is he deterred from doing this by
the fact that his opponent, Mr. Roosevelt,
already has advocated the same thing in which
he believes.”—Frank Kent in his column,
“The Great Game of Politics,” Baltimore
“Sun.”

Michaels

News Item—Bank of England Directors, Safe in Vault, Vote 6%,
Dividend.
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The Grand Duchy of du Pont

How the dynamite dynasty runs the state of Delaware. Mr. Willkie journeys to Wilmington.
Where men make gunpowder and whipping posts stand.

Wilmington, Del.
Y CYNICAL FRIEND remarked: “You
M don’t have to worry about Hitler’s
conquering the world. The du Ponts
will beat him to it.” He laughed and glanced
over his right shoulder at the booth where
a little woman with dark glasses was sitting.

She seemed innocuous enough, and he added:
“Everyone knows they’re in the I.G. Farben-

industrie in Germany. And Imperial Chemi- .

cals in England. And out in Borneo and the
other East Indies with US Rubber. And ever
since Eleuthere shipped over from France,
they’ve kept their hand in the old country.
Now they're opening a big office in Buenos
Aires, and everyone is studying Spanish for
the conquest of South America. Say . . . they've
got so much money that you can’t compute
it. And power? They're above parties, above
governments, and above the war.”

Down in this neck of the Delaware woods,
they don’t talk about “dynamite” or “pow-
der.” They talk about ‘“war industries.” Be-
ginning above Chester, Pa., extending ten
miles inland from the Delaware River on the
Pennsylvania side, crossing the river to the
New Jersey shore and covering an area twenty
by twenty-five miles, is the War Country—
a huge industrialized core which is now be-
ing rapidly converted into the productive cen-
ter for the vast American military machine.
The other day, contracts for $33,335,500
worth of tanks went to the Baldwin Loco-
motive Works above Chester. The great Sun
shipyards of Joseph N. Pew, Jr., are mak-
ing tankers for supply. Pusey & Jones, down
here in Wilmington, are busy with orders
for dredges. Malleable Iron Company’s Wil-
mington plant, now in process of organiza-
tion by the CIO, is making war machines.

Over the river, on the Jersey side, from
Penn’s Grove to Carney’s Point to Deep
Water, there in the heart of the du Pont
empire, production throbs with life. And also
with fear of death. Workers in this territory
have no illusions. They know how hard life
is, how small the pay, long the hours, dan-
gerous the task. Many died back in ’17 in a
great explosion, News of the Kenvil disaster
of early September sent a shudder through-
out the community. Here on the ground,
among the men and the women who must
live on the bounty of the du Ponts and their
allies, you find a fatalism. “A man’s gotta
live, ain’t he? There’s a job over there—I’d
take it if I knew how. Sure there’s a speed
up. Oh, they take precautions, all right—
they don’t want no bloody mess.- They're
smart, they are. But the way they’re build-
ing, it’s a stroke of luck no more of us are
knocked off.” ‘

You hear the drumming patter of such
comment all the way from Penn’s Grove to
Wilmington itself. For here, where the ex-

plosives are made and where plans and plots
are also conceived for the world empire of
du Pont, many things are taken for granted.
And one is that prosperity—you know the
jade—has swished around the corner of Mar-
ket Street, swinging her bag. It’s wartime,
boomtime. Elsewhere, from Addis Ababa to
the latest crater hole on Regent street, people
are being bombed to death. But here in Wil-
mington, prosperity—for those lucky enough
to get a job. :

THE WORKERS around here don’t talk
much. But they know their facts. They know
their du Ponts. They know, for instance, that
the du Pont profits speeded up during the
1914-18 war years at a rate 256 times greater
than in 1913. Keep that in mind as we wan-
der in the backyard of the Imperial Duchy
of du Pont. It is a key to what the present
war means to the du Ponts and to their plans
for ultimate world power. Keep in mind, too,
the generalized analysis which Julian Webb
gave the readers of NEw MAsSEs in the issue
of Sept. 10, 1940, the manner in which Wil-
liam S. Knudsen and Edward R. Stettinius,
General Motors and US Steel executives,
allied to Morgan and Morgan’s ally, du Pont,
have assumed command of the vast multi-
billion-dollar war production drive. And with
these thoughts in mind, let’s study closeup
the du Pont scheme of things. )

WHEREVER THE DU PONTS go, the com-
pany town goes with them. Saturday night
in a Jerseyside bar, an Italian laborer speak-
ing: “I fill in three applications. It’s all right
then, I get the job.” Over a beer, talk of how
black powder is made of men’s kidneys, lungs,
and guts. The Italian says: “They don’t want
people from the Delaware side in. the plants.
Only office people. They don’t have no unions,
just the Association. Grievance committees?
What you talking about?”

Riding in a battered motor car early Sun-
day morning over the wide Governor Printz
highway beside the river: “I’ve seen ’em come
out of the dyes buildings with faces and
clothes blue or green all over. That stuff
seeps into clothing and pores, rots your tissues
and kidneys.”

As they speak, the workers, the shape of
things to come emerges for all America, a
picture of what du Pont domination means.
To many Americans the du Pont shadow
seems slim indeed. To Wilmington it is all-
pervasive, has substance, is penetrating, moves
silently into every corner of life. It is the
word you must not say, the secret police
system which marshals opinion, softly chides,
strikes quietly and effectively. It is a paternal-
ism which offers controlled education, con-
trolled recreation, controlled life insurance.

You can’t kick, if you are a du Pont worker.
You daren’t kick.

The trick is simple. My Italian acquaint-
ance spoke of a weeding out of all possible
dissenters, a watchful spy system, a policy
which embraces to kill. Of vast stretches of
territory bought in order to keep trespassers
five, ten miles away from closely guarded
gates. Of eight years in a du Pont plant, the
average work life of the du Pont employee.
And of how, when the kidneys clog and the
heart skips beats, the du Ponts, always care-
ful to prevent their enemies from multiplying,
never fire. Slowly the worker is skidded down
the greased slide to lighter work at lower
pay, then to a layoff, then to still lighter
work, then—gently — into joblessness. The
insurance—$1500 in Metropolitan Life—
paid for by the du Ponts while he was on
the payroll, lapses now when it is most needed.
And the man, a husk, lies like chaff on the
soil, worthless.

THE pu PONTS RECOGNIZE that workers
are the base of their mighty pyramid. With-
out workers, the du Pont factories, research
laboratories, mills, mines, and offices cannot
function. The du Ponts are not stupid, in the
Ford sense. They need no service corps. They
do not seek to crush; they seek to squeeze,
gathering all the juices of the man, retaining
for their own profit all the good, tossing aside
the worthless residue. At Deep Water, at
Carney’s Point, in the Krebs paint plant, at the
laboratories where chemists are ordered to
find short cuts to higher profits, workers
speak softly, avoid strangers. Pay is somewhat
higher than elsewhere. Union organizers are
not allowed within the du Pont fortresses,
with the exception of complacent AFL build-
ing trades agents, representing workers not
employed by the du Ponts but by outside
contractors.

“We take what we get—pay. We got but
one life to give for du Pont. Of course we
take a chance . .. we can get burned by acid,
or like some, get that tetraethyl lead in our
pores or splotched with chemical dyes . . . but
after a while it’s all in a life time. . . .

SpeakING of Roosevelt’s shadow-boxing
opponent, Wendell L. Willkie—Willkie at-
tended a Commonwealth & Southern direc-
tors’ meeting here in Wilmington early this
year. C. & S. is a Delaware corporation as are
hundreds of others, for the Delaware charter
fee is a trifling sum and the Delaware legis-
lature, du Pont controlled, has never passed
a state corporation income tax. Well, after
Willkie talked business, it is said that he
drifted over to the du Pont Hotel and talked
turkey with the three brothers, Pierre S.,
Irenee, and Lammot. They asked him ques-
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tions and he gave the right answers. Wil-
mington says the three Grand Dukes of Dela-
ware O.K."d Wendie, and forthwith helped
their Morgan allies to organize his campaign
for - the Republican presidential nomination.
Word leaked out of the local telegraph office
that hundreds of those “We Want Willkie”
telegrams were sent from the du Pont Hotel
to Philadelphia’s convention hall. Donald
Morton, chief du Pont fixer in the great
eastern industrial states, visited the conven-
tion to help swing the deal. And ex-Sen.
Dan Hastings staged a comeback. The du
Ponts, you will recall, organized the Liberty
League and backed Landon in 1936. Roose-
velt swept Landon into oblivion and then set
forth to “purge” certain cantankerous sena-
‘tors, including Dan Hastings. The duPonts,
following their usual policy of absorbing and
taking mastery over their enemies, began to
move slowly and silently, as is their wont,
toward their present position inside the White
House and with their key men in the coun-
cils of state. When indiscreet Dan Hastings
blared forth against FDR, they dropped Dan
‘Hastings. But Dan reappeared inside the du
Pont preserve this year at Philadelphia, where,
it is said, he used certain unfailingly- success-
ful forms of inducement to move stubborn
delegates toward that last ballot for Willkie.
And it is also bruited that thousands of du
Pont employees wandered into the Philadel-
phia convention hall and chanted in unison
“We Want Willkie!” from the galleries.

Many ARE the offices in the vast du Pont
"building. One is a branch of Francis I. du
Pont & Co., commodities—including muni-
tions—and brokerage. Newspapers were un-
kind enough to reveal that a desk in the New
York office at No. 1 Wall St. was occupied
by Avelino Montes, Jr., an expert on how
to ship commodities—including munitions—
to certain Latin American countries and
thence to Franco’s Spain and even to Italy
and Germany. Another desk-holder is Jose
M. Mayorga, representative in America of
Juan March, the Spanish millionaire who
backed General Franco’s assault on the Span-
ish republic. Young Sefior Mayorga maintains
a town house in New York, a country home
in New Jersey. He makes, it is said, $100,000
doing something or other for the du Ponts.

IF YOU EVER NEED an easy index to the
progress of the du Pont fortunes, look up
Christiania Securities Corp., holding company
for 40 percent of the du Pont empire. The
three brothers are in it, and it is headed by
their henchmen, R. R. M., and Walter Car-
penter. CSC stock, sold over the ‘counter,
stood at 2500 before the war drive. It now is
2760 bid, 2860 asked. Among many other
corporations which it controls are Wilming-
ton’s evening Journal and morning News.
Did I hear someone say ‘“‘freedom of the
press”?

FREEDOM OF THE PRESS . . . why, even
Philadelphia’s David J. Stern was unable to

start a newspaper in Wilmington. Certain
people told him that he’d get no advertising
from Wilmington stores. Moreover the du
Pont papers hold the three press association

franchises, UP, AP and INS.

A cHEcK of directorates shows that the du
Ponts head or are prominent in all local
banks. In this fashion, they control all Wil-
mington retail business. They also own so
much land that no unfriendly industrial or-
ganization can enter Delaware. They kept
Ford from building in Wilmington, hence
his choice of Chester, Pa., as an eastern base.
On the other hand, in token of their control
of General Motors, administrative offices of
the Detroit motor firm will be moved to
Wilmington as soon as necessary building
space can be provided.

FAcCTORY WORKERS who are not on the du
Pont payroll are flocking into the CIO.
Nearly 400 employed in the Malleable Iron
plant joined last week. The du Ponts place
no obstacles in the way of union organizers
in Delaware, provided they do not try to
organize du Pont.

THE pu PoNTs BELIEVE in democracy and
maintain its forms. Voters are paid off on the
streets on Election Day, $1 and $2 a vote.
Down among the lower ranks, the Democratic
and Republican battles for jobs take on quite

.a sanguinary hue. Up above, however, it’s du

Pont vs. du Pont and all for the greater glory
of du Pont. Voters are cynical—“What I
want to know is—will I have a job if Willkie
is elected ?”

“It’s like this—the du Ponts control the
Chamber of Commerce, because du Pont
banks control business. And business men are
in the Council, so they control -the Council.
The banks own or control homes through
mortgages, lend money for building, and so
they have you coming or going. As for taxes,
Pierre S. has spent his life trying to find
loopholes in the tax laws. I know of one man
who owed a million in state income tax on
the books, but wrote it off by deducting his
federal tax. I'm not saying what his name is.
Tax surplus is supposed to go into a state
sinking fund for housing. Last year it didn’t
—the banks got the surplus as interest, and

a state housing program never saw the light .

of day.”

THE pu Pont’s crry counciL in Wil-
mington has done nothing to increase the
miserable $5.00 weekly relief allowance for
a family of five. Housing conditions in Wil-
mington’s east end are unbelievably bad. The
du Ponts have no money for the east end poor,
who live in heatless homes, with outside
toilets, shielded by seventy-five-year-old walls.

The old corner saloons, however, are well-
heated, lighted, and patronized, for they are
cheerful places in the slum gloom.

ON SATURDAY, September 21, five men
were lashed at the Farnhurst workhouse just

outside Wilmington. Four of them were
chronic lawbreakers; one was just a poor
guy who got whipped. Delaware not only
never repealed the ancient colonial law which
provides for corporal punishment; Delaware
uses this law quite frequently. But holdups
go on, and crime is not infrequent, especially
in the slum section where it isn’t always easy
to eat,

HEeap or WILMINGTON’S POLICE is Com-
missioner of Safety Cavanaugh, anti-Red ex-
pert, who was summoned from Miami to Wil-
mington. He knows all the tricks but thus far
the du Ponts have cramped his style. Their
method is to list and blacklist all dissidents, to
make it impossible for progressives to rent
halls, to send them out to the woods when they
seek a permit for a street meeting. Speech is
thus free, the right to assembly permitted, and
everything is hunky-dory in Wilmington—for
the record.

ALTHOUGH FIGURES never lie, Wilming-
ton is truly the richest city per capita in the
US, yet the average person is poor. The trick
is accomplished by adding the vast income of
the small group of du Ponts and their execu-
tives to the city’s total wealth and then
dividing by the total population. But the du
Ponts will never share their wealth in that
fashion.

Srowwry, As You sPEND TIME in Wilming-
ton, the shape of the du Pont scheme emerges.
From the great mansions down to the hum-
blest ancient brick houses, all things are dic-
tated by the needs of du Pont, all except the
will of workers. The workers, when they
can meet, when they and the union come
together, are eager to join hands. They look
forward to the coming of an organizing drive
in chemicals by John L. Lewis’ own United
Mine Workers of America. For they recog-
nize that the only power which can restore
to them their democracy and successfully chal-
lenge the du Pont system of industrial au-
thoritarianism is industrial democracy, trade
unionism of the kind that has changed the
face of Detroit, of McKeesport, and of
many another American town during recent
years.

If in Wilmington may be seen the shape of
things to come—a possible authoritarian dic-
tatorship of the du Pont type for all America
—there may also be seen the future union
city. The taxi driver said: “I work thirteen
hours a day. Sure we’d join the union, the
whole bunch of us. But they ought to organize
the other two companies, too. Then we’d all
be sure of better pay and shorter hours.” The
old-timer, who had lost most of his teeth,
told me: “You can get a job over there in the
shipyards. Say you're a skilled helper. Re-
member, skilled. There’s no place for the
unskilled . . . anywhere. I worked up at Ford
—that’s hell—and over at du Pont, too.
That’s a special kind of hell. Union? It oughta
be...itoughtabe....”

JamEes Morison.
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In Socialist America—II

Corliss Lamont’s views on how socialist planning would operate in the USA. His reply to the
query: ‘“Would there be but one party in America if socialism comes?’”’ Other questions answered.

UESTION : In Russia there is only one
party. That does not seem to me to be
very democratic. Would there be but one

party in the United States should socialism
be established here?

In the first place, I want to repeat what I have
said before in this series: that it is wrong to assume
that every feature of Soviet socialism is going to
be duplicated in the socialism of America and other
countries. The more general and fundamental prin-
ciples of socialism must of course be established in
every nation, but their particular application will
differ somewhat in each case, depending on the
characteristic traditions, political institutions, and
economic development of the people concerned.

In the second place, yes, you are right in saying
that there is only one political party in the So-
viet Union. This is the Communist Party. Leaving
aside the complex question of precisely how far
democracy in its various forms has developed in
the USSR, except to remark that that development
has been extraordinarily far-reaching, we can ex-
plicitly assert that the existence of one party does
not necessarily imply undemocratic procedures. One
can peither wish nor expect socialist democracy in
Soviet Russia or anywhere else to follow the pat-
tern of the democracies, or rather pseudo-democra-
cies, with which the world is already acquainted.
And it is appropriate to recall that in America
itself the theory of the Founding Fathers did not
make a place for parties. Two distinct and func-
tioning political parties did not come into existence
here for a good fifteen years after the Revolution;
and George Washington was unopposed in the first
two elections for President.

7 The fact is that, as James Madison, fourth Presi-

{

dent of the United States, wrote, the most common
source of political parties “has been the. various
and unequal distribution of property,” in other
words, the class nature of society. Now when a
classless society comes into being, as under full-
fledged socialism, there disappear those different
and antagonistic class interests that constitute the
economic basis of parties under capitalism. It seems
probable to me, however, that during the transi-
tion period to complete socialism there will con-
tinue to be political parties in America, if we
succeed in carrying through that transition by
non-violent means. And it may well be that parties,
at least in form, will continue indefinitely beyond
this transition period. That is a matter which only
the future evolution of socialism in the USA can
finally determine.

Q. Your pieces on socialism are right fine,
but how do we get there, Mr. Lamont?

Well, one can’t squeeze everything into three
brief articles; and my primary purpose was to
present a general blueprint of what socialist plan-
ning would be like after it had been set up. The
problems of tranmsition to a socialist society would
demand a whole series by themselves. But as a
matter of fact I hawve been treating of these prob-
lems to some degree in certain of the previous
questions. And I hope I have made clear that even
in these tempestuous times my reasoned faith re-
mains strong in the ability of the American people

to develop and extend their very imperfect and in-
complete democracy into socialism through peaceful
and parliamentary procedures.

Whether or not my hopes in this respect are ful-
filled, the greatest need at present for the achieve-
ment of socialism is the continuous education, in
every possible form, of the American workers,
farmers, and middle class people on the economic
and cultural benefits that socialist planning would
bring to this country. For 7o method of transition
to a socialist society can be successful unless suf-
ficiently numerous elements of the population have
been won over to the socialist program.

Q. I read your articles with a good deal of in-
terest, especially the part in which you speak of
the expansion of education, the enlargement of
civil and political liberties, and especially of
cultural opportunities. I agree that this is desir-
able, but have been led to understand that un-
der socialism I would be obliged to forego any
opinions I have regarding political ideologies
unless these opinions conformed to general
Marxist principles. But suppose I believe in the
essentials of the socialist system, economic plan-
ning and abolition of the profit order, yet feel
that there should be a place in society for the
individualist, who could only be happy going
own way. What would become of me?

Contrary to the opinion of a number of radicals,
I think that we have a pretty good chance of
making the transition to socialism in the United
States, with its long and strong (though by no
means untarnished) tradition of civil liberties and
democracy, through the peaceful processes of edu-
cation and the ballot. If we are able to go ahead
in this way, no dictatorship will be necessary
here, as it has been in a nation like Soviet Russia
with its unpropitious past of czarist tyranny, semi-
feudal economy, and cultural backwardness. Yet
it is to be remembered that revolution itself, as
in the America of 1776 and the Russia of 1917,
is often an expression of the democratic spirit and
the only means of establishing true democracy.
And even the curtailment of freedom of opinion
that accompanies socialist or Communist dictator-
ship is a temporary thing, since the dictatorship
itself is temporary and withers away as soon as
the need for it ceases. In any case our American
socialist government will have to be extremely
vigilant and prepared to suppress instantly any
counter-revolutionary violence by the capitalists,
even though such suppression may entail stern and
dictatorial measures.

As an individualist only happy going his own
way, you will be at liberty under American social-
ism to disagree with Marxist principles, so long as
you do not indulge in counter-revolutionary acts.
You will also find, with genuine economic freedom
established, many more alternatives of action open
to you than under capitalism. The greatest aim of
a socialist society is to develop the highest possible
type of individuality, though I am sure you would
agree that this in itself implies certain social limi-
tations on the individual. Thus socialism rules out
individualism only in the narrow, selfish sense of

* people exploiting, harming, ruining others for the
sake of their own personal advantage. Incidentally
it is well to remember that the motto Karl Marx
chose for himself was: “Follow your own bent, no
matter what people say.”

Q. I was very much interested in your series
on socialism and how it would work in the
United States. More such articles are needed
to remind people that the fate of mankind
doesn’t depend entirely on whether England
or Germany wins the war. You have provided
an excellent antidote to the end-of-civilization-
as-we-know-it boys in emphasizing that it is
really earlier than we think and that socialism
is yet to come. I wonder whether it would be
possible for you to clear up one point. In dis-
cussing the future socialist society in the
USA you write of Congress and the President
as if their functions remained substantially
unchanged. In the Soviet Union, however, the
distinction between legislative and executive
functions has for the most part disappeared.
I recall that Marx in his Civil War in France
describes the Commune as a working body,
embodying legislative and executive duties in
one. I would appreciate it if you would discuss
this question further.

I meant to make clear in my last two articles
that under American socialism the executive func-
tions of the President and his Cabinet and the
legislative functions of Congress would be vastly
extended, because “those elected to office in a so-
cialist society will be dealing specifically with the
chief economic as well as political questions of the
day, so that economics and politics are at last
thoroughly integrated.” This does not mean that I
favor maintaining indefinitely the cumbrous ‘“sepa-
ration of powers” that is one of the distinguishing
marks between the American structure of govern-
ment and the British, for instance. But I do believe
that a distinction between legislative and executive
functions will necessarily remain. And I could not
agree with you that in the Soviet Union this dis-
tinction, which is plainly embodied in the New
Constitution, “hds for the most part disappeared,”
although the two functions have undoubtedly come
closer together there. As for the Commune, it was
a’  temporary, emergency government reacting
strongly against a corrupt and parasitic bourgeois
bureaucracy; its particular forms cannot be taken
as decisive for radical governments of a much
later stage.

I would add that socialism makes explicit an
important new dimension, as it were, in public
affairs. That is the planning function, which some
political thinkers consider part of the executive
power and others consider a separate function in
itself. I myself lean toward the latter view.

Q. I notice that you speak of a Senate and
House of Representatives, such as we have
now, in the socialist society. Does this mean
that the same sort of state boundaries will
exist; and if so, what about state barriers and
rivalries?
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This question raises a point also implicit in the
previous one. That is that in my articles I was not
purporting to describe the ideal form of govern-
ment that our American socialist society might ulti-
mately come to have. I was trying to outline a
concrete planning program that would appeal to
the American people at the present time and to
avoid complicating the issue by making far-reach-
ing proposals for changing our governmental struc-
ture.

In my picture of how planning would function
in the USA, I retained our existing structure of
forty-eight different states, making provision for
separate state Planning Commissions as well as
regional Planning Commissions covering nine groups
of states and the National Planning Commission
for the country as a whole. Undoubtedly the reten-
tion of state boundaries would create certain prob-
lems as you suggest. And I am inclined to believe
that eventually our system of socialist planning
would work better with state lines eliminated and
on the basis of broad regions differentiated accord-
ing to natural resources and economic functions.

Q. You mention a number of existing govern-
ment commissions or bureaus which we can
utilize under socialism, such as the National
Resources Planning Board and the Bureau of
Standards. Exactly what purposes do these
agencies serve now; or, rather, what people
do they serve and what would be the difference
in their functions in a socialist society ?

Most of these organizations at present serve
primarily the interests of the capitalist class in
America and do their work entirely within the
circle of presuppositions that underlie the profit
system. For instance, the complex statistics issued
by government departments every week covering
total carloadings, money in circulation, sales of
securities, and so on are compiled and made public
for the sake of helping capitalist business to make
bigger and better profits. But statistics, like plan-
ning itself, is something that can be utilized for all
sorts of different purposes, both good and bad.
Statistical research and knowledge are more im-
portant for the successful functioning of a socialist
economy than of any other. And there are few gov-
ernment or private organizations doing statistical
or planning work in  America today that could not
be transformed under socialism to serve the in-
terests of the new society and the people as a whole.

Q. You say that capitalism is the cause of war.
That I agree with. Still, I have never been
convinced that socialism guarantees peace, in-
asmuch as the Soviet Union fought against
Finland and has an extremely large army.

Certainly socialism in one country, the Soviet
Union, is not sufficient to guarantee the peace of
the entire aworld, even though year after year the
Soviet government made strenuous efforts to rule
out international war through the establishment of
the principle of collective security. However, the
governments of France and England, supported to
a considerable degree by the American govern-
ment, preferred to sabotage collective security and
to encourage fascist aggression all over the globe
in the fond hope that the fascist powers, and par-
ticularly Nazi Germany, would march against the
Soviet Union.

Though this beautiful idea seemed to fade away
last fall and to boomerang on its supporters, they
never entirely gave up the project. And the Anglo-
French tories themselves toyed for a long time with
the notion of “switching the war” by attacking the

USSR. In my opinion the Soviet moves since Sep-
tember 1939 in Poland, in Finland, in the Baltic
states, and in the Balkans have all been primarily
designed to strengthen the defensive position of the
country in the West against aggression on the part
of any possible nation or group of nations. The in-
corporation of 177,000 square miles of territory and
23,000,000 people has at the same time definitely
limited the area of fascist expansion and war-
making. In so far as Soviet socialism grows, that
in itself constitutes a most significant defeat for
fascism as well as for other forms of capitalist
imperialism.

The Soviet Union does indeed have a large army
and a great air force, backed by a united people
and a sound economy. But a lone socialist republic
in a world of aggressive capitalist states, no less
than ten of which invaded Russia shortly after the
Revolution of 1917 and tried to overthrow the new
government, has need of adequate defense. And
anyone who has followed contemporary history or
merely news dispatches over the last ten years
knows very well that Soviet fears of aggression
have not been unwarranted.

It remains to be said that the best way for any
zcountry to defend itself against fascist imperialism
is to institute a planned socialist economy in which
the main instruments of production and distribution
become the property of the people as a whole. Over
the past year we have seen again and again how
defense measures in nations like France, England,
and the United States are subordinated to the
profit motive of the capitalists; in a non-profit
system, however, we no longer have to worry over
this monkeywrench in the machinery of defense.
In any case, as the experience of France so well
demonstrates, the capitalists cannot be trusted to
defend their country against fascism. Only the real
anti-fascist and people’s government that comes
into being under socialism can develop the national
morale and democratic spirit that will ensure the
defeat of fascist aggression. ’_’_‘

Q. The pan-American conference has sug-
gested a question to me regarding your articles
on socialism. If the United States goes so-
cialist, what would happen to the Latin Ameri-
can countries? They are industrially far more
backward than the US and the form of gov-
ernment of most of them is more dictatorial
than ours. Just how will this problem be
solved? Also, what will happen to Canada
if the British empire is alive and" kicking
(however feebly) when the US goes socialist ?

Geoffrey David

If and when the United States goes socialist, the
influence of that move on the whole of Latin
America will be tremendous. It will give an im-
mense stimulus to all the anti-fascist and genuinely
democratic tendencies throughout the countries to
the south of us and do much to strengthen the
movement toward socialism in these countries. The
result, for example, in Chile, where a powerful
people’s front government is in the saddle, and in
Mexico, already quite advanced along the path of
radicalism, might well be the speedy establishment
of socialist regimes.

Since a socialist government in the US will be
definitely anti-imperialist, it will put an end to
Yankee imperialism in Latin America and also
take ‘what steps it can, without interfering in the
internal affairs of its southern neighbors, to dis-
courage other foreign imperialisms there. These
various imperialist interests, with their capitalist
exploitation of the Central and South American
peoples, are the chief factor at present in holding
back the general progress and well-being of these
peoples. The establishment of a socialist society in
the United States will also have a radicalizing effect
on Canada, and might possibly result eventually
in this British dominion’s detaching itself from the
empire and joining the US in a socialist planning
system of continental dimensions.

Coririss LAMONT.

Dual Union Threat

T THE recent convention of the American
Federation of Teachers, William Green
threatened to remove or smash those locals
which insisted on continuing a policy of pro-
gressive trade. unionism. His threats were di-
rected particularly at Local 5 of New York,
the second largest local in the country. De-
spite a popular mandate from the convention
to promote unity in the Teachers Union,
President George S. Counts and the newly
elected executive council have failed to dis-
avow Mr. Green’s wrecking tactics, On the
contrary, Professor Counts last week opened
negotiations with the apparent intention of
granting a dual union charter to a small group
which resigned from the Teachers Union in
1936 on the ground that it was “Communist”
controlled. This group, known as the Teachers
Guild, has added about 100 members to its
original 700, whereas the membesship of Local
5 has grown from 1,500 to nearly 6,000 in the
corresponding period. These figures clearly in-
dicate the views of New York school teachers
with regard to the two organizations. Local 5,
through its President Charles Hendley, has
repeated a generous offer to merge with the
Teachers Guild on a fair and proportionate
basis. Such a merger would be in the interests
of teacher unity in New York City. But the
officers of the Guild refuse to merge, insist on
a dual charter. If the Green-Counts policy
prevails against the wishes of the membership,
the ensuing split in the teachers’ ranks will be
comforting to every anti-labor and anti-educa-
tion agency in the country. At a time when
education is under fire, it would be an out-
rageous betrayal to grant a dual charter in
opposition to a courageous and progressive
union body like Local 5. Nationwide protests
from the union membership have so far re-
strained this dangerous maneuver.
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The Labor Board Stalemate

The NLRB needs a new chairman, but the President procrastinates. He seeks a hatchet man to
break the Smith-Leiserson deadlock. Complicated politics.

W ashington.

4 I \HE Labor Board is still headless, still
paralyzed by the failure of the President
to appoint a new chairman. The two

remaining members, Edwin S. Smith and

William M. Leiserson, are deadlocked. Smith

stands by the traditional policies of the Labor

Board at its best and -most uncompromising.

He believes in industrial unionism. He is op-

posed to infringements on labor’s rights in the

name of national defense. In a recent speech,

Smith said: “There are for those of us who

would fight to preserve our American democ-

racy intact, two major problems ahead. The
first and the primary task is to see that America
keeps out of the European war. The second
is to make sure that the national defense pro-
gram itself does not become an instrument by
which, short of war, the forces of reaction can
succeed in striking vital blows at democracy.”

Leiserson, on the other hand, supports the

President’s war program. He is an arch Red-

baiter. He believes in mediation and arbitra-

tion rather than in vigorous enforcement of
the Wagner act. The only agreement that the
two men seem to have reached is that they
will not try to act on crucial policy matters.

NLRB mimeograph machines turn out rou-

tine decisions. Important cases are piling up.

FDR’S DILEMMA

By appointing a new chairman, the White
House is in a position to determine the entire
future course of the board. When he named
Leiserson, the President made it fairly plain
which way the wind was blowing. Now it
will be possible for Mr. Roosevelt to give his
hatchet man on the board a clear majority.
But the problem is not as simple as all that.
The President’s difficulty is that refusal to
renominate Madden would be taken by a
large section of the labor movement as a
symbol of the administration’s desertion of
the principles of the Wagner act. This would
hardly be a desirable impression to create just
before the elections.

Edwin Smith is obviously the key man in
the situation. If Smith resigned, the President
would undoubtedly stop hesitating and re-
appoint Madden as chairman. Madden takes
his Wagner act seriously, but he has vacil-
lated between Smith and Leiserson in the
past. The President is convinced that Madden
could be handled if Leiserson were rein-
forced by a man of similar faith in the Green-
Hillman formula of having labor give away
its shirt in the name of national defense. So
various administration big shots from Fanny
Perkins down have been putting the heat on
Smith to get out, and incidentally promising
to take care of him if he is a good boy. From
all indications Smith intends to stay just
where he is until his term expires next
August.

Even if Smith refuses to quit, the President
may yet appoint Madden while Congress
recesses. This would be a kick in the face for
Leiserson, who has threatened to resign if he
must again contend with both Smith and
Madden. But it would undoubtedly be a
shrewd political move. In the long run, it is
unlikely that Madden’s appointment would
have a decisive effect on NLRB policies. The
chances of Madden’s confirmation by the
Senate, particularly if the administration
doesn’t put up much of a fight for him, are
not very good. It is thus possible for the
President to reap the advantages of appointing
Madden without the disadvantages of having
him serve. And if Leiserson should stay,
which most people here think will be the case
despite his threats to the contrary, he will be
in a position to gum the works up plenty, as
he has been doing for the past year. Besides,
Smith will have to get out in another year.

The only amusing aspect of the present sad
state of affairs at the board is the predicament
of Leiserson and some of his cohorts. Leiser-
son is fuming at the prospect of being let
down by the President, after his record as
the administration’s chief obstructionist on the
board. More precarious, and more tragi-comic,
is the case of David Saposs, Leiserson’s own
private hatchet man. For the second time, the
House Appropriations Committee has decreed
that Congress eliminate the Division of Eco-
nomic Research, which Saposs heads. Chang-
ing the name of the division to the Technical
Services Division didn’t help any. Saposs is
Jewish; he was born in Russia and he has
written about Karl Marx. That combination
has made him fair game for the tories in
Congress. And of course he is also a victim of
his own Red-baiting. The Leiserson-Saposs
whispering campaign about Labor Board Sec-
retary Nathan Witt and other alleged Reds
has boomeranged. :

A recent chapter in the story of David

- Saposs is perhaps the most revealing. Rep.

Frank Keefe, a very reactionary Wisconsin
Republican, has told, strictly off the record,
at least half the correspondents in the House
press gallery that Saposs met with him and
gave him the straight stuff, names of Com-
munists, the real inside information on the
Labor Board. The emissary who arranged the
two conferences between Saposs and Keefe was
Ralph Emerson, former legislative representa-
tive of the. National Maritime Union, who was
expelled as a shipowners’ agent. Keefe has been
wanting to appear before the Smith committee
and tell all. But in the meantime, he told his
story privately to committee members who sub-
sequently called Saposs to the witness stand.

In his testimony before the Smith com-
mittee Saposs denied that he had furnished
names of alleged Communists in his two talks

with Keefe, who is a member of the Appro-
priations subcommittee handling Labor Board
funds; Rep. Albert J. Engel, a Michigan Re-
publican and a member of the same subcom-
mittee, was present at the second conference.
Saposs hopes to get funds for his division out
of these conferences. Before the Smith com-
mittee Saposs labeled the American League
for Peace and Democracy a ‘“Communist
front” organization, and let the committee
draw its own conclusions from the fact that
Edwin Smith had been a member of the
American League. He said that the National
Lawyers Guild “has supported a large number
of Communist ideas,” and that the Dies com-
mittee showed that Nathan Witt is_a member
of the guild. But the committee made it plain
that it had a full account of the Saposs-Keefe
meetings, and was dissatisfied with this kind
of half-hearted smearing. Rep. Harry N.
Routzohn of Ohio declared that “at the time
you talked to Mr. Keefe, as we will be able
to show, you thought you were losing your
job. You then went back on everything that
you told Mr. Keefe and Mr. Engel because
you found that you were going to be kept on
your job.”

DESPITE SAPOSS

No tears need be wasted on Saposs. He has
not only helped to endanger his own job but
also weakened the position of a division neces-
sary to the Labor Board’s work. The board
can’t function without economic data. And the
division ought to be saved despite Saposs. As
for Leiserson, it would be distinctly helpful
to the board if the President would embarrass
him by nominating Madden. Such a move
would certainly not solve all the problems of
the board. But it would to some extent prevent
Leiserson from immediately consolidating his
position. It would give the labor movement a
little more time to save the board from the
process of disintegration and sabotage from
within, which at the moment seems as serious
as the danger of emasculation by amendment.

Apam Lapin.

“You’re in the Army Now”’

HE “blood, tears, toil, and sweat” lot
1 of doughboys in this war .probably will
not be lightened by the caroling of Lily
Pons and Lawrence Tibbett: their offer to
entertain conscriptees has been coolly received
by the War Department, which fears “an
overdose of recreation.” Says Col. Henry H.
Pfeil, director of a “morale division” at-
tached to the adjutant general’s department,
“In the World War many men got too much
chocolate and too many cigarettes. The se-
lective service trainees . . . must undergo
intensive training.”
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War Before the Elections?

“Closer to war than at any time since 1918.” The fascist alliance. Our policy must be: aid to
China, collaboration with the USSR. An editorial.

MERICAN historians of a happier genera-
A tion, looking backward from a brighter
future, will inquire whether it was not
in the past week that the decision to enter the
second world war was made. For our first and
most urgent deduction from the events of the
past ten days is that the American people have
been brought closer to war than at any other
time since November 1918. The agreement of
the fascist triumvirate means first of all that
in their estimation, the United States and
Great Britain are about to conclude, or have
already concluded, an alliance for joint par-
ticipation in the war. Reviewing the summer’s
events, the decisions of the Havana conference,
the exchange of eight British naval bases for
the fifty destroyers, the military understanding
with Canada—all these appear to have been
the preliminary steps of a developing liaison
between British and American imperialism.
The next steps, secretly and deliberately
worked out in advance, include a pooling of
resources so vast that the impending acquisi-
tion of bases at Singapore, New Zealand, Aus-
tralia, perhaps also on the west African coast
in exchange for submarines, light surface craft,
and long-range bombers, will be only its most
superficial manifestation.

On the day that the agreement in Berlin
was signed, the New York Herald Tribune
was shouting editorially : “We need bases. We
need military understandings with . . . Aus-
tralia and New Zealand precisely as we are
at last developing plans for military coopera-
tion with Canada in the northern Pacific. In
the meantime there can be ‘no assumption of
the defense,’ there can be no retreat.” At the
very same moment the American division of
Duff Cooper’s Ministry of Misinformation,
that modern Creel committee chairmaned by
William Allen White, was sending a “flying
squadron” of prominent citizens to see the
President. Herbert Agar, editor of the Louis-
ville Courier Journal, Maury Maverick,
mayor of San Antonio, Tex., Lewis Douglas,
the front man for Morgan, and Chester
Rowell, of the San Francisco Chronicle, came
out of a White House interview “enthusiastic-
ally encouraged” in their demand for “addi-
tional aid” to Britain. And by the “long arm
of coincidence,” no sooner did this squadron
leave but what Lord Lothian, the British
ambassador, and Walter Layton, editor of
the London Economist, called at the White
House to inform ‘the President, in the am-
bassador’s words, that “Britain needs more of
everything — and quickly.” Mark Sullivan
completes the picture with an elegiac column
in- the Herald Tribune, describing the Presi-
dent’s press conference that very afternoon.
With news of the fascist alliance coming over
the radio, Mr. Roosevelt was engaging the
newspapermen with choice witticisms, so light-

heartedly that one newspaperman, Sullivan
tells us, was prompted to remark: “If we go
to war, we go gaily. . . .” Sullivan points up
the moral by the significant allusion that “if
on the eve of the battle of Waterloo there was
a sound of revelry by night, (in Byron’s
words) it was the revelers, the British, who
won the battle next day.”

DiscussiNG the fascist agreement, Cordell
Hull observes that “in the opinion of the gov-
ernment of the United States, it does not sub-
substantially alter a situation which has existed
for several years.” It is true, of course, that
since November 1936 Germany and Japan
have enjoyed a political understanding, pre-
sumably directed against the Communist Inter-
national but actually a far more realistic
arrangement, whereby Germany was able to
revise the relations in the imperialist world
in her own favor, while Japan was enabled
to undertake her invasion of China. True,
also, Germany and Italy have since May 1939
been bound by a “pact of steel,” the military

basis of the second stage of their campaign

to redivide the imperialist world. Neverthe-
less, this new agreement must be considered as
more than a continuation of the past. It opens
a new chapter, and demarcates a new stage in
the imperialist war.

By this agreement, Germany acknowledges
that its original expectation of victory over
Great Britain in 1940 must now be revised.
The Germans are either unable or unwilling
to pay the price of a physical conquest of the
British Isles at this time, however much they
may continue to bombard its defenders. As R.
Palme Dutt observed in his memorable New
Miasses articles in midsummer, the decisive
sections of the British ruling class, desperate
as their predicament is, have preferred to sur-
render important imperial positions to their
American, rather than their German rival.
Winston Churchill has been saying just this
in all of his speeches since June 4. And the
proposals for “union now” between the British
and American empires are not only calculated
to reconcile the British people to the disasters
in which they have been plunged, but also
represent a developing perspective of further
Anglo-American collaboration, the first stage
of which would be participation in the war.

So long as he was confident of Britain’s
capitulation or conquest before winter, Herr
Hitler presumed to consider what Mr. Roose-
velt was doing as inconsequential. He has now
changed his mind. The new alliance is intended
to give American policy pause; it is clearly
calculated to influence the course of the elec-
tion campaign, to stimulate the isolationists of
the Hoover and Lindbergh variety to more
energetic political activity. At the same time,
the Germans utilize Japanese aspirations in

the south Pacific to divert American imperial-
ism from its main orientation. And in so far
as Hitler again breaks the pledge of a “quick
war”’ to the German people, and in so far as
British strength is likely to increase by the
spring, Germany is compelled to seek com-
pensations: first, the more thorough exploita-
tion of the conquered térritory plus the Danu-
bian basin; second, Italy may be expected to
renew pressure upon Greece, and develop her
campaign through Egypt toward Suez, while
continuing penetration of east Africa from
British Kenya. And Franco—he who was sup-
posed, with papal blessings, to have brought
peace to bleeding Spain—will be expected to
accommodate the fascist thrust at Gibraltar,
and participate in the general redivision of
west Africa as well.

JaraN’s PURPOSES in the new alliance are
hardly less transparent. Her militarists have
already invested a million Japanese lives in
the “China incident.” By all the canons of
business practice, they must seek new capital
with which to realize profit on the original
investment. This has been the purpose of
the fascization of Japanese life, the emer-
gence of the most responsible figures at the
Mikado’s helm, such as Prince Konoye, who
in his speech last Saturday declared “Tak-
ing internal conditions and the international
outlook into consideration, the government
decided that the triple alliance was Japan’s
best way. Our efforts will decide our fate.
No effort will be too great. I ask the people
to rise to overcome the nation’s difficulties.”

Japan endeavors by her southward drive to
encircle China from the rear, to control her
supply lines from Burma and Indo-China, to
strike in time for the rich resources of the
south Pacific. In the early stages of her cam-
paign, Japan relied on the old alliance with
Britain. For the British ruling class, by with-
drawal of troops, by handing over silver be-
longing to the Central Government, by clos-
ing the Burma road, has systematically accom-
modated Japan’s purpose, all the more so
with the developments in the west. Simul-
taneously, Japan has depended on the con-
tinual supply of copper, petroleum, cotton,
pig iron, and scrap steel from the United
States, as well as the American market for
her silk. This dependence was also not mis-
placed, for the highly democratic American
business men have not hesitated to profit from
this murderous trade, while the very devout
American government, always profuse with
verbal protests, has taken only the most re-
luctant measures to impede Japan.

Even last week, after the triple alliance
was announced, Sumner Welles in his speech
to the Cleveland Foreign Affairs Council
adopted the formula which was so charac-
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teristic of Mr. Chamberlain: “There was no
problem” he said, “which could not be peace-
fully solved through negotiation provided
there existed a sincere desire on the part of
all concerned to find an equitable and fair
-solution which would give just recognition
to the rights and real needs of all concerned.”

American imperialism does not wish to see
a redivision of east Asia in favor of Japan,
certainly not at the expense of its own in-
terests. At the same time, it does not want
to see the victory of China, with all that this
would do to encourage democracy and inde-
pendence for the colonial peoples of all Asia.
Simultaneously, American imperialism itself
prepares for active intervention in the war,
to secure a redivision of world relations in
its own favor. Japan has cleverly grasped
the triple horn of this dilemma: she stands
to gain in so far as her alliance with Ger-
many centers American attention on the
Atlantic. She speculates that the continued
diplomacy of appeasement in Washington,
advocated by the foremost ideologists of
imperialism such as Walter Lippmann, will
give her what she wants. And while Italy and
Germany can hardly assist Japan in a mili-
tary way, by pressure upon the Vichy govern-
ment in the case of Indo-China, and similar
pressure upon the Dutch in the East Indies,

they can facilitate Japan’s course and still

serve their own designs.

WITHOUT SPECULATING upon which of
these objectives will be, or can be achieved
on the part of the fascist powers, we think the
following facts emerge clearly: first, that so
far from ending, the war continues and ex-
pands, with all the terrible implications of
this fact for the peoples.of the belligerent
nations. Second, that Japanese imperialism,
more precarious than ever on its Far Eastern
limb, depends for its advance upon Washing-
ton’s sabotagé of China, and the continuing
antagonism toward the USSR. Third, that
the Mediterranean, and probably the entire
African continent become the object of open
struggle between both imperialist camps, a
struggle which is calculated to dismember
the body of the British empire while continu-
ing pressure on its brain center; fourth, and
most important for ourselves, every day it be-
comes clearer that our own ruling class is
throwing its weight into the scales, is staking
American lives and resources in anticipation
of profit and power for itself.

One year ago, the Communist movements
throughout the world warned that unless this
war were stopped, it would eventually engulf
all humankind. That prophecy was terribly
accurate, although no Marxist will rejoice
in its tragic fulfillment. As recently as Au-
gust 1, addressing the deputies to the Supreme
Soviet of that one-sixth of the earth which
remains at peace, a man called Molotov re-
marked: “The first year of the European war
is drawing to @ close, but the end of the war
is not yet in sight. It is more probable that
we are on the eve of @ new stage in the inten-
sification of the war between Germany and

Italy on the one side and England, assisted
by the United States, on the other.”

As FOrR THE POSITION of the Soviet Union:
certainly, the fact that in their ambitious new
order, the fascist dictators could not even pre-
tend to have the cooperation of the USSR
refutes again the despicable “communazi’
slander. And if, as most dispatches from Lon-
don prefer to emphasize, the new agreement
is ultimately directed against the USSR, then
what has been emphasized once more is the
complete independence of Soviet policy.

“This in itself deals a body blow to the per-

verse liberals, the social democrats, the mis-
leaders of labor whose stock-in-trade has
been the myth of Soviet dependence on one
bloc of imperialist states.

But if our basic thesis, that we are in the
midst of an intensification of imperialist
antagonisms on a world scale, is correct, it
would follow' that the USSR should be quite
confident of its continued neutrality toward
its western neighbor. In the Far East, as
Lawrence Rosinger’s penetrating study of
Soviet Far Eastern policy in September 1940
Pacific Affairs reveals, the cornerstone of
Soviet policy is support to China’s great strug-
gle for independence. Any normalization of
relations with Japan could not contradict this
basic policy, nor would it interfere with the
improvement of American relations if the
United States were really determined to sup-
port China in the realistic, whole-hearted way
that the Soviet people have. Thus, the new
agreement appears to present nothing new to
the USSR. As always, it relies on its careful
estimation of the historical forces at work, on
the ever expanding strength of its socialist
economy, on, the moral and political unity of
its 200,000,000 citizens in their seventeen
socialist republics, on the vigilance of the
armed forces which express their will.

THE GREAT NEED of this moment for
Americans is policy—a policy that will shape
America’s course, not in the interests of that
sinister handful of industrialists whose rule
has brought ruin to American life these past
ten years, but a people’s policy, a progressive
program in the interests of the great majority
of common folk. Our danger does not lie in
imminent invasion. It comes not so much from
the fascist axis as it does from the fact that
our own ruling class contributes to the spread
of this war, intoxicates itself with the quest for
profit and world preeminence, and toward such
ends, stakes our lives and resources.

A people’s government in Washington today
would seize the moment to couple forthright
measures against Japan with a manifold in-
crease in support for China. The embargo on
scrap iron becomes a mere maneuver, belated
as it is, unless we cut off Japan’s trade in pur-
chase of pig iron, copper, petroleum, cotton—
all of which she is buying in larger quantities
than ever before. The $25,000,000 loan to
China, in exchange for tungsten, is absolutely
inadequate, a drop in the bucket. If the
Export-Import bank can earmark $268,000,-
000 of its half billion-dollar authorization for

7~

21

the financing of munitions sales to Latin
Anmerica, then certainly, China—the front line
trench of democracy in Asia—deserves many
times more than the seventy million she has
received since July 1937. If the Soviet Union,
whose economy, according to Mr. G. E. R.
Gedye, is about to collapse, has been able to
extend China close to $400,000,000 in credits
since the invasion began, as well as the services
of pilots, technical advisers, and mechanics,
then the USA must do at least as much.
Such aid for China and such measures
against Japan cannot be realized without a
decisive improvement of relations with the
USSR. Common sense and national interest
demand an immediate demarche from Wash-
ington to Moscow, on the basis of increased
support to China, if no other. After all,
what have we learned from the experience
of France and Britain? Was it not the
policy of bitter hostility to the USSR which
destroyed the security of France? Was it
not the same snobbish, stubborn, bullheaded
arrogance of the British tories toward the
USSR which has pushed the British people
over the precipice of Europe? And if, as some
commentators insist, the fascist triplice directs
its shaft against both the USSR and the

United States, does not the most elementary

sense of strategy impel us to demonstrate our
solidarity with the Soviet republics?

THIS MOMENT contains the most alarming
dangers to the peace of the United States. It
demands the most energetic mobilization of
every force that stands for peace. The great
resources of protest, organization, of militancy
in American life must be tapped in a new, re-
freshed, and more determined way. Election
time is the danger period: locally and nation-
ally, the new situation demands rebuke against
every candidate who supports the trend to war,
and decisive victory for every candidate who
stands for keeping America at peace. Without
public discussion a coterie of cynical intellec-
tuals, in cahoots with the most sinister cabal of
admirals and generals, all of them in the ser-
vice of the most rapacious robber barons of big
industry, are knifing the American people in
the back. The situation demands in the words
of Earl Browder in a speech of last spring, that
we “destroy the secret of secret diplomacy, tear
the mask off, and show the true face and
meaning of all steps . . . to drag the American

- people into the universal slaughter of a dying

capitalist system . . . to watch with the great-
est vigilance the diplomatic acts of our own
government; let nothing escape the closest
examination . . . and always remember that
we cannot demand of other peoples to restrain
and control their governments unless we begin
by restraining and controlling our own.”

Eton Uhderground

(1 NDAUNTED LONDON NEWSMEN CARRY

ON BELOW STREET LEVEL; Self-Con-
tained Plant Operates So Britons Can Get
Their Cricket Scores and Other Data.”—
Headline in the Baltimore “Sun.”
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How About Jobs?

AN EDITORIAL

This editorial on unemployment and social security is the third
of a series on the issues of the election campaign.

URN the clock back to Jan. 4, 1939. A voice speaks to Con-
gress and the nation:

The united strength of a democratic nation can be mustered only
when its people, educated by modern standards to know what is going
on and where they are going, have conviction that they are receiving
as large a share of opportunity for development, as large a share of
material success and of human dignity, as they have a right to receive.

Our nation’s program of social and economic reform is therefore
a part of defense as basic as armaments themselves.

On that day, in his annual message to Congress, Franklin
D. Roosevelt spoke what was in the hearts of millions. But
the Franklin D. Roosevelt of 1940 speaks quite differently. On
September 24 he was asked at his press conference to comment
on a statement by Miss Harriet Elliott, consumer member of
the National Defense Advisory Commission, that ‘45,000,000
of us are living below the safety line right now because we
are not getting the kinds and amounts of food necessary for
strong defense.” According to a Washington dispatch by Adam
Lapin in the Daily Worker, the only New York paper that
considered the President’s remarks news fit to print, Roosevelt
“declared that the National Defense Advisory Commission must
draw a line between what is needed for the present arms program
and what the country needs over the next sixty years. Health
and education are important, the President said, but they cannot
be considered a direct part of the administration’s national
defense program.”

In those two statements is the measure of the distance the
administration has moved away from New Deal objectives.
Sixty years! Sweat and sacrifice, forget decent housing, forget
relief, forget health and education, forget adequate protection
for old age. Remember only to jump when the brass hats crack
the whip. Here is the black reality behind the glittering promise
of the 1940 New Deal.

Last week delegates to the annual convention of the Amer-
ican Bankers Association predicted an unprecedented prosperity
boom resulting from war production. The bankers’ boom is
already under way as the profits of the big corporations show.
But what about the rest of us? If we turn to President Roose-
velt, we find him looking at the country’s problems through
banker-colored glasses. In his recent informal talk to the Frank-
lin D. Roosevelt Home Club of Hyde Park, in reply to the
question: “Is there much unemployment?” the President said
that “almost everybody has got something to do.” Almost every-
body—except more than ten million American men and women,
ten million for whom capitalism has no use. This huge army
of the unemployed is with us at a time when the Federal Re-
serve Board index of industrial production hit 123 ‘in August,
only three points below the all-time high of 126 last December.
Administration economists recently sought to paint another rain-
bow, to replace those that have faded so fast, with a calculation
that by next July 1 the defense program and conscription would
absorb 4,500,000 unemployed. These figures may be good elec-
tion propaganda, but they are bad economics. The October
Etonomic Notes of the Labor Research Association points out
that the industries in which armaments orders are mainly con-

centrated—aircraft, machine tools, and steel—cannot be counted
on to provide any large number of new jobs. The aircraft in-
dustry employs a relatively small number of workers, while
both the machine tool and steel industries are already operating
at 93 percent of capacity.

How has the administration been “solving” the unemploy-
ment problem? By a ruthless slashing of relief rolls. In June
there were only 1,580,000 on WPA, a decline of about 45
percent from the 2,835,000 on WPA in June 1939. (And re-
member, the average monthly WPA wage is only $54.) While
the government appropriates fifteen billions for war purposes,
some 45,000,000 Americans (the unemployed and their families)
face a winter of stark suffering and destitution.

What about social security?  Capitalism, of course, can pro-
vide no real security for the masses of the people. Under so-
cialism in the Soviet Union unemployment was completely
abolished ten years ago without resort to armaments economy.
Today, despite the necessity for strengthening the military de-
fense of the country, one-quarter of the total Soviet budget,
or 42,875,400,000 rubles, is being devoted to social and cultural
services. Yet even under capitalism certain elementary protective
measures can be achieved. The present Social Security Act is
admitted even by the administration to be inadequate. Last
fall Social Security Administrator McNutt announced that
plans were being made for broadening and liberalizing the Social
Security Act. What became of these plans? They have gone
the way of the whole New Deal program of social reform in
the mad drive toward war. In his recent address to the teamsters’
union convention President Roosevelt said: “We must look for-
ward to certain definite things in the near future. For example,
the benefits of social security should be broadened and extended.”
How near is “the near future”? Sixty years?

The Republican platform, too, favors broadening of the Social
Security Act. Both parties agree on doing nothing about it.
The Republican record on the question of relief and social se-
curity is one that makes the ancient Roman program of bread
and circuses seem generous by comparison. The Cleveland relief
crisis of last winter was a test-tube example of what awaits
the entire country if the Republican proposal, backed by many
Democrats, for turning all relief back to the states is adopted.
But at the rate Roosevelt is liquidating the WPA, even this
difference between Republican and Democratic policy may soon
disappear.

The situation requires a totally different kind of program.
Here are a few suggestions:

Relief. Both the CIO and the Workers Alliance have urged
the expansion of WPA to provide jobs for three million workers.
The Workers Alliance also proposes a 30 percent increase in
wage scales, with $70 a month as the minimum, unemployment
assistance grants to states for local relief, extension of the Na-
tional Youth Administration and the CCC under civilian con-
trol, and passage of the American Youth Act. The only political
platform which endorses this program is that of the Communist
Party. )

Soctal Security. Unemployment insurance benefits in 1939
represented only 54 cents out of every dollar collected in con-
tributions. Many payments were for less than $6 a week. If

(Continued on page 23)
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the Social Security Act is not to undermine
purchasing power instead of bolstering it, pay-
ments and their duration must be increased.
Both the Murray bill (S 3365) sponsored by
the CIO and the McCormack bill (HR 7762)
advanced by the AFL provide for a flat dura-
tion of twenty weeks (the Communist plat-
form urges twenty-six weeks as provided in
British law), and benefits of $25 and $24 a
week respectively. For the aged both the CIO
and the Workers Alliance urge pensions of
$60 a month for single persons and $90 for
married couples. These would start at the age
of sixty instead of sixty-five as at present. The
coverage for both the unemployed and the aged
should also be broadened to include farmers
and farm laborers, domestic workers, govern-
ment employees, those working for religious,
charitable, and educational institutions, and
workers engaged in casual labor.

Can America afford this kind of relief and
social security program? The question should
rather be: can America afford to do without
it? “Our nation’s program of social and eco-
nomic reform is a part of defense as basic as
armaments themselves.” That is as true in
October 1940 as it was in January 1939.

The Right to Vote

LU HE reactionaries who are hurrying

America into a disastrous war are
afraid of the 1940 elections,” said Earl Brow-
der on September 25 in his first campaign
speech broadcast over a national radio chain.
The Communist presidential candidate placed
the independent policy of his party squarely
before the electorate when he said: “The de-
cisive majority is opposed to the course toward
militarization and war upon which Roosevelt
and Willkie have embarked. To find electoral
expression for the majority opinion, the voters
have no alternative but to break their tra-
ditional political allegiances and to turn to one
of the minority parties, among which only the
Communist Party offers a genuine alterna-
tive.”

It is to hold back this powerful swell of opin-
ion for peace that the Roosevelt administration
has launched what Browder termed ‘“‘the most
gigantic conspiracy in American history to dis-
enfranchise the American people.” Despite
President Roosevelt’s assertion in his Septem-
ber 20 address at the University of Pennsyl-
vania that “as long as periodic free elections

survive, no set of people can deny the right to
vote to any other set,” those who wish to vote
for Communist candidates are being denied the
vote in state after state. Neither Mr. Roose-
velt’s Department of Justice nor state officials
of the Democratic Party have acted to halt
fraud, mob violence, publication of blacklists,
arbitrary official action, arrests, and fixing of
exorbitant bail against Communist candidates
and signatories of nominating petitions placing
Communist candidates on the ballot. Pro-
Roosevelt Governor Olson of California is
sponsor of the recently passed ex post facto
“law” attempting to bar the Communist Party
from the ballot in that state. Mlany obvious
violations of civil liberties have gone unchal-
lenged by Roosevelt subordinates.

Despite harassment and persecution, the
Communist Party has been able to collect tens
of thousands of signatures on its nominating
petitions in all parts of the country. Outstand-
ing trade unionists, prominent churchmen,
educators, leaders in public life, local com-
mittees of progressives, many individual lib-
erals, as well as such organizations as the
National Federation for Constitutional Liber-
ties’ Committee on Election Rights—1940,
headed by novelist Dashiell Hammett, have
rallied to defend all minority rights. And
the Communist Party announces that in the
single state of New York $200,000 has been
raised for its campaign fund, a record sum in
a record period of time,

Not So Independent

HE independent committee for the re-
election of President Roosevelt has been
set up in the name of a shadow—the New
Deal. The program which was once the New
Deal has been buried by the present adminis-

_tration. What lives with grim tenacity in

W ashington today is the will of Wall Street.
Any committee, whatever its auspices, which
proposes to help bend the American people to
that will is neither independent nor pro-
gressive.

The moving spirit in the new committee
is Mayor LaGuardia, a man whose liberalism,
like that of Franklin D. Roosevelt, was a
champagne that quickly evaporated in the
heat of Europe’s war. The committee seeks
to use the prestige of a more genuine, though
highly confused person, Senator George Nor-
ris, to persuade the liberal independent voters,
on whom a Democratic victory depends, that
nothing has changed—that the Roosevelt who
in Madison Square Garden four years ago
pledged to master the forces of entrenched
greed has not been mastered by them. But
Senator Norris himself best characterized the
man whom he now supports when he warned
only a short time ago that the conscription
bill, which the President foisted on the coun-
try, would lead to dictatorship and the de-
struction of fundamental liberties.

In a statement in the name of his commit-
tee Senator Norris said :

In this crisis the American people have three
choices and only three choices for commander-in-

chief. Those choices are Browder, Willkie, and
Roosevelt. The first of these choices we need not
discuss. The second choice is the answer to the

‘prayer of the utilities monopoly. The third is the

hope of the American people.

Is it not strange that the liberal principles
for which Norris fought when he condemned
conscription and the alien registration bill,
were opposed by both Roosevelt and Willkie,
while these principles were upheld only by
the candidate whom Norris would rather not
discuss?

Barefoor Boy Willkie
WENDELL L. WiLLKIE'S “program for

agriculture,” offered at Omaha last
week, reflects the audacity of desperation.
This pet of the public utilities dares to tell
the farmers that he has no solution for the
perennial farm problem save to continue some
of the old New Deal measures (soil con-
servation, commodity loans, farm credit,

_rural electrification, crop insurance) — mea-,

sures that were not really fundamental, never
boldly applied, and are now being curtailed
or abandoned for the sake of a war that
Mr. Willkie himself wholeheartedly promotes.

"He dares to tell them that he will banish

all their troubles by restoring national pros-
perity—with a wand. In the same way he
will expand their domestic market. The “for-
eign situation” has wrecked the farm export
market but that’s Mir. Roosevelt’s fault: give
Mr. Willkie time and he will “adopt a far-
sighted foreign policy” to bring back the
market. He did not say what that policy
is; he didn’t have to—who does not know
by now that it is FDR’s policy, even includ-
ing Cordell Hull’s reciprocal trade program?

And that was all. No mention of farm
mortgages, evictions, sharecroppers, Okies and
Arkies, of adequate relief and social security
for farmers. No hint, of course, as to the
devastating effect of war economy on the
farmers and the whole American people—a
devastation which Frank J. Wallace foretells
in his article on page 12 of this issue. Little
comment is needed on the callous demagogy
of Mr. Willkie’s economics. This is not the
first time the Republican candidate has dem-
onstrated his belief in what Alfred P. Sloan,
Jr., one of his supporters, insolently calls the
“economic illiteracy” of the American people.
Mr. Sloan should be proud of his protege’s
performance at Omaha.

Threats to Labor

oHN L. Lewis spoke out boldly against two

bills which menace labor’s rights in the
name of ‘“national defense.” In letters to
legislators, he called HR 10465, which pro-
vides stiff penalties for persons who allegedly
destroy or even attempt to destroy armaments
facilities, a bill written so loosely that “its
broad language could be applied to strikes
which result in any injury or damage to prop-
erty during the course of a strike and the
severe penalties of the law applied to all the
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strikers.” This fascist measure has already
been passed by the House. Of HR 10495, the
so-called Home Guard bill which provides for
new units to be set up by states to replace
the ‘mobilized National Guard, Mr. Lewis
wrote “it may result in very serious abuse.
It is without any statutory restrictions as to
the purposes for which such military forces
may be used.” Lewis clearly pointed to the
possibility that such Home Guards may be
used to break strikes.

While the CIO president was demanding
that the right to strike be protected, Sidney
Hillman was telling the New York meeting
of the US Conference of Mayors how happy
he was because “there has not been a serious
interruption, strike, or stoppage” since the
National Defense Commission was established:

From his description of his plan of collabora-
tion with industry, it was clear that it would
result in the elimination of independent trade
union action and lead to the use of relief labor
to break strikes.

A few days later Hillman’s NDC labor ad-
visory committee offered a new “streamlined
job progress program” called “upgrading,” a
method of rationalizing skilled job operations
and using apprentices, CCC, NYA, and WPA
labor as a means of speeding up production in
so-called defense industries. Clearly the words
and deeds of Hillman bode no good for or-
ganized labor, in which he holds a leading
post. He stands at the opposite pole from
Lewis, who is outspoken in his demand that
labor’s right to strike be preserved under all
circumstances. .

Anniversary of Munich

EST Monday, September 30, marked the
second anniversary of the Munich agree-
ment. In its issue of October 11, 1938, NEw
Masses published a cable from R. Palme
Dutt, which must have been written one or
two days after Chamberlain returned from
his meeting with Hitler. Said Mr. Dutt:

The continuous dream of British policy, of the
Four Power Pact, appears on the surface realized.
But in the real relations of power it is a very dif-
ferent Four Power Pact from that of which Britain
dreamt, The British aim of the Four Power Pact
has been the aim of the consolidation of European
reaction, with the power of France and Germany
balanced under British hegemony and with the
point turned against the Soviet Union and eventu-

“They [the thirteen liberated colonies] chose to work with the British against all the other empires because they
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found that in spite of many irritations and quarrels, the British and American
interests in this hemisphere were most nearly the

same.”—W alter Lippmann.
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ally against the United States. But France has been
reduced to extreme weakness and inferiority by
British policy. Britain is in consequence isolated
and in a weak position before the Berlin-Rome
axis; and the effective leadership is, as a result,
in the hands of Hitler.

Chamberlain may dream that Hitler will turn
the power which British capitulation has surren-
dered into his hands against the Soviet Union
and spare Britain. Such an attempt is not excluded,
but it is by no means the greatest likelihood that
Hitler should necessarily direct his attack first
against the strongest state in the world, the one
state which has stood firm and not trembled be-
fore fascism. There are three other directions to
which Hitler may first turn his attack.

His first and most obvious line of advance is
to follow up the reduction of Czechoslovakia by
pressing forward his domination in Central, East-
ern, and Southeastern Europe up to the borders
of the Soviet Union and the Black Sea; to follow
up the Drang Nack Osten into the Balkans, lead-
ing toward the Near and Middle East, Irak, and
the old region of conflict with Britain.

The second line of attack is against France,
whose annihilation remains the aim set out in
Mein Kampf. Brétish reaction’s hostility to the
people’s front is unconcealed; and the Anglo-Ger-
man pact to the exclusion of France is the first
sign of the isolation of France. Here the attack
may in the first place follow the Spanish model
and develop initially as the assault of French re-
action in the service of Hitler against French de-
mocracy, with the aim to turn France into a vassal
state tied to Hitler.

The third line of attack now coming more and
more into the open behind all the guise of present
“friendship” is the deep and basic conflict with
Britain for the possession of the spoils of the
empire. Hitler’'s demand to Chamberlain for colo-
nies is the first direct warning of the future offen-
sive. As this offensive comes more and more openly
into view, the disquiet and division grow in the
ranks of the Conservatives. Alongside of the anger
of the popular forces against Chamberlain also rises
the anger in the Conservative ranks, seen in the
resignation of Duff Cooper and the debate in
Parliament. Chamberlain’s laurel crown of victory
is already withering on his brow and will yet turn
into his crown of thorns.

Something Rotten in Dakar?

HERE is something very, very mysterious
Tabout the incident at Dakar—that town
in French West Africa upon which British
ships suddenly opened fire, bombarded for two
days with 300 casualties, and then just as sud-
denly abandoned. In Britain, General de
Gaulle, leader of the “free Frenchmen” is be-
ing blamed, presumably because he led the
Admiralty to believe that taking Dakar would
be a pushover; in the USA, the New York
Times publishes a sharp editorial on September
26 criticizing de Gaulle and the Admiralty
for its “major blunder.” It is made to appear
that as in'Norway and Somaliland, the British
have again given their friends cause for anxiety.

‘We suspect there is much more to this story.
Nobody has satisfactorily explained why the
British Navy at Gibraltar permitted three
French cruisers to pass down the coast to
reinforce the Dakar garrison; or why, after
blasting Dakar for two days, the British sud-

denly withdrew on the ground that “it has
never been the intention of his Mlajesty’s gov-
ernment to enter into serious warlike opera-
tions against those Frenchmen who felt it their
duty to obey the commands of the Vichy gov-
ernment.” And de Gaulle is presumably “anx-
ious that he should not be the cause of blood-
shed to his fellow countrymen.” Didn’t the
British weigh the “serious warlike operation”
when the attempt upon Dakar was planned?
Did de Gaulle have scruples about shedding
the blood of his countrymen when hundreds of
French sailors lost their lives in the shelling of
the French fleet off Oran early last July?

Moreover, Washington reactions are suspi-
cious: the first dispatches reported that the
Administration was “unofficially pleased” to
learn of the British assault, since “Dakar has
been regarded as the most likely point from
which an eventual Nazi attack on Latin Amer-
ica could be launched.” But after the with-
drawal the United Press says that ‘“‘Adminis-
tration officials believed that failure . . . to
capture Dakar had moved the war several
hundred miles nearer the western hemisphere.”

NEew Masses submits the following queries
to its readers: is it possible that the British
admiralty deliberately permitted three French
cruisers to pass Gibraltar because they planned
to attack them? Is it possible that Lord
Lothian, the British ambassador, connived with
the Admiralty and the State Department to
stage a demonstration off Dakar that would
impress the American people with new and
alarming dangers to this hemisphere? Is it
possible that the British deliberately refrained
from taking Dakar, and left it in French (and
therefore German) hands, in order to pave the
way for the leasing of several British bases on
the West African coast, for example, Freetown
in Sierra Leone—which would be Roosevelt’s
first transatlantic step, equivalent to a declara-
tion of war? We wonder.

Roundup
HE War At HoMmEe: 35,700 more Na-

tional Guardsmen called for a year of
active duty—in addition to 60,500 called on
September 15. . . . Elliott Roosevelt beats the
draft by enlisting as a captain in the Specialists
Reserve of the Army. Salary, $266.67 a month.
Salary of a conscript, $21 a month for first
four months, $30 thereafter. . . . Voluntary
enlistments in army and navy go on at a rate
that proves the Burke-Wadsworth act unneces-
sary—except to brass hats of industry who
relish the registration of sixteen million cit-
izens. . . . Senator Clark of Miissouri demands
an investigation of propaganda agencies advo-
cating more aid to Britain. . . . Lawrence W.
(“Chip”) Robert resigns from the National
Democratic Committee when it is revealed
that his membership netted his architectural
firm $900,000 in government “defense” con-
tracts. . . . The hierarchy of the American
Legion convention in Boston balked a reso-
lution to preserve the Legion’s historic neu-
trality stand, and resolved instead to support
“every practicable aid to Great Britain.” The
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convention endorsed the Burke-Wadsworth
act, called for permanent universal military
training, and voted to create an “American
column” (read ‘‘vigilantes”) to fight “fifth
columns.” William Green, AFL president,
contributed to the atmosphere of hysteria in
which these resolutions were passed by fur-
thering ““aid to Britain” and pledging support
of the peacetime draft.

AND ABroAD: Norway comes fully under
the Nazi heel as the Storting is dissolved.
Major Vikdun Quisling’s National Sammlung
is the only recognized party. Communists have
been arrested and their headquarters occupied
by Nazis. . . . The Vichy government arrests
Vincent Auriol, Solomon Grumbach, Jules
Moch, and Marx Dormoy, Socialist aides of
Leon Blum, himself recently interned for Riom
trials. . . . Lord Marley, Labor Party lord
touring the US for the British Foreign Office,
promised Jews ‘“free territory” after British
victory. Like Palestine? . . . Finland “invites”
German troops for passage through the coun-
try toward the Swedish iron ore region. . .
London butter ration is cut from four to two
ounces per person per week; meat allowances
increased. . . . Costa Rica especially instructs
its diplomatic representatives in France to pro-
tect Spanish refugees facing possible deporta-
tion to Franco Spain. . . . Morale is high in
the uninvaded territories of China, although
drugs are desperately needed, especially sul-
fanilamide and sulfapyridine. Dr. Claude E.
Forkner, chairman of the China Aid Council,
200 Fifth Ave., N. Y. C,, solicits your aid.

SwWEET LAND oF LI1BERTY: Samuel Chester
May of the University of California disin-
herits his Phi Beta Kappa son, Kenneth, a
teaching assistant in mathematics, for his ac-
tivity as a Communist campaign manager in
Alameda County. Parent May is vice chair-
man of the State Defense Council. . . . Stu-
dents receiving assistance from the National
Youth Administration must take an oath of
allegiance to the government—no “young radi-
calism” wanted. . . . Eighty-three prominent
educators and clergymen protest to Attorney
General Jackson widespread violations of mi-
nority parties’ ballot rights. . . . The 151st
anniversary of the "Bill of Rights fell on
September 25, accenting current struggle for
preservation of America’s most precious
document. . . . Harry Van Arsdale, business
manager of Local 3 of the Brotherhood of
Electrical Workers, was arrested along with
four other officers of his union, on a ‘“‘riot”
charge resurrected from the statutes of 1794.
Van Arsdale’s union is conducting a strike in
Glendale, L. I., involving several hundred
men working for the Triangle Conduit &
Cable Co., a heavy beneficiary of government
defense orders.

CEensoreD: All big-money New York news-
papers (except PM, which uses no advertis-
ing) refused Friday magazine’s ad of its
expose of Henry Ford’s intimate tieup with
the Nazi bund and “Dear Fritz.” Postal
Telegraph stopped its boys from distributing
the ad in leaflet form.
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The Life of Dr. Du Bois

Herbert Aptheker reviews the autobiography of the noted Negro educator. . .. Isidor Schneider
discusses the Atlantic Prize novel, “The Family” by Nina Fedorova.

DUSK OF DAWN, by W. E. Burghardt Du Bois. Har-
court, Brace & Co. $3.

OorR more than forty years Dr. Du Bois

has been prominent in American life, espe-
cially in the activities of the Negro people.
Those who have followed his very numerous
writings know that few people wield a more
skilled and at times more truculent pen. One
naturally expects his autobiography to be a
well knit and informative work. And Dusk
of Dawn does contain some beautifully and
brilliantly written pages, particularly those
which attempt to describe the psychological
meaning of caste segregation. It offers much
information not elsewhere available on Booker
T. Washington, the Tuskegee Machine, the
history of two protest groups, the Niagara
Movement and the NAACP, and the despica-
ble attitude and actions of Woodrow Wilson
in relation to the Negro people. Very serious
misconceptions, however, greatly detract from
the book’s value.

The fundamental misconception consists of
a vulgarization and falsification of Marxism.
It is amazing and disheartening to see a man
of Du Bois’ stature repeat ancient errors
that have been corrected a thousand times
within the past sixty years. The hoary con-
fusion between Marxism and economic deter-
minism appears here, as well as a rejection
of “communism and violence,” as though the
two were synonymous or possessed a causal
relationship. At one point Du Bois describes
a young Negro as “in some ways brilliant, but
on the other hand, a communist.”

The author actually asserts that there is
no place in Marxist philosophy for the prob-
lem of nationalistic or racial prejudices, and
that “Russian communism” simply ignores
its existence. The land of the Soviets, of the
Tartars of the Volga and Crimea, the Kirghiz
and Sart of Siberia and Turkestan, the Turks
of Transcaucasia, the Kalmyks, Votyaks and
Mari, the Jews and Greeks and Poles, and (as
Du Bois should know) the Negroes too, and
a hundred other peoples all living together
with peace and love and respect—has this
new world “ignored” the national question?

These theoretical errors, of course, give
rise to errors in practice. Du Bois deprecates
the agitation that surrounded the Scottsboro
case. He feels that “quiet and careful” meth-
ods would have been of more help to the
young Negroes. “Quiet and careful” meth-
ods like those that saved—whom? Mooney?
Herndon? The Scottsboro boys themselves?
Dr. Du Bois does not hesitate to slander
the Communist Party, claiming that it con-
sidered “the actual fate of these victims a
minor matter” as compared with raising a

great noise. If the American Communist
Party had nothing to its credit but the part
it played in arousing national awareness of
the “quiet and careful” attempt by Ala-
bama’s Bourbons to murder nine youngsters,
it would still deserve boundless praise and
honor, instead of vilification and slander.

Dr. Du Bois understands now the living
fraud that was Wilson. Yet he excuses his
action in urging Negroes to vote Democratic
in 1912—instead of for Eugene V. Debs—by
saying, “I could not let the Negroes throw
away votes.” Urged on by people like Du
Bois, 100,000 Negroes voted for the “liberal”
Wilson and got a President whose anti-
Negro venom was paralleled only by slave-
holding executives. With Wilson came in-
creased degradation and oppression, imperialist
war, wholesale lynching — while Du Bois
wrote about “democracy” and “our country,”
while he saw his activities harnessed to the
point where he had to “fight even to be segre-
gated.”

What is his advice today on this life and
death issue? Surely he understands the fraud
of the “lesser evil”? Surely he recognizes the
robber nature of the present blood bath? No,
he is merely “less sure now than then of the
soundness of this war attitude. . . . I do not
know. I am puzzled.” But on revolutionary
struggle Du Bois feels no doubt. Then “war
is worse than hell,” and there is nothing to be
“puzzled” about. Happily, other Negroes have
spoken and acted differently—Douglass, Tub-

man, Garnet, Walker, Cato, Gabriel, Vesey,
Turner. And, most happily, there are Negroes
now who speak and act differently—Herndon,
Ford, Newton, Holmes, Patterson, Davis,
Wright. As one of these, Richard Wright,
has said, ‘““There is much strength in the
Negro people”; they will not always spend
it in wars that “puzzle” Dr. Du Bois.
HERBERT APTHEKER.

About White Russians

THE FAMILY, by Nina Fedorova. Atlantic Prize
Nowel. Little, Brown & Co. $2.50.

I GOT a bit of extra-curricular pleasure out
of the knowledge that a large number
of reactionaries who pick up this book by a
White Russian lady, expecting it to be smok-
ing hot against the Soviets, will be thoroughly
let down.

Not that the book is pro-Soviet. The tone
is that of a person who has decided that it is
sensible, as well as a noble gesture, to for-
give and forget. In it is an implicit acknowl-
edgment of the bitter fact that the capitalist
world which made its own bloody use of the
Whites as “defenders of civilization” proved
cold hosts to them in their dispersion. In
China, where the largest group of them set-
tled in uneasy refugee status, they were
allowed—even given a few pushes—to sink
to the bottom. Suffering the snubs of the other
Europeans, especially the long-perfected arro-
gance of the English; alternately bullied and

g

“Gosstp,” painted by Stella Buchwald and recently exhibited at the ACA Gallery,

in New York City.
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used as mercenaries by the Japanese, with
only outcast and demeaning livelihoods open
to them, the Russian Whites were provided
with sufficient new troubles to dim the old.
That is reflected in the story Mme. Fedorova
tells. The group she chooses as her charac-
ters is perhaps tco ‘“‘interesting’”’; the treat-
ment frequently drags into heavy sentiment;
but the author can make a story move, and
the novel is above average.

The chief characters are the members of
a White Russian family that manages, de-
spite torturing hardships, to keep together
and, in the pinched boarding house which
they run on a constantly teetering credit sys-
tem, to provide a haven for derelicts. First the
dominating figure is Grandma, whom adver-
sity has tempered to endure misfortune and
fitted to comfort the more unfortunate. After
Grandma’s death Mother, having been shaped
by the new bereavement and further strains,
succeeds to the older woman’s resigned peace
and steadfast usefulness.

Nevertheless, the family, together with its
unrelated accretions, breaks up. Some die
off. The eight-year-old boy, Dima, departs
with an English foster mother. The daughter,
Lida, waits to join her American sweetheart.
But significantly, Peter, the oldest son, now
the head of the family, makes his way se-
cretly back to Russia though it is Communist,
though he thinks that he does not believe
in Communism, though he expects to be dis-
covered, arrested, sent to a prison work camp,
and to endure difficult years before he is
admitted to a citizen’s participation in the life
of the country.

Does the author intend this to be sym-
bolic? Does she want to suggest that the
Russian Whites and their children, along
with slow, painful, and will-less absorption
among other peoples, will seek to make their
peace with the Soviets and somehow return?
Mme. Fedorova gives no clear clues. But
it is significant that the family’s father, who
elected to remain behind when the family
emigrated, and who secured a divorce, re-
married, and established a new, Soviet family,
is presented as neither ogre nor victim but
a good man who is happy and doing well
in the new society.

Most of -the characters in the book are
such saints or innocents that it is hard to
understand either how they could have fol-
lowed the monsters in the White Guard lead-
ership or provoked the persecutions hinted
at in the story. On the other hand the author
is unsparing in her portraits of those un-
speakables among the White Russians who
consented, for small pay and tall promises
from the Japanese, to betray the Chinese who
alone had shown them any hospitality. The
promises involved a still viler betrayal: res-
toration in Russia, with the help of Japanese
bayonets—that help to be paid for by the ces-
sion of Siberian provinces.

In the light of these things and Mme.
Fedorova’s manifest desire to write fairly and
without rancor, I wonder if certain small
bad spots are not the responsibility of the

L 444 L a4 444

TRIBUTE

000000000000 0000000000000000000000006

to

OHN REED

commemorating the 20th anniversary of his death
Oct. 20, 1887—O0ct. 17, 1920

GA-NO)

Speakers and Participants

EARL BROWDER
ART YOUNG
RUTH McKENNEY
MIKE GOLD
WILLIAM BLAKE
MAURICE BECKER
CORLISS LAMONT
SUSAN WOODRUFF

GNNO)

Special Feature
MARC BLITZSTEIN will conduct the American People’s

Chorus in a section of his new opera—

‘““NO FOR AN ANSWER’’
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MANHATTAN CENTER
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with, its population of nearly 200,000,000.

SUBSCRIBE NOW.

MOSCOW NEWS — 24-page newspaper — in-
forms you weekly of events in the Soviet Union
and major trends in international affairs. It brings
news of Soviet economic and cultural life. It
keeps you in touch with developments in Soviet
science, education, medicine and other fields.
Subscnpnon Rate—$2.00 per year; $1.00 for 6
mos.

SOVIETLAND—illustrated monthly—gives an in-
formative account of Soviet life and institutions.
Articles by foremost writers cover art, the cinema,
drama, literature, science, music, sports and many
other phases of life in the U.S.S.R.

Subscription Rate—$1.50 per year; 75c for 6 mos.

°
If you live in or visit New York, drop into our
store at 2656 Fifth Ave.,, between 28th and 29th
Sts. You will find interesting books in various
languages, current magazines, art albums, Soviet
phonograph records, etc.

°

Combined Yearly Subscription Rates

MOSCOW NEWS and SOVIETLAND—$3.00

MOSCOW NEWS and INTERNATIONAL LITERATURE—$3.75
MOSCOW NEWS and USSR IN CONSTRUCTION—$4.25

For convenience, please use coupon below

If You Wish to Keep Informed on
THE SOVIET UNION —Original sources obviously are the

best. The following four periodicals, published in the USSR in English, thoroughly
cover events and policies and the progress of the arts and industries in that great country

Periodicals, as well as books, which we also import, now come through regularly.

INTERNATIONAL LITERATURE—monthly—
is the only magazine in English presenting cur-
rent Soviet literature in translation and giving
representation to the literature of all countries.
Important creative writings are given first English
ublication in its pa

ubscription Rate—§2 50 per year; $1. 25 for 6
mos.

USSR IN CONSTRUCTION—de luxe pictorial
monthly—Giant industrial plants in the making,
vast state and collective farms, the peoples and
culture of the USSR are reproduced in pictures.
Subscription Rate—$3.00 per year; $1.50 for 6
mos.

FOUR CONTINENT BOOK CORP.
265 Fifth Avenue, New York, N, Y.

Enclosed please find my remittance of $........
for which enter my subscription order to the

following: MOSCOW NEWS...... ;. SOVIET-
LAND...... ; INTERATIONAL LITERA-.
TURE......; USSR IN CONSTRUCTION.....

publishers rather than the author. For ex-
ample in a certain sentence mentioning the
death of a child in a Detdom (children’s
home) the word is left undefined. For what
reason? Other Russian terms are defined. Is
it because to American ears such a combi-
nation of sounds, so close to death and doom,
leaves that sinister impression so desired in
certain quarters as the proper association for
the word Soviet? On the other hand, in a
description of a pitiful White Russian boy-
hobo, an unnecesary definition is dragged in,
giving the impression that the Soviet Union
is still full of homeless children (bezprizhorni)
wandering uncared for; but that situation,
caused by the counter-revolutionary attempts
and the intervention, ended some years ago.
In fact, one of the great Soviet achievements,
universally acknowledged, has been its extraor-
dinarily successful rehabilitation of hundreds
of thousands of young tramps and its con-
tinuing success with juvenile delinquents.

Altogether, however, in spite of its bland
and ingratiating air of resignation, this book
is an evidence of changing attitudes among
‘White Russians. After all, the capitalist
saviors of civilization among whom they took
refuge, have overfed them on disillusion-
ment.

IsiporR SCHNEIDER.

The Big Affair of the Season!

® Hazel Scott and others from
Cafe Society

® Spanish Dancers and Singers
from La Casita

® Movies—Refreshments
Dancing to Swing Music

Subscription 50c¢
SATURDAY EVE., OCTOBER 5th

69 Bank St. (near Hudson St.)
Village Chapter, New York Peace Ass’n

RECORDS

25 TO 50%
REDUCTION ON
VICTOR RECORDS

a wonderful record library at a low
Send for lists

Your chance of a lifetime to build '

IN WOMAN'S DEFENSE

By Mary Inman

MIKE QUIN says: “I’m indebted to Mary
Inman for building a whole new
wing on my brain and furnishing it
with invaluable information and
ideas. . . . One of the most valuable
and mentally profitable books I ever
got my hands on. . . . I’s an edu-
cation. . . . I’s dynamite. . . .”

DAILY WORKER: . . . the first serious
work in America on the woman
question from a labor point of view.
One of Miss Inman’s finest contri-
butions to modern thought . . . is
her analysis of the nature of the
economic exploitation of the house-
wife . . . witty and. frequently bril-
liant phrasing. . . .”’

HARRISON GEORGE, Editor, Daily Peo-
ple’s World: “For men as well as
women it is indispensable for effec-
tive work in the labor and progres-
sive movements.”

Cloth $1.25 Paper 60c

At your progressive bookstore, or by
mail from

MERCURY PRINTING CO.
755 N. Western Ave., Los Angeles

176 pages

Stephen Crane

TWENTY STORIES, by Stephen Crane. Alfred A.
Knopf. $2.75.

RANE is best remembered for his legend-
C ary The Red Badge of Courage, and
the man himself is a legend. Dead at less than
twenty-nine years of age, he had published
twelve volumes of prose—novels, short stories,
reportage—in the ten years of his active writ-
ing life. Much of this work will live, less
for the fact of Crane’s precociousness and
prodigious energy than for its inherent ex-
cellence.

This collection, edited with an introduction
by Carl Van Doren, contains all his best work
with the exception of The Red Badge.
“Maggie: A Girl of the Streets,” written
when its author was twenty-one, is one of
the first and most valid realistic stories by
an American writer. Crane was fascinated
by the Bowery, soaked it up through personal
experience, and created “Maggie,” which was
so uncompromising in its author’s attitude-
toward his material that he had to print it
himself with borrowed money. The year was
1892, and all previous considerations of the
poor in New York’s slum areas had been
prettified, when they were not left unwritten.

The man who could, with no personal ex-
perience of war, execute the brilliant zour de
force of The Red Badge, possessed an un-
wonted insight into other profound aspects of
man’s experience. “The Open Boat,” which
is reportage raised to the high plane of real
art, exemplified this insight. “The Monster,”
a bitter and unrelieved treatment of white
men’s cruelty to a Negro maimed in the ser-
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vice of the whites, is similarly handled. Crane
had a direct way of communicating with his
fellowmen and the depth of his communica-
tion seemed curiously enough to have no re-
lation to his own tender years. He was before
his time in his disillusioned treatment of war-
fare; in his insistence upon writing about
Bowery people as he knew them to be; in his
understanding of poverty, class distinctions,
and human greed. He was a forerunner.
ALvAH BESsIE.

Music and Society

MUSIC HERE AND Now, by Ernst Kremek. W. W.
Norton. $3.

0 MosT music lovers, Ernst Krenek is
Teither unknown or remembered as the
composer of a “freakish” jazz opera, Johnny
Spielt Auf, which the Metropolitan presented
abeut a decade ago. In Central Europe,
however, before the fascists arrived, he was
regarded as an important composer and mu-
sical theorist. Krenek was associated with
Schoenberg, Berg, and von Weber in a group
which wrote in perhaps the most -difficult of
modern idioms, and backed up its writing
with an imposing, even terrifying weight of
scholarship and dogmatic argument. Today,
with Schoenberg, Krenek is teaching in Amer-
ica. His book, addressed directly to the Amer-
ican public, is both a brilliant example of
what the European refugee scholars have to
contribute to American culture, and an indi-
.cation of the grave limitations of thought
that characterize so many of them.

Music Here and Now combines an illumi-
nating and progressive picture of the develop-
ment of music, and its relations to social

change, with an almost reactionary position

on the problems of the musician today. The
historical sections make clear that the idiom
and forms of music have been created by so-
ciety and have been directly affected by
changes in the social structure. Krenek shows,
for example, how so much of the difference
between eighteenth and nineteenth century mu-
sic is due to the difference in the musician’s
social position, both as performer and com-
poser. And yet, discussing possibilities for the
future, Krenek says, “I reject the idea, advo-
cated by some people, that a thorough change
of extra-musical conditions, such as social or
political conditions, is needed to solve the
problem. Evidence that mutations of this kind
do not achieve the improvement are too con-
vincing.”
Why this apparent contradiction in
" thought? The answer is in Krenek’s complete
misconception of the nature of democracy
and his total blindness to the role the com-
mon people have to play in the creation of
a better society and a better culture. He
accepts the fact that the world of profit-
making and war has often made the serious
artist an increasingly lonely individual with
a dwindling audience—but he resigns himself
to the conviction that this must always be.
‘“‘Henceforth,” he says, in describing music
after Wagner, “the evolution of art music

would be in advance of the average audi-
ence’s capacity to understand it.” Shocked by
fascism into a realization that there is some
point to democracy, he nevertheless limits that
democracy to something resembling the post-
war German and Austrian republics. To
Krenek it is the best compromise possible
between a selfish upper class and a common
people whom he considers too ignorant to
rule itself. And its only advantage is that it
permits the artist to work, although in a
somewhat lonely isolation.

The book deals with music, of course,
rather than politics, although the author’s
political bent is clear enough in such sections
as those praising the “patriarchal” empire of
the Hapsburgs. His attitude toward the com-
mon people is also apparent in his discussion
of modern music. To support his position,
he is forced to ignore or denounce practically
every composer who has used a folk idiom,
and every composer, such as Hindemith, who
has tried to create forms through which the

artist can approach a broader audience. Krenek.

describes the Soviet Union as musically bar-
ren (which recalls a recent article in the
press reporting the popular acclaim given a
new opera by one of the most uncompromis-
ing of modernists, Serge Prokofieff). Accord-
ing to the author, the only progressive idiom
the modern musician may use is that of the
Viennese atonal school, although its limita-
tions are only too obvious in his own brilliant
description of it. ‘“By intensifying the expres-
sion of personal emotion to the utmost, it has
demonstrated the loneliness and alienation of
humanity as clearly as possible.”

A good deal may be learned from this book
but only if the author and his theories are
placed in their historical context, just as he
has placed the music of the past. In other
words, if we see Krenek’s ideas as the ex-
pression of the sensitive bourgeois mind in
flight from what seem to it to be the un-
solvable problems of society; as a category
of thinking whose dialectic, in both art and
politics, carries it as far as the bourgeois
world and- stops there, failing to see the
change even now taking place toward a
people’s world of socialism and a flowering
culture in which the artist and the people
are joining hands.

SiMon WELLS.
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Old Russia

ANYA, by Joy Davidman. Macmillan. $2.50.

6 NyA” is the brightly lighted tale of

a handsome, rebellious Jewess of
czarist Russia in the late 1800’s—her conflicts
with the traditions and ethics of her people,
her triumphs and defeats. While Miss David-
man concerns herself primarily with the story
of Anya, the principal character, and the set-
ting in the Jewish quarters of the towns of
Shpikov and Tulchin, many an innocent,
peaceful reader lured by the richly told, spicy
tale will gradually find himself worrying
about pogroms, secret police, poverty, and
other menacing shadows that haunt the dark-
ened outskirts of the book. The feeling grows
that terrible disaster hangs by a thread over
the community of the Jews,

Miss Davidman has narrowed the scene
and scope of her novel to Anya’s life and
the immediate vicinities through which it
moves. It is as if Anya carries a lamp wher-
ever she goes that illuminates everything.
within the small circle of its light while all
that lies beyond its rays merges into obscurity.
The author has left the rest of old Russia a
dark land of threatening shadows shot
through with sudden flashes of half-revealing
light. Anya goes to live in Odessa with Yefim
and his two sons. There she has a brief, un-
comprehending contact with a group of revo-
lutionaries, a young Jew among them. Lev
Lvovitch attempts to enlighten her but her
mind grasps only the idea that some day she
might have the same privileges and luxuries
enjoyed by the Polish noblewomen. We see
the revolutionaries as Anya sees them, hazily,
and there is no attempt at an objective dis-
cussion of social issues beyond the needs of the
story structure. Everything is told directly
through the medium of the story itself,
through the deeds, emotions, and lives of the
characters.

AvrLexanDER F. BERGMAN.

Bolshevik Party Origins

THE BOLSHEVIKS AND THE WORLD WAR, by Olga Hess
Gankin and H. H. Fisher. Stanford University
Press. $6.

His is Volume 15 of the Hoover Li-

brary on War, Revolution, and Peace.
It is a collection of documents, letters, reso-
lutions on the origins of the Bolshevik Party,
its relations with the Russian and interna-
tional socialist movements, its fight against
the first world war up to the foundation
of the Communist International. In it will
be found much of the source material on the
pre-war socialist congresses: Stuttgart and
Copenhagen, and their stand against imperial-
ist war, followed by the wartime conferences
from Kienthal, through the third Zimmerwald
meeting at Stockholm. The authors allow
themselves little interpretation, and while one
cannot vouch for the completeness of the
documentation or its translation, this eight-
hundred-page tome will unquestionably be
valuable for the student of the world war.

J. S.
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NEW MASSES Classified Ads

Min. charge $1.50
Deadline Fri. 4 p.m.

B0c a line. Payable in Advance.
Approx. 7 words to a line.

AY z’ghts & Sounds

CHICAGO, ILL.

REGISTER NOW for CHICAGO WORKERS SCHOOL.
Fall term begins October 7. MARXISM-LENINISM,
TRADE UNIONISM, and CULTURAL courses. School
is now located at 231 S. Wells St., 2nd floor.

THE WORLD NEWS & VIEWS FORUM commence
on Oct. 6th in Workers School at 7:30 P.M. Night
ent. 166 W. Jackson. Adm. 25c.

FURS

SKILLED FUR CRAFTSMAN offers you exceptionally
low rates on custom or ready-made coats and jackets,
also on remodeling and repairing. Avail yourself now
during off season lull. ARMAND E SOETUR, 145 West
30 St., CHickering 4-1424.

INSURANCE

Whatever your needs—PAUL CROSBIE, established
since 1908—FREQUENT SAVINGS, 135 William St.,
N. Y. Tel. BEekman 3-5262.

REDUCING FOR WOMEN

Swedish Massage—Posture Correction—Tennis Instruc-
tion. Solarium. Reasonable rates. Complete trial $2.
Goodwin’s Gym—Roof, 1457 B’way (42 St.) WI 7-8250.

SCHOOL REGISTRATION

AMERICAN ARTISTS SCHOOL, 131 W. 14th St.
N. Y. DAY, EVENING & WEEK-END CLASSES

NOW OPEN Catalogue sent on request. CH2-1816.

Get a basic understanding of world events. Register for
Fall Term classes at W%RKERS SCHOOL. Complete
grogram of MARXIST-LENINIST COURSES Classes
egin October 7th. Room 301, 35 E. 12 St., N. Y. C.

VACATION RESORTS

CAMP FOLLOWERS OF THE TRAIL — JEWISH
HOLIDAY SPECIAL 4 DAYS §$11.50. All sport and
recreational activities: Tennis, hand ball, base ball, ping
pong, dancing, and entertainment. Delicious food. Friend-
ly atmosphere. Buchanan, N. Y. Phone Peekskill 2879.

RIP VAN WINKLE LAND: Romantic vacations in
the Switzerland of America. 250 acres, elevation 2|

feet. Modern, cozy rooms. Picturesque surroundmgs;
stimulating climate. Swimming, bicycles and sports. Ex-
cellent food. Special October Rates $14.00 weekly. ELM-
WOOD FARM, Rip Van Winkle Trail, Hunter, N. Y.

WEARING APPAREL

Spare yourself that preliminary shopping bout. In a
leisurely atmosghere, MISS GOODMAN sells only high-
ly selective owns, Coats, Hats — mostly authentic
orlgmals at genuine bargains. 474 Tth Ave. (36 St.)

GOINGS ON

ALFRED GOLDSTEIN, popular political analyst, re-
views THE NEWS OF T w every DAY
EVENING at Workers School, 2nd floor, 35 East 12
Street. Admission 25c.

ALBERT MALTZ’S “Private Hicks”
To Law” and “Sixth Column’’
plays on. NEW THEATRE NIGHT, AY, Oct.
6th, NEW SCHOOL, 66 W. 12th St. Opening for
FOUR FRIDAY nights beginning OCTOBER 11th,
new musical revue, INSIDE AMERICA. Benefits avall-
z&b}l{e 4%?98 HEATRE LEAGUE, 110 West 47th St.

plus “According
; three exciting one act

SWING AND SWAY, The ALP Way. TAC Show,
Newspaper Guild, 117 West 46 Street, SUNDAY OC-
TOBER 6, 8:30 P.M. Admzssmn 50c.

To keep NEW MASSES in the Fight for Peace
My contribution §........

Name

Address

State

City
10-8-40

“City for Conquest”

Aben Kandel’s novel brought to the
screen, starring James Cagney.

HE City for Conguest (Strand) Ts, of
course, New York, as seen first through
the novel by Aben Kandel, and adapted for
the screen by John Wexley. I do not know
whether Kandel’s novel is as sentimental as
the film; if so, it is a bad novel, for the screen
play that has been made from it is a bad film.
It is bad because it is consistently vulgar
in its thinking, sticky in its conception and
execution. A success story of the work-hard-
enough-and-you-will-succeed type, it hymns
New York in the traditions of Tin Pan Alley.
So cheap is its thinking about the problems
of New Yorkers from our lower East Side,
that it would not be amiss if the entire cast
were to burst into the chorus of ‘“There’s a
Broken Heart for Every Light on Old Broad-
way.” For that sentiment is the measure of
the film.

Take the slum kids, Jimmy Cagney, Elia
Kazan, Ann Sheridan, Frank McHugh, and
Arthur Kennedy. Jimmy can box, but all
he wants is a job driving a truck, and his
girl Annie. Annie wants to be a great dancer.
Jimmy’s brother Arthur wants to be a great
composer. Kazan is a starveling who grows
up to be a gangster. Well, Annie gets her
wish—dance team girl in the big time. Jimmy,
deserted by her, fights his way to the edge
of the welterweight boxing crown, is beaten
to a pulp in the process. His brother finally
has his symphony of New York played at
Carnegie Hall. McHugh, Jimmy’s second,
runs a newsstand with him after the near-
champ is blinded by foul play. And Annie,
deserting the dance partner who had done
her wrong, finds Jimmy again. Kazan, the
gangster, meets his Will Hays end. Through-
out the film there wanders Frank Craven,
an Our Town commentator without a pipe,
but with a two weeks’ growth of beard. Every
time the action stops, there is Craven, smil-
ing at the audience, assuring them that New
York is a great town with a beating heart,
with love hidden in unlikely places, and you
got to keep in there punching, then everything
will be okey doke. There used to be a horrible
British phrase—‘sick-making.” It describes
the picture.

Yet I want you to see it for two reasons.
One of them is Cagney’s performance as
Young Sampson, the near-welterweight
champ. It is superb. This boy, away from
Hollywood, could have been one of our finest
actors. As it is, he’s pretty damned good.
His performance after he has been blinded
is heartbreaking. The other justification for
the film is the debut of Elia Kazan, as

CHES'T ERS’ ZUNBARG

- OPEN ALL YI
A delightful hideaway ln tho mnuntams

If you like uncrowded vacationing, now’
the time to come. Quiet excitement, abun-
dant diversions, good company, swell food!
Athletics include Bicycling, Roller Skating,
Tennis, etc. Musicales, modern library, open
fireplaces. Write for low_rate.
WOODBOURNE, N. Y. Tel. Fallshurn 53

LAKE RANCH

SUCCASUNNA,N

GONE WITH THE WIND . .. on your
Horse and Whisk through Alluring
Mountain Trails. Also Golf, Tennis,
Archery, Shooting, etc. Grand Food and
Lodging. No Extra Charges . . . N. Y.
Phone: TRiangle 5-2163.

ARCADI

FISHKILL, N. Y.

1100 acre estate. Modern oil heating plant, plus wood-
burning fireplaces in spacious, comfortably furnished
rooms. Indoor and outdoor sports including tennis, hand-
ball, fishing, bicycling, symphonic recordings. Unexcelled
cuisine,
Reserve NOW for Holiday week-end Oct. 2-6th, $16.50
Phone: Beacon 727—N. Y. Phone CHelsea 2-0967
R. R. Station: Beacon, York

pLUM point

he —year—"round vacabion—=—resork
Magmﬂcent estate on the Hudson Rlver
miles from New

seuidle horses on grounds
Musical recordings

. OPEN
ALL
YEAR

All outdoor snorts
Fine Library Superlative cuisine
Booklet Sent on Request

Write P, 0. Box 471, Newburgh, N. Y. Phone Newburgh 4270
MAKE RESERVATIONS NOW!

Gét a basic understanding
of the

WORLD CRISIS

Courses in:

Principles of Communism @ Political Economy @ Marx-
ism-Leninism @ History of C. P. S. U. @ American
History @ Capital @ Trade Unionism @ Public Speak-
Ing ® Negro Question @ Dialectical and Historical
Materialism @ Science @ iImperialism and World
Politics @ Backgrounds of Current History @ English
® Russian @ Soviet Democracy @ Labor Journalism -
@ History of American Labor Movement.

Lecturers include:
William Weinst, Alfred Goldstei Milton Howard,
Timothy Holmes, Joseph Starebin, Oakley Jehnson,
Francis Franklin, Harry Martel, Carl Brodsky.
REGISTRATION NOW GOING ON
Term begins October 7th

Write for Catalogue

WORKERS SCHOOL

35 E. 12 St., N. Y. C. Tel. ALgonquin 4-1199

NEW MASSES

presents

A FALL CALENDAR OF
DISTINGUISHED EVENTS

1. “INTERPRETATION PLEASE”
THE novel event of 1940. A panel of experts
will answer your questions on foreign affairs,
Washington politics, the American scene, litera-
ture, labor, ete. A fascinating evening with the
men who write New Masses.
Friday Evening, November 15th, 8:30 P.M.
Place to be selected.

2. NEW MASSES ANNUAL BALL
The TWENTY-NINTH annual feature of the
New Masses social season. The traditional event
that is attended by all the well-known writers,
artists, editors, actors of the progressive move-
ment. The highspots will include .a nationally
famous swing band and an exceptional pro-
gram, the details of which are now belng
worked out. THE EVENT OF THE YEAR.
Saturday Evening, December 7th, from 9
o’clock, Webster Hall, 11th St. and 3rd Ave.

3. NEW YEAR’S EVE BALL
The usual high jinks on New Year’s Eve and
the program to go with it. Details to be an-
nounced later.

Manhattan Center, December 31st.
Put These Events on Your OWN Calendar.
Won’t Want to Miss Any of Them.

For further information write te

NEW MASSES EVENTS, 461 4th Ave.,
or call CAledonia 5-3076.

You
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A Perfect Delight _—:\\é

On Sylvan Lake %}/}w
Hopewell Junction, N. Y.

65 Miles from New York ~
City. R.R. Station—
Pawling, N. Y. Tel.—
Hopewell Junction 176.

All Activities on Premises
Superlative Cuisine

SPECIAL HOLIDAY RATES
October 3rd to 6th

2 days . . $9.00
3 days . . $13.50
4 days . . $17.00

September Rates

$21 per week. Weekends $3.50 per day

Directors: PAUL WOLFSON — SOL ROTHAUSER
New York Office—170 Broadway .
Phone—COrtlandt 7-3958

“Googy,” the slum-boy-grown-killer. So in-
gratiating and full of juice is this perform-
ance that, when Kazan cold-bloodedly mur-
ders the opposition boxer’s manager, the
audience cheered. It moaned audibly when
Googy, in vice-meets-its-deserts tradition, is
bumped off in turn.

Forget, if you can, the sleaziness of the
story, Hollywood’s vulgarity, Ann Sheridan’s
anatomy, Donald Crisp’s phony performance,
Max Steiner’s fourth-rate musical accompa-
niment, and watch Cagney and Kazan.
They’re worth the price. ALVAH BESSIE.

Birdlond

OPEN ALL YEAR
ermerly Lewisohn’s Estate, Central Valley, hour
from N. Y., 225 acres in fascinating hiking country, 5 miles
of paths. Tennls, Golf, Handball, Riding, Bicycies, Roller
Skating, Library, Cong jenial atmosphere. Excelient cuisine.

Adults. Tel.: Highland Mllls 7895. Mgt FANNIE GOLDBERG

(

AN UNUSUAL
LECTURE SERVICE

NEW MASSES is pleased to announce that its
editors and contributors are now available for
public forums and private house gatherings.

Authoritative speakers on politics, literature,
music, art, the movies, the dance.

For information on speakers, dates and fees
Write or Call

JEAN STANLEY
NEW MASSES LECTURE BUREAU
461 Fourth Avenue, New York City
CA ledonia 5-3076

Statement of the Ownership, Management, Circulation,
etc., Required by the Acts of Congress of August 24,
1912, and March 3, 1933.

Of NEwW MASSES published weekly at New York, N. Y., for
October 1, 1940.

State of New York | ¢
County of New York :

Before me, a Notary Public in and for the State and county
aforesald, personally appeared S. A. Becker, who, having been duly
sworn according to law, deposes and says that he is the Business
Manager of the New Masses, and that the following is, to the best
of his knowledge and belief, a true statement of the ownership,
management, etc., of the aforesaid publication for the date shown
in the above caption, required by the Act of August 24, 1912, as
amended by the Act of March 3, 1933, embodied in section 537,
Postal Laws and Regulations, printed on the reverse of this form,
to wit:

1. That the names and addresses of the publisher, editor,
managing editor, and business managers are:

Publishers, Weekly Masses Co., Inc., 461 Fourth Avenue,
N. Y. C. Editor, Jacob Soifer, 215 W. 10th St., N. Y. C. Manag-
ing Editor, Jacob Soifer, 215 W. 10th St., N. Y. 'C.” Business
Manager, S. A. Becker, 40 Monroe St. E., N. C.

2. That the owner is: Weekly Masses Co., Inc., 461 Fourth
Avenue, N. Y.. C. S. A. Becker, 40 Monroe St. E., N. Y. C.
who holds stock in trust for the editorial board, which consists of

B. Magil, Jacob Soifer, 8. A. Becker, Ruth McKenney,
and Barbara Giles.

3. That the known bondholders, mortgagees, and other security
holders owning or holding 1 per cent or more of total amount of
bonds, mortgages, or other securities are: None.

4. That the two paragraphs next above, giving the names of the
owners, stockholders, and security holders, if any, contain not only
the list of stockholders and security holders as they appear upon
the books of the company but also, in cases where the stockholder
or security holder appears upon the books of the company as trustee
or in any other fiduciary relation, the name of the person or cor-
poration for whom such trustee is acting is given; also that the
sald two paragraphs contain statements embracing affiant’s full
knowledge and belief as to the circumstances and conditions under
which stockholders and security holders who do not appear upon the
books of the company as trustees, hold stock and securities in a
capacity other than that of a bona fide owner; and this affiant has
no reason to believe that any other person, association, or corpora-
tion has any interest direct or indirect in the said stock, bonds,
or other securities than as so stated by him.

S. A. Becker,
Business Manager.

19%vorn to and subscribed before me this 23rd day of September,
: Martha Fisher, Notary Public.

My commission expires March 30, 1942,

“No Time for Comedy”

This is the S. N. Behrman play, changed
around a bit but generally fresh and enter-
taining. On the boards Mr. Behrman is a
sophisticated playwright with a hankering
after serious matter that he somehow man-
ages to evade. In this screen play, adapted
from ‘the original, he tells the story of a

.sophisticated dramatist who hankers after

serious matter and manages to evade it.

His hankering is abetted by a sappy so-
ciety dame who likes to “inspire” successful
slick-comedy writers into writing serious
drayma. That is her technique of seduction.
Playwright Jimmie Stewart, married to his
actress wife Rosalind Russell, is the tempo-
rary victim. Needless to say, his serious drama
is a terrific flop and Rosalind is there to con-
sole him, turn him back into the path of
light comedy, not without a passing salute
to the necessity for serious drama, even if
Jimmie isn’t the boy to write it. Someone,
says Miss Russell in effect, ought to write
about the menace of dictators, wars, etc.
She’s right. So, regretting that her Jimmie,
who “bleeds,” cannot do it, she induces him
to satirize the smug, the complacent, the
cynical.

Under William Keighley’s nimble direc-
tion the film will give you many genuinely
entertaining moments, one moment of real
pathos. Stewart, though apparently typed for-
ever as the wistful mother-needing young
man, is constantly improving as a performer.
Miss Russell manages a charming blend of
sophistication and warm-heartedness. Charles
Ruggles, non-intoxicated for a change, is a
bored but charming Wall-Streeter ; Allyn Jos-
lyn a bored and venomous stage director. The
less said about Genevieve Tobin as the
banker’s nitwit wife, the better. But No Time
for Comedy is distinctly worth your small
change. A. B.

Michaels

For the Truth
Behind the
Headlines

To subscribe to

NEW MASSES

just fill out and mail this form
[N DN OO NN NN N N N N N NN NN D NN N BN BN B

NEW MASSES, 461 FOURTH AVE., N. Y. C.
Please enter my subscription to New Masses
for the period indicated by the checkmark.

[] $5.00—One year

[0 $2.75—6 months

[] Special 2 year Rate $8.00: SAVINGS
$2.00

[J Special 3 year Rate $11.00: SAVINGS
$4.00

[] Special 7 year Rate $25.00: SAVINGS
$10.00

[ Special Life Rate $100.00

Name

Address

City State

10-8-40




THE PRESIDENT SAID
CHRISTMAS TREES ....

. - — .- Lo

oMEBOBY mentioned 45,000,000 Americans
living below the “safety line” of nourish-

ment. “Hungry, undernourished people do no

make for strong defense,” she said. ‘

“Christmas trees. . . .” the President of the
United States replied.

The woman who talked about the hungry
was none other than Miss Harriet Elliott,
Consumer Commissioner on the Defense
Board. Her President gave her a polite,
“humorous” trouncing—firm, nevertheless.

One of his whimsies was the reference to his
Hyde Park Christmas trees. How well they
grow might be considered part of national de-
fense “in the long run,” he said, but they are
not “an immediate part of it.” Nor, he indi-
cated, were 45,000,000 hungry Americans.

New Masses thinks otherwise. We don’t
yield to anyone when it comes to the defense
of the American people. But we do think feed-
ing the hungry, housing the homeless, clothing
the ill-clad, IS defense. The extension of demo-
cratic rights IS defense. Keeping the American
nation out of the European slaughter, IS de-
fense of our people. We have said so and will
say so as long as we have breath. Our writers
say so week after week. In the next few weeks
you will have the following writers saying so:

Earl Browder Samuel Sillen
R. Palme Dutt William Blake
J. B. S. Haldane Ruth McKenney
Alter Brody Bruce Minton
Corliss Lamont Joshua Kunitz

We’re for Christmas trees, but we don’t

want dead men hanging amidst the holly.
B e S DR RS R B I B DN R e
NEW MASSES, 461 FOURTH AVE, N. Y. C.
Please enter my subscription to NEw Masses for the period
indicated by the check-mark: [J] six months, $2.75; [] one
year, $5.00; [ two years, $8.00. Special ten week offer: $1.

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

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

City and State . . . . . « « v v ¢ ¢« e o e 0 e e .
Amount Enclosed $ . . . . . . . . . . . 0. ...
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