WHERE ARE ALL THOSE JOBS? by Adam Lapin

N EVVEIVITASSIES

MAY 13, 1941
FIFTEEN CENTS

HOW STRONG IS
THE RED ARMY?

The answer based on the testimony of a
noted military authority, Max Werner

MAKING THE POOR POORER

What the new taxes do to your budget. By J. R. Wilson

NO MARKET FOR ATROCITIES

By Ruth McKenney

Portrait of a Clan: William Blake reviews Harvey O’'Connor’s “The Astors”




STANDARD TIME INDICATED

. w YOUR TELEGRAMS
TO POSTAL TELEGRAPH

VB318 DPR RY WASHINGTON DC 2 ‘543p=
NEW- MASSES=

VITH YOoUu=

HERBERT COOPER-

RECEIVED AT . ﬁ : ’ .
|  ostal Telegraph
i S!"‘uﬂ qma T S

461 FOURTH AVE= NEWYORK NY=

| DIDN'T REALIZE THINGS WERE THAT BAD UNTIL | READ RUTH
MCKENNEY'S LETTER, AM SENDING YOU TWENTY FIVE DOLLARS
AS MY CONTRIBUTION TO KEEP MAGAZINE AFLOAT THESE DAYS WHEN

ALL OF US NEED IT MOST. AM TALKING TO MY FRIENDS AND
HOLDING PARTY TO RAISE MORE FUNDS. KEEP IT GOING, WE'RE

| s 18 A ruL maTe TomGRAM, cARLs- | -
GRAM ORt RADIOGRAM UNLESS OTHORWISE
INDICATED BY SYMBOL IN THE PREAMELE
OR (N THE ADORESS OF THE MESSAGE.
SYMBOLS DESIGNATING SDRVICE STLICTED
ARE QUTLINED IN THE COMPANY'S TARIFFS
EWITH

194iMAY 3 MM 8 50
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This telegram was one of 479 responses to Ruth Mc-

Kenney's letter, printed on the opposite page, which was
sent to our subscribers. Those replies literally saved the
life of New Masses for that week. We wish we had the
space to publish other telegrams and letters. They tell
better than any words of ours what New Masses means
to the people who don't want war, who want a decent,
democratic America.
* We are publishing Ruth McKenney's letter because
her urgent appeal once more describes the actual
present situation of the magazine. We said last week
that we must have $5,000 by May 15. Of that, $2,532
was received in the past week, bringing the total to
date to $14,958. We must have $2,468 more during
the next week to remain alive.

Consider Ruth's letter a personal message to you.
Four hundred and seventy-nine readers are but a frac-
tion of our total circulation. If each of our readers
answered—if only half answered—we could close this
drive triumphantly, assured of the $25,000 we must
have this spring fo pull the magazine through the year.
If you are not one of the 479 who have already re-
sponded, will you wire, airmail, or personally deliver
to our office whatever you can? We know you will not
fail us.

The Editors.
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Dear Friend:

The truth must come on timse.

T wish I could think of fancy phreses, but I can't. New Masses has got just
enough monsy for enother issue. Unless we got money now, fast, New Masses will be
finished. Unless we have funds for next week, New Masses is all through. And if
that happens, Americae will have lost its only magazine that tells the truth now,
ON TIME.

Woodrow Wilson described the first world war as a "purely commercial conflict.”
But the war was over when he told the truth} the dead were buried; the maimed, the
shellshocked were already installed in the bleak hospitals where they would spend
the rest of their lives. In 1917, when it mattered, Presid®nt Wilson called on the
young men of America to die, if need be, to "wake the world safe for democracy.”

I'q

The New Republic called for a declaration of war as early as 1916. England, it
seemed, was battling for the dignity of men. In 1920, the New Republic began to tell
part of the truth, and for twenty years, right up to the present war, the New Repub-
lic cried mea culpa, we have sinned, the World War was e Sordid struggle for markets
instead of a crusade for freedom. But the truth in the New Republic came too late
for Johnny Jones of Utica, New York or Freddy Franklin of East Cleveland, Ohio.
For Johnny had his bowels blown out by a casual shell and took eleven hours of agony
to die -- in 1917. And Freddy Frenklin stumbles around an asylum for the blind.

The truth, you see, must come on time.

This is an appeal for money, dear friend, an appeal asking you to save New
Magses, the only magazine in America which told the truth about the last war and
tells the truth about the new war, tells it now, ON TINME.

This is & letter to keep New Masses alive. Asking for money is at best a dif-
ficult and awkward thing. An appeal for funds directed to New Masses readers is a
doubly hard task, for you have received these appeals for years and you have re-
sponded. You have kept this magazine alive.

And yet we must ask you again. The advertising boycott has gotten worse. The
government has made our creditors so uneasy they glve us a tough financial row to
hoe. We have explained How each year to make ends meet we must appeal for $25,000
in contributions. That is part of the price we have to pay for refusing to compro-
mise our position.

If you care about Freddy Franklin end Johnny Jones, please send whatever you
can, fifty cents or flve hundred dollars, whatever you can spare, now -- ON TIME.

The truth cannot walt.
Yours very truly,

e |

Ruth McKenney

(Please turn to page 25;



HOW STRONG IS THE RED ARMY?

The typewriter generals have offered their phony estimates. New Masses presents the testimony of the

military authority, Max Werner, on the Soviet's power in arms and men. Excerpts from his new book.

UST how strong is the Red Army? That’s
J still a question which many people have

not answered for themselves, a question
that’s always worth answering. Back in 1937
and ’38, many liberals charged that the eradi-
cation of the Trotskyist and Bukharinist ele-
ments (imperialism’s “fifth column”) had
fatally weakened the Soviet economy and its
fighting forces. Many people believed that the
USSR decided to stay out of the war on
account of military unpreparedness. Col.
Charles Lindbergh, it will be recalled, did his
bit toward the disaster of Munich by circu-
lating the story of Soviet weakness in the air.
Even today many American columnists such
as Walter Lippmann, who pride themselves on
their immunity to Nazi propaganda, never-
theless continue to believe that Soviet di-
plomacy is dictated by fear of other powers,
a fear which presumably lies in weakness.

In his volume just published, Battle for
the World (Modern Age Books), the noted
military observer, Max Werner, tells quite a
different story. He has the highest respect for
the Soviet armed strength, and devotes a
whole chapter to the Finnish war with lavish,
although critical praise for the Soviet military
achievement. Werner’s testimony is doubly
authoritative in view of his previous volume,
The Military Strength of the Powers. His
opinion is even more significant since he is no
particular adherent of the Soviet Union and
definitely not a Communist. In fact, his new
book supports the Anglo-American war bloc,
and it is with their problems that Werner
definitely identifies himself.

Discussing the pre-war years, here is what
Werner has to say:

“Generally speaking, it can be stated that
Soviet armaments doubled during the years
1937-38—industrial production of armaments
as well as the arms equipment of the Red
Army. Several circumstances go to prove this.
In 1937 the Soviet military budget amounted
to 22.4 billion rubles; in 1938 to 34,000,000,-
000; in 1939 to 45,000,000,000 (including
the commissariats for war industry). In 1938
Soviet armament production was increased by
thirty-six to forty percent over 1937; in 1939
by an even higher percentage. For the end of
the third Five Year Plan the annual incre-
ment in war industry is scheduled to exceed
thirty percent, a threefold increase in five
years.

“These relative figures assume real meaning
when the armament efforts of the Soviet
Union in the years from 1935 to 1937, and
the extent of its armament achievements in
1937, are considered. The only valid testi-
mony is that of really qualified eye-witnesses,
such as the heads of the great foreign military
missions that actually spent time in Russia,
and top-flight international authorities on
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military affairs. The statements of the follow-
ing can be regarded as thoroughly competent
and trustworthy: the French generals Loizeau
and Schweissgut, who were the heads of the
French military mission in the Soviet Union
in 1935 and 1936, the former as Quarter-
master General, the second as Deputy Chief
of the French General Staff; members of the
French air mission that visited the Soviet
Union in 1936, chiefly the famous French
aircraft designers Breguet and Poetz, who
have given their names to the French plane
types; Boussoutrot, chairman of the Aero-
nautics Committee of the Chamber of Depu-
ties; and Andraud, under-secretary in the

" French Air Ministry; the British General

Wavell, now commander-in-chief in the Near
East, and Colonel Martel, both members of
the British military mission of 1936 ; the Czech
General Luza, head of the Czech military
mission of 1936; and finally the German gen-
erals Guderian and Bulow, and the leading

British military writers General Groves and

_Captain Liddell Hart.

“Here is a summary of the reports of these
men, checked against international military
literature: About 1937 the Red Army, in
total number of divisions of all branches of
the service, and specifically in the number of
war planes and tanks—the modern weapons
of offense—stood first in Europe, surpassing
even the German army. General Guderian
(the hero, by the way, of the campaigns in
Poland and France) insisted as early as 1935
that the Soviet Union had 10,000 tanks. Gen-
eral Bulow surmised that the Soviet air force
numbered 8,000 planes in 1936.  The fact that
in 1939 Soviet armament production had
doubled the output of 1937 undoubtedly in-
dicates that on the eve of the war the Soviet
Union was still ahead of Germany. . . .

“In this connection some additional facts
are highly illuminating. About 1937-38 the
numerical peacetime strength of the Red
Army was brought to some 2,000,000 men
organized solely into cadre divisions with a
term of service of at least two years. The
last remaining short-term territorial divisions,
that is to say, those having the character of
a militia, which altogether formed twenty-
three percent of the infantry divisions, were
transformed into standard divisions. This in-
dicates that, on the one hand, the Red Army
command was determined to maintain a wise
numerical margin over the next ranking army
in Europe—that of Germany—while on the
other hand it was rapidly increasing the num-
ber of fully trained reserves—from 650,000
a year in 1935 to 1,000,000 a year in 1939.

“In his report to the Communist Party
Congress. in March 1939, Voroshilov pre-
sented some very important data about the
relative strength of the Soviet and German

air forces. According to him the bomb salve
(the total weight of the bombs which the air
force can drop at any one given time) of the
Soviet air force was twice that of the German,
twenty-five percent greater than that of the
combined German and Italian air forces, and
about ten percent greater than that of the
combined German, Italian, and Japanese air
forces. Possibly Voroshilov somewhat under-
rated the bomb salvo of Goering’s Luftwaffe.
But the comparison shows the armament
standards which the Soviet air force had set
itself.

“The Red Army command aspired to a
100-percent superiority over the German air
force, to be stronger in the air than any pos-
sible coalition of enemies (in 1939 that meant
the group adhering to the Anti-Comintern
Pact). Whether the Soviet Union’s superior-
ity in 1939 was actually double or whether it
was somewhat less, the Red Air Force cer-
tainly had a considerable advantage over the
Luftwaffe in 1939. There has been no infor-
mation available on the quality of Soviet air-
craft since 1936-37, when Soviet military air-
craft participated in the Spanish civil war.
There are opinions on record that the quality
of the Red Air Force has not improved in
comparison with earlier years, when no other
power surpassed it in quality. But according
to Voroshilov’s statements the Red Army had
a considerable number of pursuit and bombing
planes with speeds in excess of 300 miles an
hour. This would compare not unfavorably
with the peak performances of the best Ger-
man and British warcraft.

“Soviet military literature has set up gigan-
tic standards of saturation with aircraft for
an attacking army of shock troops. Voyennaya
Mysl, leading Red Army organ on military
science, demands an average of 3,500 military
aircraft for two armies of nine army corps,
conducting an offensive. (Kovalev, ‘Prepara-
tion by the Air Force for an Offensive,’
Voyennaya Mysl, July 1940, p. 77.) No less
than one-fifth of the Soviet air fleet is com-
posed of heavy bombers, a higher percentage
than in any other air force in the world.
Soviet heavy bombers, even those of the older
type (the TB-6), although their range is
somewhat smaller, are as fast as the American
‘flying fortresses’ of the Boeing type, and
their bomb load is greater. The newer Soviet
heavy bombers of the Bolchovitinov type have
an even greater bomb load (four tons and up)
and a higher ceiling—they hold the world
altitude record for ten-ton loads.

“In the matter of the tank arm the advan-
tage of the Red Army over the German army
was undisputed in 1939, That fact was fully
acknowledged on the German side. In Sep-
tember 1939 the German magazine on ar-
mored warfare, Panzertruppe, wrote:
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On the one hand, Russia has tank formations after
the fashion of our own “Speed Divisions,” which
are in a position to undertake large operative tasks;
on the other hand, it permanently assigns four tank
battalions to each infantry division. Only a country
with such vast resources in raw materials at its
disposal can afford such generous assignment of
armored vehicles to the smallest operative units.

“The newer tank types of the Red Army,
dating from the years 1938-39, have never
been surpassed by the German tanks and are
far superior to the tanks of the Allies. The
new Soviet tank for accompanying infantry
has stronger armor than the similar French
Renault tank and three times its speed. The
new medium-heavy Soviet tank of thirty tons
has the strongest armament of its category—
three cannon and four machine guns.

“Similarly, the arms equipment of the So-
viet infantry is of supreme importance. Ac-
cording to Voroshilov’s statements, the total
fire power of a Soviet army corps is about
twenty-five percent higher than that of a
German corps (seventy-nine tons of shells,
mines, grenades, and bullets capable of being
discharged within one minute, as against a
German ‘minute salvo’ of fifty-nine tons).
Even though the German fire power should
prove to have been somewhat underrated,
there can be no doubt about the extraordi-
narily high arms standards of the Soviet in-
fantry. Even were the Red Army infantry
armed on a par with the German infantry,
the Red Army would always have a quanti-
tative superiority in arms, since it will always
have a larger number of army corps than the
German army.”

By way of concluding his review of Soviet
strength prior to the outbreak of the war,
Max Werner declares categorically:

“All in all, it can be stated that Soviet
armament, which had already attained a very
high level in 1937, was continued at such a
pace that just before the outbreak of war, the
Soviet Union was the most strongly armed
country in Europe.”

What, then, is the present strength of the
Red Army, Navy, and Air Force? Writing
during the last winter, on the basis of the
experiences of the past year, Werner has the
following to offer:

“In judging the present state of the Red
Army it is necessary to discard two prejudices.
The first has arisen under the impact of the
W ehrmacht’s mighty victories in France. It
holds that in the event of war the Red Army
would be defeated by the ##ehrmacht with
the same ease as the French army. Mr. Calvin
Hoover, for example, is willing ‘to presage a
Soviet resistance as successful even as that
of Poland and France. The rapidity with
which German columns would probably sweep
from the frontier of White Russia to Vladi-
vostok could be expected to add new laurels
to German armies.” (New York Times Maga-
zine Section, Nov. 24, 1940.)

“This assertion overlooks one important
circumstance. France was beaten quickly and
overwhelmingly because it lacked arms—espe-
cially modern offensive arms—reserves, and a
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command thinking along modern lines. The
Red Army, on the contrary, possesses in
abundance precisely what the French army
lacked—arms, reserves, and training for mod-
ern warfare. The war in the West would have
had a very different end, had France possessed
the masses of men and arms at the disposal of
the Soviet Union.

“The other prejudice admits that the Red
Army possesses powerful arms and huge re-
serves of ‘manpower, but insists that its
strategy is passive, suitable only for successful
defense. This assertion too is untrue. The Red
Army is trained and intended for the strategic
offensive. The Soviet doctrine of war is as
modern and aggressive as the German. Indeed,
in its main outlines it was developed before
the German. Soviet strategy’s picture of the
modern battle of materiel in 2 war of move-
ment was the first to be presented in Europe,
long before Germany’s. . . .

“As far as arms are concerned, the rela-
tionship of forces appears to be as follows: In
the air, the 7 ehrmackht can at best attain parity
with the Red Army. The Red Army, on the
other hand, possesses the stronger tank arm,
and, in general, stronger arms for a modern
war of movement, as well as a larger infantry.

“German military literature itself has for
years insisted that, except for the United
States, only the Soviet Union is capable of
unlimited warplane production. The leading
German air expert, Colonel von Bulow, later
air attache in Rome, wrote:

Today there are only two countries in the world
which are completely economically independent and
in a position to produce airplanes and air engines
on a mass scale indefinitely, namely Russia and
America.

“He was convinced that the Soviet air arm
was not only the strongest in the world, but
that even in the future no other air arm or
coalition of air arms would ever be able to
outdistance it:

In a very few years’ time Russia’s air fleet will
probably consist of 10,000 planes, and it will be so
strong that no single air power, or even combina-
tion of powers, can equal it. (Militarwissenschaft-
liche Rundschau, December 1935.)

“A year later, toward the end of 1936, he
[von Bulow] had this to say of Soviet war-
plane production:

The figures prove that within a few years Soviet
Russia has far outstripped the productive possibili-
ties of all other countries, including the United
States. It is hardly likely that any other country
will ever be in a position to catch up with Soviet
Russia in this particular branch of the armament
race. (Militarwissenschaftliche Rundschau, De-
cember 1936.)

At this point, Werner enters into a specific
comparison of the German and Soviet
strength. Although, elsewhere in his volume
he disparages the idea of an imminent clash
between Germany and the Soviet Union, he
nevertheless finds it valuable in estimating
Soviet. strength to make comparisons with
Germany. Naturally, he overlooks any number
of political and economic factors, but his mili-
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tary and strategic judgments are interesting:

“Earlier . . . figures made public by Voroshi-
lov in March 1939 were cited. According to
them, the bomb salvo of the Soviet air force
was supposed to be twice as great as that of
the German. Possibly those data somewhat
underestimated the combat power of the Ger-
man Luftwaffe. There is little doubt that
since 1939 the German aircraft industry has
put forward tremendous efforts—as has its
Soviet counterpart. It can even be admitted
that in part the newest German type planes
are qualitatively superior to the Soviet types.
This superiority is not likely to prove decisive.
The thing to remember is that the German
Luftwaffe, even with all its resources strained
to the limit, can at best attain a strength
merely equal to the Soviet air force. And two
circumstances militate in favor of the Russian
air arm. It has nearer and safer bases for op-
erations in Eastern Europe; and, furthermore,
Germany is far more vulnerable from the air
than the Soviet Union. Not a single Soviet
war industry lies within German bombing
range; while Vienna, Berlin, the German
armaments industries in Czechoslovakia, Ger-
man industry in Central Germany, and Ger-
many’s aircraft industry in Northeastern Ger-
many all lie within range of the Soviet air
arm.

“Soviet tank superiority is very great and
cannot be made up for by the Third Reich
under any circumstances. The present com-
mander of the British armored corps, General
Martel, in September 1936, as a member of
the British military mission, witnessed the Red
Army maneuvers in the Minsk military dis-
trict. According to his report, from 1,200 to
1,400 tanks took part in these maneuvers. It
is quite certain that not all the tank units of
the Minsk district took part. At the time the
Soviet Union had three military districts along
the western frontier—those of Leningrad,
Minsk, and Kiev. That of Kiev was far
stronger than that of Minsk, while the Lenin-
grad military district was weaker in numbers
of troops. Thus there must have been some
6,000 tanks along the western Soviet frontier,
and perhaps some 10,000 in European Russia
altogether. In the super-battle of the West
the Germans used a total of but 7,500 tanks,
and German sources indicate that this con-
stituted just about the entire tank resources
of the Wehrmacht. In other words, as early
as 1936 the tank inventory of the Red Army
exceeded that of the /7 ehrmacht in 1940. Be-
tween 1936 and 1941, however, the tank arm
of the Red Army has been doubled at the very
least. Qualitatively too it was replaced and
improved. This is what the Finnish general
Oehquist, who commanded an important sec-
tor of the Mannerheim Line, said of the
Soviet Union’s use of tanks: “The Russians
had a large number of heavy and light tanks.
These tanks were of the newest type, of the
latest models known to the world.’

“Long before the Germans, the Red Army
familiarized itself with the strategy and tac-
tics of mobile, mechanized warfare, and it re-
ceived the necessary material instrument for

this purpose long before the Germans. It was
precisely on the basis of his impressions at the
Soviet maneuvers that General Martel became
convinced of the effectiveness of tanks as of-
fensive weapons. And at a session of the Royal
United Service Institution on Jan. 20, 1937,
he recommended to the British army as an
example for tank war the Red Army, not the
German army, which was then only in the
experimental stages, as far as larger tank units
were concerned. General Martel said at the
time: .

There are many officers who consider that the
day of the tanks has already passed and that anti-
tank weapons have now reached a-stage where
they will be able to deal with the tanks compara-
tively easily. If there are officers present here today
who are of that mind, I would ask them to ac-
company me in spirit to the Russian maneuvers
which I had the great fortune to see last autumn.
The total number of tanks employed on these ma-
neuvers was some 1,200 to 1,400. . . . The Russians
have made immense strides in this direction. Their
conscript armies are drawn from raw peasants and
in two years they turn them into a tank force that
can drive and maintain their tanks in first-class
condition. These tank forces were most impressive,
and the sight of these large numbers of tanks mov-
ing over the field of operations as opposed to a
consideration of paper tank brigades with which we
have so far had to be content, could hardly have
failed to impress the most stubborn opponent of
modernized warfare. (Journal of Royal United
Service Institution, May 1937.)

“From the military viewpoint, the Soviet
Union’s key position in the second world war
rests on the fact that the Red Army is the
only army in the world that has the same
structure as the W ehrmacht—the combina-
tion of a powerful land army with a powerful
air force. German war doctrine is convinced
that the reason why the Third Reich is mili-
tarily superior to the Anglo-Saxon powers lies
in the fact that the structure of the /7 ehr-
macht (land army plus air force) has a higher
strategic effectiveness than the structure of
the armed forces of the Anglo-Saxon countries
(sea power plus air force). But the Third
Reich has no monopoly on a strong armed
force of the continental type, since the Red
Army too is an army intended and suitable
for large-scale continental operations.

“The key position of the Soviet Union in
the second world war is further determined
by the fact that the Red Army is the only great
army in the world that stands directly on the
German frontier, relatively close to vital Ger-
man centers. The problem of a return to the
Continent—the most difficult problem facing
British strategy—does not exist for the Red
Army.”

These, then, are the observations of a non-

-Soviet critic on the actual state of Soviet

strength. A long time ago, Friedrich Engels
predicted that socialism would demonstrate
its superiority over capitalism not only in the
production of goods, in eliminating all the
miseries and frustrations which capitalism
visits on the human race, but also—if neces-
sary—in military matters. Reading Mr. Wer-
ner’s partial testimony, who can doubt this
any longer?
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MAKING THE POOR POORER

The low-income groups get soaked hardest in the tax plans of the administration and the congressional

“experts.” How to cut consumption by robbing the wage envelope.

proposals become law, a single person earn-

ing slightly under twenty dollars a week
would have his income tax increased 625 per-
cent, a married man without dependents earn-
ing forty-five dollars a week would have his
tax raised 1,200 percent. But the tax bill of
a married man with an income of $500,000
a year would be boosted only 4.8 percent,
while a person in the million-dollar class
would have to pay only 2.8 percent more than
formerly.

And if these tax proposals become law, you
will pay an additional 114 cents on every pack
of cigarettes, one cent on every bottled soft
drink, an additional penny on a gallon of
gasoline, a penny on a ten-cent movie, a five
percent tax on candy and chewing gum, an
additional one dollar a barrel on beer, a five
percent tax on your telephone bill, two cents
on every 1,000 matches, and new or increased
levies on many other items.

Taxes are the price we pay for government.
There are two basic questions to be asked
about any tax program: are the activities it
will finance necessary and desirable? is the
method of taxation such as to distribute the
burden equitably, that is, in accordance with
ability to pay? By the way it answers these
questions a government reveals its social char-
acter. The new tax proposals of the Roose-
velt administration show that the reactionary
purpose for which these taxes are to be im-
posed : prosecution of a war in the interest of
big business, has dictated the method of taxa-
tion: the placing of a disproportionate share
of the burden on the low- and middle-income
groups. This is clearly evident in both the
tax plan presented by the Treasury Depart-
ment and the alternate proposals made by the
House Ways and Means Committee.

The Treasury plan is designed to raise
about $3,500,000,000. This is the largest tax
program in American history. Of this sum
approximately $1,517,000,000 is to be raised
from increases in the individual income tax
rates, $1,235,000,000 from new excise taxes
on articles of consumption, $935,500,000 from
increased corporation taxes (a six percent
surtax on corporate net incomes and increases
in the excess profits tax), and about $353,-
000,000 from rises in the estate and gift
taxes. In addition, Secretary of the Treasury
Morgenthau proposed a reduction of about
$1,000,000,000 in social expenditures through
cuts in farm aid, the National Youth Admin-
istration, and the CCC,

Under the Treasury plan the lowest in-
come tax bracket would pay a surtax (a tax
in addition to the one already imposed) of
eleven percent. This would make the actual
tax 16.5 percent since the normal tax is
four percent, the surtax eleven percent, and

|F THE Treasury Department’s new tax
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there is also a supertax which is ten percent
of the income tax. Here is how the income
tax proposals would affect a single person
without dependents (the personal exemption
for this category is $800) :

Net Income Amount of Tax % Increase

Before in Tax
Personal Present Treasury Under

Exemption Law Proposal  Proposal
$1,000 $4 $29 625%
1,500 24 109 354%
2,000 44 189 329%
2,500 64 270 321%
3,000 34 356 323%
4,000 123 550 347%
5,000 172 748 334%
10,000 686 1,958 185%
50,000 14,709 20,228 37%
100,000 44,268 53,332 20%
500,000 330,933 346,921 5%
1,000,000 718,404 731,906 1.8%
5,000,000 3,917,390 3,937,901 0.5%

For a married person without dependents
(personal exemption $2,000) the figures are:

% Increase

Net Income Amount of Tax
Before in Tax
Personal Present Treasury Under
Exemption Law Proposal  Proposal
$2,300 $3 $39 1,200%
2,500 11 72 5549
3,000 31 152 390%
4,000 70 312 345%
5,000 110 506  360%
10,000 528 1,628  208%
50,000 14,128 19,540 38%
100,000 43,476 52,474 20%
500,000 330,156 346,122 4.3%
1,000,000 717,584 738,086 2.8%
5,000,000 3,916,548 3,937,050 0.5%

So drastic are the proposed increases in the
lower and middle brackets that even the Wall

Street Journal described them as “a design
to proletarianize the middle classes.” Of
course, it is not only the middle-income groups
that are hit; a-single person who earns $1,000
a year—some WPA workers are in this
category—can hardly be considered a member
of the middle class. As for the excise taxes
(really sales taxes), they, of course, fall most
heavily on the masses of the people.

In discussing new taxation in his budget
message last January 8 President Roosevelt
said: ‘“The additional tax measures should
be based on the principle of ability to pay.”
In a letter the other day to Chairman Dough-
ton of the House Ways and Means Committee
the President reiterated this view. But the
fact is that the Treasury tax program com-
pletely violates the principle of ability to pay.
It is evident that the administration is play-
ing just as deceitful a game in regard to its
tax program as it is on foreign policy.

In an effort to allay the protests at the
exceptional harshness of the T'reasury’s pro-
posed increases in the lower and middle
brackets, the experts of the Ways and Means
Committee have put forward a proposal of
their own. The surtax would start at six per-
cent instead of eleven percent. On incomes
up to about the $38,000-$40,000 class the
committee’s surtaxes would be lower than
under the Treasury plan; above that, the sur-
taxes would be slightly higher. Though this
is an improvement over the Treasury pro-
posal, the largest increases would still fall
on the low- and middle-income groups. Lest
any reader be tempted to conclude that under
the congressional stuffed shirt beats a heart
aglow with sympathy for the little fellow,
let him take a look at the consumer taxes
proposed by the Ways and Means Committee.
Since the congressional income tax plan will
raise about $1,100,000,000, as against $1,521,-




000,000 under the Treasury plan, Colin B.
Stam, chief consultant of the Joint Commit-
tee on Internal Revenue Taxation, an agency
of the Ways and Means Committee, proposed
that new consumption and excess profits taxes
be enacted to make up the difference. These
would be in addition to the excise taxes al-
ready proposed by the Treasury. Thus coffee
would be taxed five cents a pound ; sugar, one
cent a pound; cocoa, five cents a pound; tea,
ten cents a pound; electric light bulbs, one
cent a bulb; automobiles, yachts, and airplanes,
five dollars a year; insurance premiums, one
percent; natural gas 315 pércent; and there
would be various other increases. And the abso-
lute fairness of Mr. Stam’s proposals is illus-
trated by the fact that Tom Jones would
have to pay the same tax on his jalopy, five
- dollars, as J. P. Morgan pays on his yacht.

When Mr. Morgenthau learned about the
proposed consumption taxes, he bristled. To
be certain that his bristling would not go
unnoticed, he called a press conference. He
denounced “taxing the poor man’s table” and
declared that such articles as coffee, tea, and
sugar “would be the last things I would want
to tax.” Mr. Morgenthau’s indignation is all
the more remarkable in view of the fact that
it was the Roosevelt administration which
was the first in American history to have
placed sales taxes on food, euphoniously
named processing taxes. It is clear that the
differences between the Treasury Department
and the Ways and Means Committee are not
over whether to soak the poor, but over the
technique of soaking them.

The Treasury and congressional plans are
proposed additions to a tax structure which
is already heavily weighted against the com-
mon people. This is made clear in the mono-
graph, Taxation, Recovery, and Defense, pre-
pared for the Temporary National Economic
Committee by its executive secretary, Dr. H.
Dewey Anderson. Taxes are broadly classified
in two groups: progressive, which are levied
in relation to ability to pay, and regressive,
which ignore the question of ability to pay.
Dr. Anderson points out that progressive
federal taxes increased only 30.7 percent from
1930 to 1938, while regressive taxes rose
145.4 percent. Progressive taxes contributed
72.2 percent of the federal government’s
revenue in 1930, but only 54.6 percent in
1939. Regressive taxes, on the other hand,
rose from 14.2 percent in 1930 to 28.8 per-
cent of all federal revenue in 1938. However,
a proper picture of the tax situation requires
the inclusion of state and local taxes. Discuss-
ing the total revenue collected by federal, state,
and local governments in the fiscal year 1938,
Dr. Anderson states:

Progressive taxes, which are levied on taxpayers
in proportion to their ability to pay them, and
which by their very nature fall predominantly upon
relatively well-to-do citizens, were only 26.4 per-
cent of all revenue-collected. Regressive taxes, com-
prising property, customs, sales, payroll, and other
excise taxes, which take little or no account of
ability to pay, and which usually restrict purchas-
ing power, totaled 73.6 percent of all tax revenue.
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Dr. Anderson further declares: ‘“The brunt
of the expanded federal tax program has been
borne by the people, largely the consuming
public, not in proportion to their individual
abilities to pay taxes, but according to their
inability to resist the imposition of added in-
direct taxes.” He also warns that the existing
federal tax system seriously interferes with
business recovery ‘“because it so sharply cur-
tails mass purchasing power.” But it is the
avowed purpose of the new administration
tax program further to curtail purchasing
power. It seems, however, that the Roosevelt
left hand and the Morgenthau right hand are
not on speeaking terms. At his press confer-
ence on April 22 the President, according to
the New York Times, “expressed the belief
that the tax program would not necessarily
injure consumer purchasing power.” But the
injuring of consumer purchasing power is
precisely one of the things which Morgenthau,
testifying before the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, declared to be a principal objective of
the new tax plan. His exact words were: “It
will help to mobilize our resources for de-
fense by reducing the amount of money that
the public can spend for comparatively less
important things.” Here is another Roosevelt
promise gone out the window, for as recently
as January 8, in his budget message, the
President said: “I am opposed to a tax policy
which restricts general consumption as long
as unused capacity is available and as long
as idle labor can be employed.”

But much more than a Roosevelt promise
has gone out. For the Morgenthau statement
serves notice that a policy of contracting
consumers goods production and reducing pur-
chasing power will hereafter be pursued. The
dream of certain New Deal economists that
the war program will be the means of re-
juvenating the senile economic system, in-
creasing the production of butter as well as
guns, thereby absorbing all the unemployed
and raising the general standard of living—
this glittering dream is now reduced to ash.

THE New York Times is quite right in
describing this attack on purchasing power
as “‘a reversal of former administration policy.”
But the argument which Morgenthau and
other big business apologists give that this is
necessary in order to check an inflationary
rise in prices is true only if one places con-
siderations of profit above considerations of
the people’s welfare. If instead of restricting
the output of consumers’ goods (the twenty
percent cut in auto production is one example
of this trend), production were expanded
under the stimulus of increased purchasing
power and at the same time profiteering were
curbed, prices could be kept down, living
standards could be pushed up, and many of
the 9,000,000 still unemployed would find
jobs. But that is a program of peace, of fuller
life, and larger democracy for the common
folk of America. It is obviously not the
program of either the Roosevelt-Willkie inter-
ventionists or the Lindbergh-America First
big business non-interventionists.

Philip Murray, president of the CIO, has
proposed a different kind of tax program.
Charging that under the Treasury Depart-
ment’s plan the federal government would be
instituting “wage cuts in the guise of taxa-
tion,” he presented to the House Ways and
Means Committee a program that would place
the burden where it belongs—on the wealthy.
Instead of new income taxes on the poor,
Murray proposed that the existing tax exemp-
tion be lifted for single persons from $800 to
$1,000, and for married persons from $2,000
to $2,500. And instead of new taxes on ar-
ticles of consumption, he urged the abolition
of all excise and sales taxes on commodities
that are not clearly luxury goods. At the
same time Murray proposed that the new
funds be raised through increased levies on
high individual incomes, estates, and corpora-
tion profits, including taxes on excess and
undivided profits and tax-exempt securities.
This is a program genuinely based on the prin-
ciple of ability to pay. And to those who say
that the wealthy are already so heavily taxed
that they can provide little additional revenue,
Dr. Anderson’s TNEC monograph gives the
reply: “The higher income classes possess great
income reserves above the needs and luxuries
of life, or taxes imposed. In comparison with
all other income groups in a democracy, com-
mitted to the concept of placing the tax
burden on those able to pay it, these wealthy
people are highly favored.”

J. R. WiLson.

Rockefeller Missionary

ERLIN H. AYLESWORTH seems to be en-

dowed with some of the miraculous
powers of the legendary Merlin of King
Arthur’s days. He not only managed to sur-
vive exposure of his work as one of the
power trust’s chief bribers and polluters of
public opinion, but he has just been rewarded
by being named head of the radio section of
the Communications Division of the Office
for Co-ordination of Commercial and Cultural
Relations Between American Republics. The
coordinator of this government agency is a
man with another unsavory name, Nelson A.
Rockefeller.

Aylesworth’s activities as general manager
of the National Electric Light Association,
organized by the Insull and other utilities in-
terests, are written large in the records of
the Federal Trade Commission. These rec-
ords show that Aylesworth bought at whole-
sale and retail the favors of college professors
and newspapers throughout the country. After
leaving the National Electric Light Associa-
tion in 1926 Aylesworth was selected by Owen
D. Young to become head of Morgan’s Na-
tional Broadcasting Company. In 1937 he
joined the Scripps-Howard management, and
the following year became publisher of the
New York World-Telegram, resigning Jan.
1, 1940. The appointment of this expert cor-
ruptionist to direct radio propaganda for
Latin America tells a good deal about our
government’s aims below the Rio Grande and
points east and west.
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DECISION

Stella was "'such a jewel” and so
short story by Wilma Shore.

to say hello to Stella and to see how

dinner was coming along, but today
she parked in the driveway and let herself
in the front door. She went quietly up to her
room and closed the door, and she stayed
there until she heard Dave’s car stop in front
of the house. '

The smell of dinner was in the air when
she came down, and the kids were all combed
and ready. Dave said hello kids, hello Janet,
have a nice game? and ran upstairs to wash,
and Laurie and Steven took hold of her with
their clean loving hands and began to tell
her about the game they had been playing
with Stella in the kitchen. She wore her
mother-smile but her eyes were on the stairs;
she knew she would look away when Stella
came in to say dinner was ready, and she
wanted Dave to be there so that he could
meet Stella’s eyes.

During dinner she was careful not to look
into Stella’s face when she passed the food.
Of course, she told herself, it’s silly to get so
worked up, nobody can tell me how to run
my house after ten years; but just the same
when she heard the back door close as she
came downstairs from putting the children
to bed it was as though she could breathe
again.

“All right, now, what’s the matter?” said
Dave. .

“The matter with what?”’ she said, be-
‘cause this was her own problem; he had
enough to worry about.

“Don’t start that stuff with me,” he said.
“I know when something’s the matter. What
is it?”

Then she realized that she did want to tell
him very badly but she just didn’t know which
side to take; he was so definite in his feelings
and so proud about the strangest things, and
though she admired his pride she never knew
beforehand how, he was going to react.

“Oh, it's—it’s something about the house,”
she said.

He folded his newspaper and put it firmly
on his knee. “Well, what?”

Of course if he was going to keep after her
that way she might as well get it over with.
She sat down on the couch. “Well, you know
we played at Maude Dressler’s today, so of
course next Thursday the game should be
here. So I said, I wonder if we couldn’t make
it Friday instead, I won’t have Stella Thurs-
day afterncon. But Janie Mitchell said no,
she takes Peter to see you every Friday to get
his brace tightened, and of course they all
kidded me because I’m married to a dentist
and I don’t even know what’s going on in his
office. So then they said what’s the matter
with Stella, she’s supposed to be such a jewel,
and Janie said those colored maids are all the

l 'SUALLY she came in through the kitchen

10

awfully gobd with the children. Mrs. Feldon liked her fine, but ... A

same, they simply have no consideration for
you; so of course I said it wasn’t Stella’s
fault, but this next Thursday she just had to
stay home all day because she was expecting
the relief investigator; they don’t tell her
when they’re coming and if she isn’t there
they figure she’s working, and she may get
cut off relief.”

She turned her head away, looking down
at her hands, so he wouldn’t see how upset
she was. “Well, there was a silence as if—I
don’t know, they just sat there and looked
at me, it was awful! And then Janie said,
‘You mean she’s on relief? So I said of
course, she was just ‘coming to me a couple
of times a week this winter, and it made me
mad because they all know I only have a
part-time girl and I thought they were rub-
bing it in.”

He gave a little grunt and she looked at
him but she couldn’t make out what it meant.
“So then Mlaude said, “You should have come
to the club last week, you would have heard
Mr. what’s-his-name, the man in charge of
relief; he’s asked us to report all cases of
relief chiseling. You know these people have
no right to get relief if they’re working too.’
So I told them Stella just had to work too
because otherwise she wouldn’t be able to
manage, she has two kids and no husband and
so on, and the money she gets from me just
goes for clothes and extra food and things.
But Maude kept saying, it’s just as if she was
stealing from us, after all we pay the taxes
that support those people; as if I didn’t pay
any taxes and she paid it all, and I know her
husband makes almost ten thousand but what’s
the difference, we pay our taxes just like any-
one else—"

“Now listen,” said Dave. “Stop getting
hysterical because a bunch of women have a
lot of ideas in their heads that God never
meant them to be worrying about.”

She came over and sat on the arm of his
chair and beégan to play with the lobe of his
ear. “But she just makes me sick with her
two in help and her Packard sedan and she
can’t serve salad and cake like everyone else,
she has to have more than anyone; today she

had a great big pineapple all scooped out and
filled with fruit, raspberries at this time of
year, God knows what they cost—"

He removed her hand from his ear gently
and put back his head so that he could look
at her. “Well, what did you do?”

“Well, I—" She took a deep breath. “I
told them never mind, I didn’t want to go on
talking about it, they should come Thursday
as usual.” :

“But what are you going to do?”

Sometimes he acted just as though she were
a child and he had to encourage her to stand
on her own feet and make her own decisions.
“You sound just like Janie, she kept saying,
well what-are you going to do? She kept
saying, we don’t want you to do all the work
yourself. So I told her I didn’t intend to, but
I wanted them to come as usual and that was
all there was to it.”

He sat still for a minute and then he got
up and began to walk up and down the room,
unconsciously detouring around the coffee
table. ‘““They make me sick and tired,” he
said. “My God, that girl’s been with us for

‘three years! What are we supposed to do,

report her?”’

“Well,” she said, sliding down into the
chair, “it’s against the law.”

“The hell with the law,” he said. “She
can’t get along on what they give her, with
two kids. I'd like to see you try it.”

He had that way of hinting that she was
extravagant. “Well, I could too,” she said,
“if it’s the law. After all, they don’t just pick
a figure out of the air., That must be what
she needs to get along on.”

He snorted. “I don’t call that getting along.
Why, do you know what those minimum diets
can do to a child’s teeth? I bet those kids
don’t have a good tooth between them.”

She was sorry for the kids, of course. “But
after all, I can’t change the laws.”

“Yes, I know you can’t,” he said. “But
you can go on using her. She's a good cook
and she’s nice with the kids.”

“Oh, now listen, Dave,” she said. “It’s
very easy for you to say that. But I have to
see those women day after day and our kids
have to play with their kids. How do you
suppose I feel? You should have-seen how
they looked at me! As if I were a criminal!”

“If you stopped worrying about what they
thought all the time you’d be a lot better
off,” he said shortly. . ‘

It hurt her feelings. “You think I’m just
a woman and I haven’t got anything to
worry about except little nothings, but I'm
telling you it isn’t nothing. What about you?
Janie’s going to go right home and tell
George, and you know how he is about relief
arivhow. And after all nearly every one of
them" comes to you for work on their teeth,
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and Janie with a four-hundred-dollar job for.

Peter. How about that? You can’t just go
ahead your own sweet way when you’re mak-
ing a living in a community. Or trying to,”
she finished.

She heard him stop pacing and when she
looked up he was standing in the middle of
the room staring down at the rug as if he
were searching for a penny. “You see,” she
said.

He turned and walked over to the win-
dow. “And it'd be very nice if one of them
goes and reports her. That’d look nice for
you.”

He patted the window pane gently with
his fingertips. “I guess I’ll have to take down
the storm door next week,” he said.

“You can see I have to do something,” she
said.

“Yes,” he said. “You have to do some-
thing.” He turned back, looking around the
room, but not at her. “Well, I think I'll go
upstairs and have a hot bath.”

‘She watched him mount the stairs and
then from force of habit she went out and
tried the back door. It was locked, of course.
She opened the door of the cupboard; there
was clean paper on the shelves. She had
meant to tell Stella to change the shelf paper
and she had forgotten it. She went upstairs
and got into bed and began to read.

It-was ten o’clock when Dave came out
of the bathroom. She put down her magazine
and watched him get into bed and open his
book. “I called your mother today,” she said.
“She’s feeling better.”

He turned a page. “Yeah?”

He was frowning as he read. “All right,”
she said, “what do you think I ought to do?”

“About what?”

“About Stella.”

“Oh.” He smoothed down the page with
his hand although it had been lying perfectly
flat. “About Stella. Well look, Janet, I don’t
think you ought to go on worrying about this
thing. If it’s bothering you, maybe you ought
to make a change. Don’t let them browbeat
you into reporting her; just let her find an-
other job.”

“Oh, Dave!” she said. “You know she
won’t find another job.”

“No, I don’t know it,” he said. “I don’t
know it.”

“Well I know it,” she said. “There isn’t
a job in town.”

He looked at her and his eyes were angry.
“I don’t understand you,” .he exclaimed.
“One minute you want to let her go, the
next minute you don’t. You don’t know your
own mind.”

“No, that’s not so,” she said. “I didn’t
want to let her go, I was only telling you
what they said and the way they all looked
at me. ...”

He turned over on his elbow. “Do you
want me to tell you what to do?”

She looked at him for a minute and then
she said, “Yes.”

“Let her go.”

Their eyes held uneasily for a moment and
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“Poor Morton had his wrist tattooed ‘Union Now!—and the brute
who did it added an ‘s’ to ‘Union’!”

then he looked back at his book. “All right,
dear,” she said, picking up her magazine.
“Whatever you think best.”

Stella came next on a Monday, and of
course Janet was busy upstairs stripping the
beds and getting the bundle ready for the
laundryman. She had planned to tell Stella
at lunch time but then she knew the kids
would be coming home from school soon
so she put it off. When she came into the
kitchen Stella asked her about her arm, which
had been bothering her; her first impulse
was to give a short answer but she caught
herself in time. “Oh, it’s ever so much bet-
ter,” she said, with the sweet polite voice
she used with people she didn’t know, and
she noticed Stella looking at her strangely.

At quarter to one she stood at the door
waving good-bye to the children. Now, she
thought. And then the phone rang; Maude
was going to the movies, did she want to
come along? “Oh, I'd love to,” she said, and
ran upstairs to get her things. But as she was
about to close the door behind her she stopped
and went back to the kitchen; she knew she
would never enjoy the movie with that hang-
ing over her.

Stella was working at the sink. She had
tied a clean towel around her head, and her
apron was freshly ironed; even her work
shoes were neat, not run over at the heels.
She was a tall girl, quite dark. Janet stood in
the door for a second, wondering where to
stand, what to do; she couldn’t remember
how she usually acted when she talked to
Stella, whether she was doing something or
just standing like a stranger in her own
kitchen. She walked slowly over to the

table. “Stella,” she said, “I want to talk to
you.”

“Yes, Mrs. Feldon?”’ said Stella. She shut
off the water and turned around.

Janet ran her hand over the porcelain
table top; it had just been washed, and felt
damp and cold. “Stella,” she said, “you’ve
been with me for three years now, and I've
always been very well pleased—you know
that, -Stella?” she asked urgently. “You've
been awfully good around the house, and with
the children, they just love you, I know it,”
because it seemed to her the least she could
do was to tell Stella something nice; she
couldn’t help keeping the hard part for the
last, as though to spare them both as long
as possible. But when she looked at Stella’s
face she saw that Stella had understood from
the first word, and she hurried on. “You
know Dr. Felton has been having a—a rather
hard time of it, and I've always felt that
people should live within their incomes, and
now our income is cut so, people save on the
dentist first of all, you know that—" She
‘waited a moment for Stella’s nod but it didn’t
come. “So we've decided that the best thing
is to do without—without a maid, for the
time being.” It was done now and she fin-
ished quickly. “Of course when the time comes
that we have a littlé extra money—you know
I've always been pleased with you—"

If Stella had begun to cry it would have
been more comfortable. But she didn’t do any-
thing. “Well—” said Janet, “I’'m sorry,
Stella—" And she put five dollars and twenty
cents on the table and went out.

After the movie they had a soda, so Dave
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was home when she got back. He looked at
her as she came in, and she nodded slightly,
like a conspirator. Dinner was very quiet;
she wasn’t hungry. Probably on account of
the soda. When they got up she looked at
her watch; it was only seven o’clock.

She sat down to read to the children for
a half hour, but her mind wasn’t on the
story, and Laurie kept saying, “Go on,
Mommy!” She took them up to bed a little
ahead of time but halfway up the stairs
Laurie said, “I have to say good night to
Stella—"" and raced down again with Steven.
Janet waited in their room; they came up a
few minutes later. “Where’s Stella going?”
demanded Laurie. .

“Oh,” said Janet. “Well, Stella isn’t com-
ing back any more.”

“Why?”

Janet took her by the shoulders and be-
gan to undo the little buttons on her dress.
“Come on Stevie,” she said. “Off with the
shoes!” She turned Laurie sideways and bent
her head so that her face was hidden. “Stella
just has to go,” she said.

“Well, is she coming back?”

“I don’t know,” said Janet.

Laurie began to wriggle. “I'm going down
to ask her,” she said. “Let go—"

“No,” said Janet. “Laurie, it’s bed time.
Stop it, now! I’ll ask her myself—later. . . .”

“What did she say?” said Dave.

Janet looked toward the kitchen. “Is she
gone?”’

“Not yet. She said she wanted to say good-
bye to you. What did she say when you told
her?”

“I’ll tell you later,” said Janet. “I mean—
nothing. She didn’t say anything.”

Stella was sitting on the stool by the ta-
ble, with her hat and coat on and her work
shoes in a paper bag on the table. She stood
up when Janet came in. Janet went across
to her smiling and held out her hand; she
had a sudden surge of real affection for Stella.
When she felt Stella’s hand in hers it was
cool and rough, and she realized that she
had never shaken it before. “Goodbye, Stella,”
she said.

“Mrs. Feldon,” said Stella. “I just wanted
to say, this is a big house, and with the kids
and all—I wanted to say, I’d be glad to come
and help you any time . . . you wouldn’t have
to give me anything.”

“Oh, no—" said Janet. “No, no. It’s all
right. No, don’t think of it. Please.”

“It’s all right, Mrs. Feldon,” said Stella..

“T'd be glad—"
“No, I wouldn’t think of it,” said Janet.
“I have your address,” she went on quickly.

“If I wanted you I’d let you know; if I—".

she wanted to say, if I have the money, but
it stuck in her throat. “Goodbye, Stella,” she
said. -
She finally got a girl for Thursday, but
she was afraid to trust her with the food,
so she let her clean the house while she fixed
everything beforehand herself; she even mea-
sured out the coffee.

At around quarter to five, when she was
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dummy, she went out into the kitchen. The
girl had changed into the green uniform she
had bought for Stella to wear when there
was company, and she sent her inside with
a table cloth and began to shake the little
radish-roses out of the icewater and arrange
them around the jellied salad. The last one
was in place and she was reaching for the
olives when she heard the back door close
and Stella came into the kitchen.

“I came to help you serve,” she said, put-
ting down her bag with the shoes. Her hand
went up to unbutton her. coat. “The investi-
gator came this morning, so it’s all right. I
just remembered you had the ladies today,
and I thought—"

Janet wanted to take her and push her
out of the kitchen but instead she just stood
there without moving and then behind her
she heard the sigh of the swinging door and
the footsteps of the other girl as she came
in and then stopped. Stella’s eyes jumped
to the other girl. “—I thought I'd come
and help you out—" she finished and her
mouth stayed open.

Inside Janet’s head it was as though some-
thing were boiling and in a minute it would
boil over and then she would say something,
but before that could happen Stella turned
and walked out of the kitchen.

The other girl began to move uncertainly
toward the table but Janet stood looking at

the door. Then she ran across the room and

down the back steps and around into the drive-

way. “Stella,” she called. Stella stopped and
looked back. “Stella,” she said. “Let me give
you your carfare.”

Stella looked at her. “No, thanks, Mrs.
Feldon,” she said.

“Please,” said Janet, “I—"

“No, thanks,” said Stella. She gave the
package a little shove. “It was worth a dime,”
she said, and she walked away.

Janet watched her turn onto the sidewalk
and disappear behind the house and then she
went back inside. She felt bewildered, she
couldn’t understand how all this could have
happened. What made it all happen? She
closed the door behind her and went over
to the table. She took that dime from their
food money, she thought.

It was warm in the kitchen. She stood
rubbing her hands together and looking at
the shining red salad, thinking she shouldn’t
have done it, and she remembered what Dave
had said about the children’s teeth. Why,
that dime would have bought milk or oranges,
she thought; she had no right to use it. Why,
that dime belonged to the children. You
couldn’t deprive children of the things they
needed. And then she would wonder why
they weren’t strong and healthy. No, she
thought, it was altogether wrong. She had
no right.

When she turned and went back through
the swinging door she was beginning to feel
very angry with Stella.

WiLmMA SHORE.

“He keeps saying he’s FDR.”
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WHERE ARE THOSE JOBS?

The White House arms program was supposed to absorb all the unemployed. Adam Lapin discusses what

the facts and figures actually show.

W ashington.
BOUT six months ago the aircraft indus-
A try proclaimed that it was encounter-
ing great difficulty in getting skilled
workers. That was the time when the Na-
tional Association of Manufacturers, the
Chamber of Commerce, and the whole big
business lobby were lamenting the acute short-
age of trained craftsmen for the booming
arms industry. But at the same time the
United Automobile Workers was up against
the fact that thousands of its members in the
Detroit area, highly skilled workers, weré
unemployed. So UAW officials made an
offer to the aircraft industry via the Defense
Commission. It was ready to supply die and
tool workers and other categories of skilled
labor from Detroit for aircraft plants in other
parts of the country. There was only one
major difficulty with this scheme from the
point of view of the aircraft industry. Detroit
die and tool workers are accustomed to rela-
tively high wages, and are experienced in the
ways of unionism. The proposal died stillborn
in the Defense Commission and the aircraft
industry has talked less about the shortage
of skilled workers.

Propaganda about the need for more skilled
labor has by no means ceased; it has simply
subsided a bit in the face of rather stubborn
facts. Secretary of Labor Frances Perkins
and Federal Security Administrator Paul
McNutt are still issuing optimistic and mis-
leading statements which create the impres-
sion that the armaments program has all but
wiped out unemployment. Sidney Hillman,
assisted by a dozen government agencies, is
still training millions of workers for jobs
which may never materialize. Sober govern-
ment economists are admitting that there is
more than an adequate supply of labor, that
the arms program has not solved the unem-
ployment problem.

When President Roosevelt told a press con-
ference recently that he was sending Knudsen
and Hillman a letter asking for around-the-
clock production on critical machines, he was
asked whether there was a shortage of skilled
labor to run these machines. He replied hastily
that there seemed to be enough workers, and
that the problem was one of marrying the
workers to the machines. At the end of March
the United States Employment Service had
registered on its rolls as active job seekers
about 5,166,391 workers. It is estimated that
about twenty percent of these are skilled
workers. WPA only a few days ago com-
pleted a survey of its depleted rolls and dis-
covered 150,000 skilled mechanics and 154,-
000 additional workers with partial skills
who could easily be trained for skilled jobs.

It will be recalled that a few weeks ago the
TNEC published a striking study of technol-
ogy and unemployment. The study showed
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Technology and job displacement.

that all of the traditional factors which were
supposed to offset the effect of technological
unemployment in a capitalist economy were
no longer operating. Senator O’Mahoney,
TNEC chairman, was constrained to make
the following illuminating comment: “If the
preparation for and the conduct of war con-
stitute the only adequate compensatory force
to the labor-displacing effects of technology,
the proposition would then be established that
only through war can the present economic
system be operated in such a way as to approx-
imate full employment.” Senator O’Mahoney’s
pessimism was more than justified. As a mat-
ter of fact, in the present situation not even
the most strenuous preparation for war has
resulted in anything like .full employment.

INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTION is now above the
145 mark on the Federal Reserve Board’s
index of production, almost a third higher
than production during the boom year 1929.
But according to CIO economists who have
carefully checked all available government
sources, there are still 9,000,000 unemployed.
It is true that Secretary of Labor Perkins
announced that there were 2,366,000 more
workers in non-agricultural jobs in Miarch
1941 than in March 1940. But ‘subtract the
600,000 new workers who entered the job
market during the year, and there is a net
reduction in unemployment of only about
1,800,000. Certainly Miss Perkins did not
illuminate the situation particularly when she
stated that there are now 1,541,000 more
workers than in 1929, and left it at that.
The fact is that there are 600,000 new work-
ers looking for jobs each year, amounting
to a respectable total at the end of eleven or
twelve years. In addition, there has been an
appreciable influx to the big industrial centers
of farmers and agricultural workers displaced

A Blashko

by tractors and mechanized equipment and
the increasing trend toward larger-sized
farms.

Reemployment as a result of the arms pro-
gram has certainly not been spectacular to
date, but there are now a number of indica-
tions that the rate of absorption will be slowed
up considerably. Construction work on can-
tonments and other military projects of this
nature will soon be completed, and then will
decline abruptly. Miss Perkins revealed that
in March there were already 26,000 fewer
construction workers than in February. By
December some 500,000 construction work-
ers now employed on various military proj-
ects will have lost their jobs. Only a com-
paratively small number can expect to find
employment on new projects. \

Miany industries, steel for example, are
already working at capacity. There is little
likelihood that they will now expand employ-
ment substantially. Priorities have already
caused some unemployment in the aluminum
industry. Extension of the priorities system
will result in considerable unemployment
among workers engaged in civilian production.
The entire trend toward curtailing consumer
purchasing power through taxes, “defense”
bonds, and higher prices will create new
groups of jobless workers. The auto industry’s
plan for cutting automobile production by
twenty percent is expected to cause large-scale
unemployment in the Detroit area.

As a result of these factors, CIO economists
forecast that the expanding arms program
will at most absorb 2,000,000 additional
workers during the coming fiscal year from
July 1941 to July 1942. This will leave an
unemployed army of upwards of 7,000,000
despite arms expenditures which will reach
an all-time high of more than $20,000,000,-
000. Vastly increased arms production, un-
accompanied by increased purchasing power
and a shorter work week, is obviously not
enough to provide full employment in capital-
ist America—not even with a couple of million
young men in the armed forces.

Underlying this phenomenon is the tre-
mendous increase in the productivity of labor
resulting from new technological advances.
Federal Reserve and Bureau of Labor Sta-
tistics estimates show that in the twelve-month
period from February 1940 to February 1941,
production for all manufactures increased
twenty-five percent while employment in-
creased only twelve percent. The TNEC re-
port on technology revealed that the produc-
tivity of labor advanced by 32.3 percent in
all manufacturing industries between 1929
and 1939, Technological advances have caused
displacements of workers. The TNEC esti-
mated that despite the moderating effect of re-
duced hours, about 1,621,000 workers were
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displaced by technological improvements and
increased labor productivity between 1929
and 1939. In the steel industry alone, new
machinery displaced 88,000 workers or 17.5
percent of those employed in the industry
in the two-year period between 1937 and
1939.

CONTINUED UNEMPLOYMENT at a level of
about 9,000,000 makes the need for substan-
tial WPA appropriations obvious. But even
this is not the whole story. The inadequate
absorption of the -unemployed so far taken
place has not been distributed equally. Arms
contracts have been handed out to a few
large companies; eighty companies ‘received
85.5 percent of all major contracts with the
result that only in a few scattered localities
where plants of these corporations are lo-
cated has there been any arms “boom.” The
TNEC estimated that thirty-two states got
only 12.69 percent of the total of all arms
contracts. According to WPA economists,
seventy-five percent of all arms contracts have
been distributed in areas where there are only
twenty-three percent of the nation’s WPA
workers.

What it boils down to is that seventy-seven
percent of the WPA workers are in areas
which have hardly been affected at all by
“defense” activities. WPA rolls slashed in the
past are now scheduled for a series of new
cuts, even though WPA officials have stated
that waiting lists of workers meeting all
qualifications for WPA work still hover close
to the 1,000,000 mark.

Apparently WPA heads hoped to save their

appropriations by tying in their activities as
closely as possible with the arms program,
Some 440,000 WPA workers are now busily
engaged on “national defense projects,” con-
structing airports, making roads for army
camps, building barracks for the Army, im-
proving harbors for air bases. WPA research
projects have also been hastily adjusted to the
new order. One group of research workers
is compiling a series of tables intended to
eliminate complicated mathematical compu-
tations and loss of time in firing coast artil-
lery and long range guns. Another WPA
research project has been devising a method
of testing pilots by means of the sound waves
of the heart beat and the electrical charges
of the heart muscles.

Peacetime projects like the construction of
playgrounds, gymnasiums, stadiums, incin-
erators, water treatment and generating
plants, reservoirs and waterwells have to a
considerable extent been abandoned. But in-
stead of safeguarding the continued existence
of WPA, the emphasis on military projects
has simply reduced the number of WPA
workers who can be employed by the program.
Many of the so-called defense projects cost
considerably more than ordinary civilian proj-
ects, and restrictions imposed on the total
cost of construction, on the amount which can
be expended for materials and on the amount
which must be contributed by states and local
communities have been lifted in these cases.
The result is a sharply increased cost per
worker on these projects, and less funds for
maintaining the WPA rolls as a whole.

‘The all-time high for WPA enrollment was

about 3,300,000 in November of 1938. The
peak permitted by the inadequate $1,350,-
000,000 appropriation for the 1941 fiscal year
was 1,900,000 in January. Enrollment is now
down to about 1,500,000. It is scheduled to
be cut further to a low of 1,300,000 in June.
During 1940 WPA gave jobs only to some
nineteen percent of the unemployed as com-
pared to an average of twenty-five percent
during the previous four years. President
Roosevelt’s budget estimate of $975,000,000
for the coming fiscal year may cut this per-
centage of the unemployed on WPA to an
all-time low of fifteen to seventeen percent.
The President’s budget estimate is supposed
to provide an average employment of 1,300,-
000. But the number will probably be re-
duced in mounting material costs and the
expense of the new military projects.
Hearings on the WPA appropriation for
the 1942 fiscal year are scheduled to start
before the House Appropriations Committee
on May 12, Secretary of the Treasury Mor-
genthau’s proposal for a cut of $1,000,000,-
000 in social expenditures has vastly encour-
aged the axe-men of the House bloc. They
have already begun a campaign to slash WPA
below the all-time low of $975,000,000 fixed
by the President. On the other hand, CIO
President Philip Murray has made a counter
proposal which seems to meet the situation.
Murray has urged the President to recom-
mend a minimum appropriation of $2,500,-
000,000 to provide work for at least 3,000,-
000 jobs. The CIO proposal checks with the
real facts of the unemployment situation.

ApaM LAPIN.
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“There you are, Mr. Hoover, all the Bridges witnesses you want.”
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Strictly Personal

by RUTH McKENNEY

NO MARKET FOR ATROCITIES

HE newspaper called PA, mistaken for
Tthc first six weeks of its career as a pro-

gressive New York daily, came out last
week with a frank, if somewhat naive demand
for English atrocity pictures. Mr. Ingersoll,
PM’s editor, feels that the prints sent over
from England have no zip. Gently chiding the
English censor, Mr. Ingersoll argued that a
couple of kids with their heads blown off or
a bevy of blinded mothers might rouse the
sluggish American public to do or die for the
British empire.

Mr. Ingersoll’s clamor for atrocity pictures
brought him a loud horse laugh in the trade,
at least. It is a well known fact that atrocity
pictures can be produced by the baker’s dozen
in any news service dark-room. If Mr. Inger-
soll wants something special in the way of
hands cut off or Red Cross nurses nailed to
barn doors, he can, of course, consult the 1917
files of any newspaper. Or if he prefers winter
snowscapes, there are the Finnish pictures
kicking around cheap, and hot stuff too, as
any photo expert will tell you. Some of the
best picture faking done in years came out
during the Soviet-Finnish war, and a Russian
corpse frozen to death while high-jumping
could easily be doctored into an Anzac para-
lyzed to death by poison gas. Better yet, if Mr.
Ingersoll wants the bona fide real thing he
can take the very real pictures from the
Barcelona morgue, complete with children,
and have his retoucher cut in the background
of the House of Parliament, and substitute a
Queen Mary hat for the shawl draped over
the head of the weeping mother identifying
her shattered child. Incidentally, he need have
no fear of ‘the public catching him in a fraud,
for the pitiful pictures of the Spanish dead
appeared almost exclusively in the Daily
Worker. In the days of the German-Italian
invasion of Spain, President Roosevelt and
his fellow humanitarians among the American
publishers were much too busy helping the
British strangle a democratic republic fighting
for its life to have time for informing the
American public what appeasement was doing
to Spanish babies. So Mr. Ingersoll will find
the terrible pictures of suffering Spain quite
fresh and new. With a little fixing, they
should serve his purpose admirably.

Unless, of course, Mr. Ingersoll, always
a quixotic fellow, wants his English atrocity
pictures one hundred percent truthful. In that
case, it is my personal opinion that he’ll have
to wait a long time. For this war is slightly
different from the last one, not in fundamental
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causes, of course, for it’s still the same old fight
for markets and world domination between
two sets of imperialists. But this war is differ-
ent because the little man at home is busy
doing the dying. And it is the firm conviction
(and should I question them?) of the big
boys running this jolly old war that if the
public, American, English, German, or what
have you, ever got on to the true facts of life,
there might not be any more second imperial-
ist war at all. ’

Thus, to Mr. Ingersoll’s printed dismay,
the English censor passes only the pictures of
the London bombings which show the jolly
cockney with his thumbs elevated and a song
on his lips. Mothers identifying headless chil-
dren in morgues are taboo—for it takes a very
deep conviction, and an absolute knowledge
that freedom and only freedom is at stake to
stomach the sight of ‘a woman weeping over
the mutilated body of her little girl. The
English censor evidently feels that pictures
of the London morgue may fill the reader
with uneasy ideas about India and the Suez
Canal. For I think it may be considered an
axiom that no one but Winston Churchill
and President Roosevelt and such like people
consider the Suez Canal worth the life of
even one baby or the agony in the heart
of even one mother. For what shall it profit a
Plymouth factory girl or a London worker
to win back the whole world for the English
gentry if the people they love lie broken and
burned beyond recognition in the ruins of the
tenements and hovels where they lived.

No, this is not the kind of war to favor
atrocity pictures. Mr. Ingersoll is wrong. The
American public, looking upon the real face
of the English people, twisted in terrible
agony, paralyzed by fear, frozen by sorrow
and pain, could only ask, “Is it worth it? Is
it worth so much that the people, the plain
people should suffer so? Who cares for the
Suez Canal except the ship owners and trad-
ers, and to a woman with both her legs
crushed under a beam, what are the ship
owners of England?”

Mr. Ingersoll is wrong. Even in Germany
the only pictures of the war show the Panzer
divisions getting kissed by Bulgarian or Greek
or Norwegian or French young ladies. The
German people will never see the pictures of
the German corpses piled river deep in some
lonely valley of the Balkans. They will never
hear the dying screams of the little soldier boy
with a bullet through his guts, for German
newsreel men do not record such interesting

passages on their sound tracks. The mother
at home is only told that her boy died for the
greater glory of his country; she will never
know that he was trapped in a flaming tank
and slowly roasted to death. Even in a mili-
tary dictatorship it is never safe to let the
people know the cost of what Hitler tells
them is glory. If the mother knew her son took
all of an hour’s agony that transcends de-
scription finally to win the merciful surcease
of death, then the question would beat on her
heart: “Was it worth it? Is the Suez Canal
worth it?” And someday she would answer,
“No. For what does it profit me if the ship
owners have the Suez Canal when all my life
I will live with the screams of my nineteen-
yvear-old boy burning to death during that
endless hour?” o

No, this is not the kind of a war to support
atrocity pictures—on either side. Mr. Inger-
soll is wrong to criticize the English censors.
They know their business. Better to concen-
trate on power politics, better to encourage
the American public to move pins around on
newspaper maps, better to let them overlook
the casualties. ‘

For if the American public could translate
the headlines into facts, if they could see the
struggle for the Suez Canal not like a glorified
football game, but in its real colors, if they
could forget about military strategy and sup-
ply bases, and such like whooplas of the
present war—if all those fancy trappings faded
into the stark reality, then I know President
Roosevelt could never dare to play with the
fire of war.

For the headlines say: PLYMOUTH BOMBED.
But the facts are: Sally Lumkin, aged eighteen
and pretty, with her face all smashed in and
her eyes blinded. The columnists write learn-
edly of the struggle for the Canal. But the
real story of this ditch is written in the color
of blood, the agony of Australians with splin-
tered arms and legs dying in a lonely desert,
the terror of a German youngster, feeling the
bayonet knife cut out his life. Supply bases—
and boys trapped in submarine shaken by
a depth bomb, boys never to see sunlight again
but to meet death with lungs bursting and
eyes popping in agony. Military strategy !
Every time a careless American moves a pin on
a PM map, a thousand, ten thousand men have
died, in pain passing description.

This is war, the true face of war. This is
imperialist war, and men and women and
children are dying, slaughtered by bombs and .
starved for lack of a bit of bread. This is
what capitalism has brought upon the people
of Europe and England and Egypt, even upon
the people of Australia and India and South
Africa. Yes, Mr. Ingersoll, the British censors
are right. The imperialists cannot afford to tell
the truth, and PM can scarcely afford ‘to send
out a call for bombing pictures.

For only the Communists, who fight every.
day of their lives for a world without war,
for the brotherhood of man, only they can
afford to tell the terrible true-story of the
second imperialist war. The truth of this war
is a weapon, but it belongs alone to the people.
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WASHINGTON HELPS THE BERLIN-HELSINKI AXIS

The occupation of Finland by German troops and arms. Some interesting if embarrassing lquestions for

Messrs. Hull and Morgenthau to answer. Smoke and fire.

kans geographically, and the times when

that country dominated the headlines are
now. ancient hxstory Yet time and space are
rcadlly traversed in the Einsteinian physics
of . modern diplomacy. Our statesmen have
assured us a number of times they intend no
compromlse with fascism, and Mir. Roosevelt
has d;recteﬁ the freezing of funds belongmg
to countries occupied by German . armies;
simultaneoysly, we have been led to believe
that Mr. Welles, the Under-Secretary of State,
has been negotiating improved relations with
a certain great power known as the Soviet
Umon On both of these scores, it is worth
askmg some questions about Finland.

On September 26 of last year, the world was
astounded by an official dispatch from Hel-
sinki stating that “transit of German troops
on leave and of German supplies is taking
place between northern Norway and north-
ern Finland subject to certain conditions and
control measures.” The dispatch went on to
explain that “the arrangement was modeled
after that between Sweden and Germany
which became effective in July. . ..”

That the actions of the Swedish and Fin-
ish governments were not analogous was ap-
parent to the most naive political observer.
In May (not in July as the Finnish dispatch
stated) at the height of the Narvik campaign,
under pressure of a Nazi ultimatum the
Swedish government reluctantly consented to
permit the movement of German supplies and
German wounded to and from northern
Norway. The Norwegian roads were inac-
cessible at that time of the year and the
coastal route was under the guns of the Brit-
ish navy, then in Norwegian terntonal wa-
ters, In case of a refusal it was universally

- admitted that Sweden faced the risk of Nazi
occupation. Finland’s case was radically dif-
ferent from Sweden’s. Having wrung transit
facilities from Sweden the Nazis had no need
of Finnish communications. Besides the Nor-
wegian campaign was over. Britain could
not spare any ships for the blockade of the
coastal Narvik route which Germany pre-
ferred. But the most pertinent fact of all
was that there were no intimations of a Ger-
man ultimatum. Germany could not then
have afforded to antagonize the Soviet Union
or throw Finland into Soviet arms by hostile
pressure. The first and only intimation of
the passage of German troops through Fin-
land came from the Finnish government and
there were ample grounds for suspecting that
it took the initiative in the negotiations which
led to the “passage” of these troops.

Another dispatch from Helsinki stated that
“German troops landed at Vasa, Finnish
port on the Gulf of Bothnia. The number
of German troops landed was not known,

FINLAND is a long ways off from the Bal-

16

WHAT THE TROOPS MEAN

OUR article by Walter Broad had been in
type for some time when the American
press featured the Pravda dispatch report-
ing the arrival of some 12,000 fully armed
German troops in Finnish ports. As our
author indicates, these troop movements
have been gping on for some time and
actually constitute an occupation of Finland.

The American press discusses these events
in terms of Soviet-German relations. Some
columnists speculate that the USSR is being
outflanked in the north; some editors hold
their breaths in the hope that Finland might
become a scene of Soviet-German conflict.
New Masses has been pointing out to its
readers the very real potentialities of
worsening relations between the USSR and
Germany in the Near East; but we would
advise strongly against accepting the very
simple interpretation of an imminent Soviet-
German clash. Ribbentrop may again be cir-
culating tales that Hitler would tackle the
USSR in return for a truce with Churchill.

The chief immediate explanation for the
Nazi troop arrivals seems to lie in the
Finnish internal situation, as well as the
relations between Finland and Sweden. In
the past year, Finland has experienced a
very acute political crisis—arising out - of
the problems of the disastrous adventure

against the USSR. Last summer, the Society .

for Friendship with the Soviet Union made
great gains in influence and membership.

Even severe governmental repression was

not able to stymie the growth in circulation
of the left-wing press. Economic conditions
are bad; there is no work for the loggers

- and paper mill workers; the farmers are’

suffering acutely while the news of recon-
struction in the Kerelo-Finnish Soviet Re-
public and the Baltic Soviet republics na-
turally makes a powerful impression. More-
over, the 280,000 people who were forcibly
evacuated from their homes in the Karelian
regions have been left stranded. The big
landowners resist any thought of yielding
their land. The aristocracy in Finland is
Swedish, and has traditionally held the
Karelians in contempt. Feeling itself in-
secure at home, the governing coalition has
therefore steadily veered toward rapproche-
ment with Germany; in part, that explains
the arrival of Nazi troops. According to
the Swedish Communist paper, Ny Dag, an
effort is also being made to involve Sweden
in a military alliance with Finland—under
Hitler’s auspices—the sort of alliance which
the USSR strongly criticized when it was
first proposed last spring. The most reac-
tionary Swedish circles look favorably on
the idea. But the main groups are wary,
especially since in Sweden also, the working
class, despite the Social-Democratic leader-
ship, is stepping forth to demand friendly
relations with the USSR.

but whatever the number it was reported
they would be followed by others later.”
Strangely enough the German soldiers sup-
posedly on leave from northern Norway
were landing in Finnish ports and proceeding
inland instead of embarking from them on
the way home to Germany. Since then there
have been continual reports from Scandinavia
which indicated the Reichswehr had made
quite a habit of “passing” through Finland.
It seemed also that the Nazis made a habit
of stopping on the way in such strategic places
as Vasa, Rovaniemi, Ivalo, Tornea, and
other places of recent fame where they were
stationed in permanent barracks. These re-
ports were lent more than a semblance of
truth by an official statement of the Finnish
government (New York Times, Sept. 29,
1940) : “After the first seven shiploads of
uniformed German soldiers debarked at Vasa
to proceed north into Norway in virtue of the
Finnish-German transit agreement, the Fin-
nish government issued a decree proclaiming
Abo, Vasa, Kemi, Uleaborg, and Tornea
as prohibited areas, access to which hence-
forth will be possible only with special police
permits.” The dispatch points out that “the
coastline from Abo to Tornea completely
covers the Finnish side of the Gulf of Both-
nia,” and adds disingenuously that “Abo is
forty miles from Hangoe, now an important
Russian naval base.”

It has remained for Ludwig Lore and
the New York Post, both certainly no
friends of the Soviet Union and no enemies
of Finnish “democracy,” to call public atten-
tion to the present plight of little Finland.
Said Ludwig Lore in his Post column recently.

. . it takes more than arms and physical en-

durance to resist the new aggressor who is slowly

but persistently robbing the Finnish people of their
hardwon freedom. It began when the Finnish gov-
ernment, yielding to Nazi threats, permitted Ger-
man troops to pass through its land to Norway.
Today, sailors returning from the ice free port of
Petsamo report that the great Arctic highway which
leads to that city from Rovaniemi, the northernmost’
railway station in Finland, is always crowded with
German troops. German troops are stationed  in
Ivalo, the largest city in that district, and in the
great winter sport hotel in Rovaniemi German
officers are living a carefree life as they wait for
developments on the northern front. The Finns
themselves who live in that area are suffering real
want, It is almost impossible to buy food anywhere.
In Petsamo ships leaving for the United States are
examined by German army inspectors. Passenger
lists must be submitted to Nazi officials for ap-
proval. All over northern Finland the roads have
German signposts.

Why the Finnish government, which was

willing to sacrifice the lives of tens of thou-
sands of Finnish workers and peasants to
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resist Soviet requests for minor rectifications
‘of the Soviet-Finnish frontiers, is so easily
resigned to the occupation of its entire coun-
try by the Nazis, Mr. Lore does not satis-
factorily explain. However, Lore is not under
any official obligation to explain that fact.
But the occupation of Finland by the Ger-
man army poses a ticklish problem for Secre-
tary Hull which the latter may have over-
looked in his anxiety to cultivate good rela-
tions with the Soviet Union. Since the out-
break of the war, the whole world (includ-
ing the Soviet Union) knows that it has be-
come the established practice of Washington
to freeze the American funds of all govern-
ments that under military or diplomatic
duress permit themselves to be occupied by
the Nazis, This was done in the case of Bel-
gium, Denmark, France, Rumania, and more
recently in the case of Bulgaria and Hungary.
When the Cvetkovitch government of Yugo-
slavia signed a treaty providing merely for
the passage of German supplies and ruling
out the passage of German troops, the Trea-
sury Department regarded this tyeaty as suf-
ficient grounds for freezing Yugoslav funds
in America, and it was only when the Cvet-
kovitch government was overthrown that the
order was rescinded. In the light of its rigid
adherence to this principle the policy of this
government toward the ‘‘passage’” of Ger-
man troops through Finland takes on over-
tones that are far from subtle. Not only have
Finnish funds in this country not been frozen,
but on the contrary as recently as March
18 another five-million-dollar credit was
added to the $30,000,000 previously advanced
to Finland. The public facts are that either
the Finnish government was forced by Ger-
many to submit to the occupation of Finland
by German troops, or it did so willingly. If
it was forced to this action as Mr. Lore and
the Finnish government insist, then it is in
the same class with Belgium, Denmark,
France, Hungary, Rumania, and Bulgaria.
If it did so willingly, then it is far more cul-
pable than -these other governments. Or does
Woashington want it to be inferred from the
exception that it is making in the case of
Finland that it is inclined to be sympathetic
when a government is a willing tool of the
Nazis, and particularly in view of its erst-
while difficulties with the Soviet Union?

The State Department has presumably
been attempting to improve relations with the
Soviet Union. In March, on the occa-
sion of the news of the Soviet-Turkish non-
aggression pact Under-Secretary of State
Welles went so far as to dignify the Soviet
Union with the title of a ‘“‘great power.” This
must have been very flattering to a little state
two and a half times the size of the United
States, with one and a half times its popu-
lation. But perhaps it would have been even
more effective if the State Department had
explained why we so resolutely opposed
Nazi occupation of Yugoslavia and Greece,
but are willing to cooperate and finance Nazi
occupation of Finland.

WALTER Broap.
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“We're not going to Europe this seasom, but we're planning to se
our help.”
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TIME TO TAKE STOCK

Labor can point to proud accomplishments in the past few months. The sfrengfh of the people. What future

struggles will demand. An editorial article.

HEN the coal miners reentered the
Wbituminous mines, the first phase of
" the “all-out”

movement came to an end. The attack had
been thrown back, and more, the unions could
point to impressive victories. No one, of
course, dreams that the Battle for' America is
* over. But for the moment there is a partial
lull while 1abor consolidates its gains, and the
enemy prepares for the next assault.

It is well, at this time, to take stock—be-
cause the strength of the people is determined
by the organized power of the working class.
In our developed capitalist economy, the
unions of necessity are the mainstay not alone
of the working class but also of the people as
a whole—the small farmers and little business
men, the professionals and intellectuals. When
labor advances, the people—all of us who
make up the majority—are reinforced in the
main fight against further involvement in the
ugly, predatory war.

The newspapers called the workers’ recent
struggles a “strike wave.” They cried out in
anguish against what they deemed a ‘“plot to
stall defense.” But as usual they concealed the
reasons for labor’s resistance, though they knew
full well that strikes do not take place unless
they are provoked. Underlying every stoppage
in industry was the same cause: the greed of
management, whetted by enormous profits,
hungry for more. They would push the work-
ers ever harder, speed them up, lengthen hours;
they would keep wages at the same levels
though prices were climbing.

The owners harbored no illusions. Obvious-
ly, the working class must be robbed of or-
ganizations through which it could effectively
resist. The hope was that the cry of “emer-
gency’’ would persuade labor to capitulate. Or
that the blackmail shriek of ‘“Red” would
frighten the unions into line. If not, there was
terror and brutality to crush them, legislation
to cripple them, and “public opinion” manu-
factured by the press to overwhelm them. The
campaign was plotted well.

Labor proved too strong.

10 THE annual CIO convention last No-
vember came the ambassador of the profiteers,
coached by the White House. Sacrifice is good,
said the smilingly baleful Sidney Hillman;
collaboration, capitulation must be labor’s role.
But Social Democracy’s treachery failed to
beguile; the unionists turned away from the
emissary of defeatism. The great in industry
and finance, and their shrewd ally .in the
White House, then realized that they could
not rely on words alone. They brought Sidney
Hillman back to Washington, lavishing new
titles upon him, instructing him in his task of
“softening up” the labor movement prior to
the attack. As head of the Advisory Defense
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war against the labor .

Board, later as co-director in the Office of
Production Management, Hillman strained to
sell the unions to the corporations, to cheat
those organizations which mistakenly came to
him for protection, to line up the few who
had no stomach for resistance and who saw
personal advantage in becoming administra-
tion satellites. The executive councilmen of
the American Federation of Labor, remember-
ing the old fox Gompers, cringed and doffed
their hats, eager to hire themselves out as
flunkeys. More often than not, their unions
refused to follow their command. Sidney Hill-
man’s army of retreat proved to be no more
than a squad of noisy sycophants promising
pie in the sky as the workers’ reward for eat-
ing dirt now. Temporarily, Hillman, the
barker who could not fill the tent, was pushed
into the background. That was the enemy’s
first rebuff.

With the turn of the year, came the full
force of the offensive. At Lackawanna, the
Bethlehem Steel Corp. felt out the working
class. And labor’s strong resistance won con-
cessions for the unionists. At the International
Harvester plants in Chicago and in the sur-
rounding cities, management trotted out the
Chicago Plan, whereby high AFL spokesmen
expected to split the strike “in the name of
labor.” Police violence, a Federation-sponsored
“back to work movement” did not bring the
desired confusion and union collapse. True,
in the end, the workers did not gain a com-
plete triumph, but they could still point to
partial gains instead of retreat.

In the crowded weeks thereafter, workers
learned profoundly. They learned, during the
strike of New York transport workers, that
the tricky ruse of forcing arbitration on terms
determined in advance by management could
be defeated. Because the transport workers
pressed their strike until the corporations
granted arbitration on proper terms—on the
premise of higher wages, not of cuts in pay—
labor all over the country perceived the full
danger of compulsory arbitration and how to
balk it. Then, as the Allis-Chalmers strike in
Milwaukee lengthened into weeks, the ad-
ministration for its part tried a new approach
—ordering the men back into the plants while
the dispute was “mediated.” The strike would
end before management had agreed to meet
demands, workers would enter mediation de-

feated before the negotiating began. By repu- -

diating the OPM order, the Allis-Chalmers
workers took the most significant step of the
period: they defied the presidential appointees
of the Defense Mediation Board to decree the

ending of a strike. Had the workers abided

by the edict, the employers could thencefor-
ward have clamored that any strike precipi-
tated a ‘““defense emergency,” and thereupon
the national government could step in to

terminate the walkout. With such a precedent,
it was only a matter of choosing the time be-
fore strikes would have been forbidden alto-
gether. The unions, unable to strike, would
have been condemned to inaction and distin-
tegration.

At Bethlehem, the police organized scabs to
smash through picket lines, protecting them
with an armed phalanx, beating and gassing
and shooting into the ranks of the strikers.
For a brief and ominous interval, the work-
ers’ lines wavered and broke, but they quickly
reformed and against staggering odds, the
steel union won an agreement even from the
great Bethlehem Co. Back in 1937, Bethlehem
with the other Little Steel corporations,
turned back the steel workers’ organizational
drive. In 1941, Bethlehem was forced to raise
wages, to bargain collectively—in writing, at
Johnstown which effectively negated the com-
pany’s resolve never to put an agreement on
paper. Victory at Bethlehem preluded a
ten-cent wage rise granted by the United
States Steel Corp. Other steel companies fell
in line,

Then the great fortress of the open shop,
the Ford Motor Co., whose vast domain was
supposedly safe from unionism, fell before the
workers. At Dearborn, in April, a great myth
passed into oblivion—the myth that any cor-
poration in all America is immune from or-
ganization, that any citadel is proof against
the unified drive of labor intent on spreading
the protection that organization brings.

The mighty gave way. Their cry of “de-
fense” was answered with the question, “De-
fense for Whom?” The Red scare in no im-
portant labor action intimidated the rank and
file. New York transport workers shrugged
off the label. The Allis-Chalmers strikers, ac-
cused of questioning the authority of govern-
ment, stood firm. Despite renewed government
persecution of Harry Bridges as a “subversive
influence,” the convention of longshoremen
and warehousemen reelected him as their presi-
dent; even the few reactionary leaders in com-
mand of isolated locals here and there were
constrained to go along with the majority to
uphold the great militant leader of the Pacific
Coast. Teachers in New York with indomina-
table courage defied the name callers. Profes-
sionals took the same course as their fellows
in basic industry.

The President cajoled. Administrative
bodies dragged out forgotten statutes, pro-
claimed new repressions, instituted still more
investigations, and the workers scorned them.
The owners attempted to set Negro against
white at the Ford plant. But the unions forged
solidarity between white and black ; provocation
designed to foment race rioting brought firmer
unity. In every strike, the conflict itself ad-
vanced the cause of the Negro because only
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then could the white worker be strong. In
steel, women—another oppressed section of the
working class—won equal wages with men
for equal work. The foreign-born stood side
by side with their native-born brothers. Unity
knows not discrimination.

The fight was the thing. The refusal to
appease and to propitiate the enemy, the reali-
zation that retreat meant annihilation—these
were the lessons of the struggles. The lib-
erals talked of “labor’s rights” as though these
rights were fixed never to be gainsaid. But
militant labor knew that rights were not to
be had for the asking, that all was lost if
the working class succumbed to the collab-
orationist policies of Sidney Hillman and the
New Republic, or the “sane” conciliatory
program of war urged by Roosevelt and the

Nation, William Green and the host of labor

“sympathizers” who had, so they said, “the
best interests of labor at heart.” By thrust-
ing collaboration from their vocabularies,
workers bolstered wages and rectified abuses.
Above all, they reinforced their unions in the
crucial mass-production industries.

The high point came with the battle of
the soft-coal miners. Here, the goal was for
more than economic protection; here the con-
flict was heightened by deep political over-
tones. Not since the days of Reconstruction
had American workers so powerfully defied
the semi-feudal system of the South, the arbi-
trary geographical barrier that split the work-
ing class. It is tribute to the leadership of
John L. Lewis that he voiced the aspirations
of American workers by refusing in the name
of the Northern miners to consider resump-
tion of work even under favorable conditions
until Negroes and whites in the South won
the same benefits. Miners scorned threats of
compulsory mediation, the hysterics of the
press. Solidarity again brought victory; the
miners dug coal only when the operators were
willing to negotiate for retroactive agreements.

Reaction turns now to the legislature, to
framing criminal syndicalism acts, and mea-
sures sanctioning concentration camps for the
foreign-born, forbidding strikes, compelling
arbitration, enforcing “cooling off”’ periods.
The administration has “cleansed” the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board, weeding out
personnel sympathetic to the working man.
The President snarls, and Congress prepares
to tax the people into privation. Patrioteers
whip up the vigilante bands, underwriting
assaults on Negroes, Jews, Catholics, the for-
eign-born, the Communist Party. For despite
their unanswerable strength, the people have
not yet fully mobilized to meet the onslaught.
The unions do not yet perceive all the impli-
cations of war, the deep reality of convoys
and expeditionary armies, nor yet the truth
that the redder flows the blood on the im-
perial battlefields of land and sea, the blacker
flows the ink on the corporation profit ledgers.

These days all struggles of the people are
skirmishes within the greater battle against
the war. It is this that John L. Lewis implied
when he expressed the American majority’s
hate of the war. Yet to this time, the unions
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Defiance

I have lived long enough to see
Betrayal, and the traitors shot.
I have seen murder and the killers hanged.
I have seen rulers scurrying away
" Like vermin from the coming light;
And nations, gripped in lockjaw terror, speak.
I have seen freedom too well prisoned
In the hearts of nameless men.

I have seen.

Despite the dungeon of my crippled shell,
Despite the walls that hem me in,

Despite deliberate darkness

Spread upon the land; I have seen awakening.

Therefore I have hope
+ Sure of fulfillment;
I have no need of death

Nor longing nor desire for it.

I seek no refuge there

Nor should you whose days

Lie endlessly and joyfully ahead.
Though death is offered cloaked in honor
Though death comes bugled, brilliant, blest

Reject it. Defeat it.

Tear off its uniforms and saintly garments;
Let it stand naked, ugly, shivering

Before all humanity,

Without honor anywhere,

have generally limited their resistance to the
economic front. Recent experience has proved
that even in the shadow of war, the enemy
can be repulsed. Even in the shadow of war,
the unions can restore the ways of peace. But
labor dare not now procrastinate. ,

For labor is in grave danger—from war,
and from its own betrayers. The followers
of Hillman have not abandoned their intrigues
to deliver labor to the overlords. In the auto-
mobile union, they rush to mediate the Gen-
eral Motors dispute before the union has
asserted its strength. William Green and his
like sign no-strike pledges to the huzzahs of
the administration and the plaudits of the
press. Even within the CIO, the craven few
who look to Hillman approve contracts out-
lawing strikes—in textile, in the Bethlehem
shipyards—or attempt, like Walter Reuther
with his misleading production plans, to har-
ness automobile workers to more intense speed-
up. Social Demoracy, repudiated in the open,
creeps back to sap the labor movement of its
weapons of protection. A few leaders, con-
fused by the crafty, straggle after the traitors
to raise the Red scare, to hound the Com-
munists, thinking that retreat in this case
will somehow forestall further pressure against
labor. But retreat is never more than retreat;
any fissure in labor’s armor is the point of
weakness through which the mortal blow can
penetrate. The Red hunt, conducted by Dies
and Coudert, by Hillman and Jackson, or
by those bewitched by loud-mouthed slo-
ganeers, must be repudiated or all the work-
ers’ proud accomplishments, will be reduced
to naught.

ALEXANDER F, BERGMAN.

Yes, there are weaknesses. They menace
the unions. Yet workers have shown their
power, have given proof that no obstacles
are so great that they cannot be overcome.
This lesson American militant progressives
and Communists have repeated all during the
decades since the war. In the twenties, they
declared that workers must organize them-
selves into industrial unions. And the work-
ing class learned that this was sound advice.
They said that Negro and white, men and
women, foreign-born and native must stand
as one unit. And the working class found this
the strategy of victory. They said that the
Roosevelt administration lusted for war, that
soft words masked the true direction of its
course. Now, workers see the warning ful-
filled. They pointed to fascism’s poison at
home—and the people see it spread. The
strength of the Communist Party in final
analysis is the gauge of the workers’ power;
and working class power is the measure of
the people’s might. Earl Browder is in the
penitentiary for the crime of fighting for
peace. The working class is weaker for that,
and for every other militant immobilized by
the ruling caste.

For some months now labor has proved
its invincibility when united and mobilized
against attack. The CIO has grown by almost
a million members. The fight intensifies,
involving the majority of the American people
who see themselves menaced by war. Labor’s
past achievements give promise that with the
working class in the lead, no obstacle can halt
the people in their search for security and
peace.
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The Week Abroad

l'r WwAS a rather barren week for spectacular
items. The Nazis have not yet attempted
an invasion of Crete, the Mediterranean
island which the British took over in the first
stages of the Greek-Italian war; it would
throw interesting light on problems of invad-
ing Britain if Crete were assaulted. In Libya,
the British were giving stout resistance at
Tobruk, an indication that the fight for Suez
will be hard fought all the way. But the main
developments seem to be proceeding on the
diplomatic front under the cover of all sorts
of speeches everywhere, from Staunton, Va.,
where Roosevelt gained new inspiration at
the Wilsonian shrine to the Kroll Opera
House in Berlin where Hitler reported on
the Balkan campaign. It was a typical Hit-
lerian speech: appeals to the Almighty, pro-
fessions of peace, furious invective at Church-
ill, flattery for Turkey, boastfulness of the
power of Nazi arms. Underneath it all, how-
ever, lay the recognition in Germany that the
war may go on much beyond the present year.

Two items from Britain are noteworthy:
one, that the population of Plymouth. was
being evacuated as a result of the air-raids.
So far as we know this is the first case of a
large scale evacuation of a fair-sized British
town. The government seems to have ordered
the evacuation because the people themselves

were beginning to stream out on the highways,

anywhere at all to get away from the bom-
bardments. And then there was the Cabi-
net shift—some obscure businessman called
Leathers, a director of no less than 47 world-
wide companies, was elevated to the House
of Lords so that he could take the Cabinet
post for shipping—rather a good specimen of
the ‘‘democrats” running this war. Lord
Beaverbrook was given a new post, the min-
istry of state. It looks as though Ernest Bevin
and his friends have not been doing as good
a job as British imperialism demands. It
may be one of the small signs of a whole trend
toward the total fascization of the British
state, on which there is much more to be said.

THE REALLY important development is Iraq.
For most people, Iraq is forbiddingly far-
away; its geography is as unfamiliar as its
politics. But it is the wealthiest, most strategic
region of the Middle East, as large as Eng-
land in size, with as much as a billion dollars
in British money sunk in its fabulous oil
fields. The oil was grabbed from Turkey after
the last war. It lies up in the north, and pipe-
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lines feed westwards to Syria, and to Haifa,
from which the British Mediterranean fleet
is fueled. Iraq lies in the ancient valley of
the Tigris and Euphrates; the delta of the
two rivers is the Basra base, from which the
British control the entire Persian gulf region.
Iraq’s 3,500,000 people have often revolted
against British rule, and finally achieved a
pseudo-independence by a treaty with Britain
in 1930. Sifting through the dispatches, it
looks as though~the British landed a force at
Basra, anywhere from 20,000 to 60,000
men, Australians and Indians, for the pur-
pose of gaining a commanding position in
northwestern Iraq, a position which would
outflank French Syria from the east, make
contact with Turkey from the southeast, and
dominate the approaches from the Soviet
Trans-Caspian as well.

Native Iraq troops contested the landing at
Basra, and also occupied air fields along the
pipeline which runs to the Mediterranean.
Some reports say that the pipeline has now
been shut down by roving Arab bands. Large
battles have taken place, with the British
slowly gaining the upper hand. In brief, this
is the first full-scale military engagement in
this war of a semi-colonial people against an
imperialist power. It must therefore be caus-
ing intense excitement in the whole Arab
world—from Libya, through Syria (where
things have been bubbling over for months),
clear through to Persia and India, where large
Moslem populations reside.

The British High Command have acted with
an initiative and decision contrasting sharply
with their hesitations in Greece. They exhibit
all the characteristics of men who know how
empires are ruled. Turkey’s effort to mediate
the issue has been arrogantly turned down in
London ; imperial Britain insists on her way
in the colonial world. Of course, German
and Italian propagandists are taking advantage
of the moment, trying to manipulate various
chieftains and Arab politicians in their own
interest. But there is, as yet, no evidence of
direct Nazi participation in the Iraq struggle,
there is as yet no proof, although it is possible,
that the military general who seized power in
Iraq a month ago, Ras Ali Gellani, is a2 Ger-
man agent. It is more likely that sections of
the Iraqi leadership see the occasion to take
advantage of Britain’s dilemma to strike out
on the path of full independence, with all the
consequences that would have for the whole
Arab world. Hitler could try to dicker with
this kind of thing, but could he ever control
it? We doubt it.

Step by Step
INCE the American people . continue stub-
bornly reluctant to undergo a second vic-
timization in the name of democracy, the
Roosevelt administration is compelled to resort
to guile and circumvention to achieve its ends.
On the heels of the announcement that the
Navy will defend America by patrolling the
seas thousands of miles away in behalf of the
British empire, comes the news that young
American military pilots will fly as observers
with British squadrons. If this isn’t the first

token shipment of an AEF, it bears a remark-
able resemblance to the genuine article. These
pilots will do their “observing” not on prac-
tice flights, but in action against German
planes and over German cities. They are
going to be shot at, some will be killed, others
wounded, and our hunch is they are going to
do something more than passive observing.
The British are evidently running short of
pilots, and this is one way of providing them
without running head-on into the opposition
of the American people. At the same time the
President who only a few months ago pledged
non-participation in foreign wars, announces
that “we are ever ready to fight again.”

The very sordidness of the conflict as to
who is to be master over the subject peoples
of Europe, Africa, and the Middle East com-
pels the imperialists to “idealize” and “spirit-
ualize” the war. Never has President Roose-
velt given the public such a heavy dose of
“spirituality’” as in his address at the dedica-
tion of Woodrow Wi lson’s birthplace. This
reflects the exigencies of the time; it is neces-
sary to draw a veil over the Wilsonian vil-
lainy of the past in order to conceal the Roose-
veltian villainy of the present and future. The
effort to depict the man who shamelessly be-
trayed his pledge to keep the country out of
war, who sent hundreds of thousands of
American boys to death and agony, who sup-
pressed civil liberties under the Palmer reign
of terror, who sent troops to crush democracy
in Soviet Russia—to depict this man as one
“whose whole active life was dedicated to the
cause of freedom” only underscores the nature
of the cause to which Wilson’s successor has
dedicated himself.

And Wendell Willkie adds his footnote to
the history of imperialism when in the May
10 issue of Collier’s he exhorts Americans to
stop being afraid, and declares: “The capital
of the world of tomorrow will be either Berlin
or Washington.” On that score there are no
real differences between Willkie and ex-
Colonel Lindbergh and the other luminaries
of the America First Committee. What they
disagree on is the strategy for making the
United States master of the world. The
American people have reason to fear the am-
bitions of the Hitlers, Churchills, Roosevelts,
Willkies, Lindberghs, and thé class for whom
they speak. The fact that some of these call
their dreams of world domination “democ-
racy” and others, “National Socialism,”
merely proves that big business imperialism
operates under more than one alias. Africa
and the Middle East, where the war between
empires collides with the struggles of the
colonial peoples, make clear that this is in
truth a war to determine, in the candid words
of the United States News, who is “to have
the privilege of pushing other people around.”

Amending the Draft

T ISN’T hard to do some instructive reading

between the lines in the administration’s
proposals to exempt married men from the
draft and make the age classification twenty-
one to twenty-six—or possibly start with
eighteen—instead of the present twenty-one
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to thirty-five. Evidently the Selective Service
hasn’t found it so simple a matter to take men
from their wives and dependents. It has been
done, of course, as most people are very well
aware, but the protest has been strong enough
to reckon with. The draft directors have
finally discovered that “possession of a wife”
(to quote the commercial press reports) is a
“liability” to a man earning twenty-one dol-
lars a month. They have also found out that
“mental readjustment” to army life is very
difficult and men over twenty-six often cannot
make it. Moreover, a decade and a year of
economic crisis have left truly shocking physi-
cal effects, particularly on the men of thirty
or more. So far, 42.5 percent of all draft
registrants have been rejected for physical
unfitness. The administration hopes, by con-
centrating on the very young, to muster
enough vigorous specimens for the strenuous
“shooting stage.”

Meanwhile the older men will be drafted
into the war economy at home in accordance
with their skilled training and abilities. And,
not at all incidentally, the concentration on
low-age groups will raid college life and the
whole youth movement, where anti-war
protest has been most determined. Only now,
after months of pressure on the administra-
tion, has it been decided to defer the drafting
of medical students. Yet the fact that this
deferment was granted in response to public
demand—just as the exemption of married
men is being considered—is a wholesome
symptom of the people’s opposition. It reminds
us encouragingly of a very wholesome legis-
lative proposal—Rep. Vito Marcantonio’s bill
to repeal the Burke-Wadsworth Conscription
Act entirely. .

Anti-Poll Tax Week
Do Nor forget: 10,000,000 American citi-

zens of voting age are not allowed to
vote. Remember that especially during Anti-
Poll Tax Week, May 11-17. This will be
the week of demonstrations, parades, mass
meetings, all directed to bringing the Geyer
anti-poll-tax bill out of the House Judiciary
Committee where it has been entombed for
" over a year. The committee’s chairman is
Hatton Sumners of Texas, one of the eight
Southern states that disfranchise Negroes and
poor whites through the poll tax. Mr. Sum-
ners, Martin Dies, “Concentration Camp”
Hobbs of Alabama, “No Strike” Vinson of
Georgia, and other poison flowers of Southern
reaction are “‘elected” by just twenty-one per-
cent of the voters in their states.
So far thirty-two congressmen have signed
a petition to force the Geyer bill out onto the
floor of the House—218 signatures are re-
quired. The campaign of May 11-17 is par-
ticularly aimed at awakening people to the
necessity of putting the heat on indifferent or
reluctant congressmen. To this end the South-
ern Negro Youth Congress, American Youth
Congress, and scores of other progressive or-
ganizations are making Anti-Poll Tax Week
a dynamic seven days of popular pressure.
More is involved here than even the right of
ballot. For the 10,000,000 men and women
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“I don’t see why they didn’t give the
Pulitzer Prize for fiction to Jan Valtin.”

who have been robbed of their voting power
are those most oppressed by—and most re-

sistant to—Jim Crow, economic exploitation,

war, and all their attendant evils.

Workers' Victory in Canada
FROM up in Winnipeg, Mianitoba, the big
city of western Canada, comes one of the
most striking events of the week, significant
for the entire hemisphere—the election to the
Manitoba Legislature of Lieut. William
Kardash, on an anti-war, anti-capitalist ticket.
Kardash received 4,889 votes, running far
ahead of the candidates of the Canadian Com-
monwealth Federation, the Social-Democratic
outfit. The present mayor of Winnipeg by
comparison, got little more than half of Kar-
dash’s vote, and landed eight places below the
Workers Committee candidate. For a nation
at war, where the Communist Party has been
outlawed, where the Royal Canadian Mounted
Police have summarily interned a dozen lead-
ing trade unionists, including a Communist al-
derman, and are still hunting for 2 Communist
member of the legislature, James Litterick—
the election of a progressive candidate on a

" people’s program is a sign of the times.

Kardash was a member of the Mackenzie-
Papineau battalion in Spain, lost a leg in
the Spanish struggle. His election to office in
the face of an unparalleled Red scare, a con-
centrated barrage from all anti-working class
forces, upholds the old revolutionary tradi-
tions of Winnipeg, scene of a great general
strike after the last war. Greetings and con-
gratulations. :

Clearing the Air

HERE is no need as yet to get overexcited

about the Federal Communications Com-
mission’s order that the National Broadcasting
Co. drop one network from its chain, or
about the further regulations limiting the con-
tractual power of the two great radio net-
works. With the main argument of the Com-
mission, that NBC and CBS are monopolies,
not too concerned with the ‘“public interest,”
there can be no dispute. Certainly, like the
great chain newspapers, radio has become an
instrument of the largest financial interests.
And certainly, the networks have been guilty
of barring from the air free discussion by
minority, consumer, and labor groups, as well
as all broadcasts not passed by censors re-
sponsible to large advertisers and the powers-

that-be. On the West Coast, for example, the
CIO was unable to buy radio time to present
the case of Harry Bridges to the public. It is
even impossible to dial in on popular songs
now that the chains refuse to deal with
ASCAP because they balk at paying a fair
price to composers.

But the FCC order has yet to become
reality. The chains promise to fight the Com-
mission to the end—which means months and
perhaps years of litigation before the public
is given relief. The main purpose of the Com-
mission’s order will not even then be accom-
plished—the breaking of the broadcasting mo-
nopoly. The Big Stick can be shaken in the
faces of NBC and CBS—but that will hardly
do the trick. The Standard Oil trust once
was told to dissolve. The company complied
with the law—and the company remains a
vast monopoly. Control of big business in-
volves financial dominance: in the case of
radio broadcasting, it is hard to see how the
FCC can affect the financial backing of the
big radio companies still held firmly in Wall
Street. But even though the FCC’s order will
hardly have far-reaching results, the mere
challenge of the great networks is a step in"
the right direction.

The Pulitzer Prizes

HE Pulitzer Prize Committee has been

working its way down to Westbrook Peg-
ler for some years now. It has reached bot-
tom at last. That this unscrupulous enemy
of labor and civil liberties should receive the
award for distinguished ‘reporting is a grim
commentary on the state of commercial jour-
nalism. The same corruption of judgment
is reflected in the award of the drama prize
to Robert E. Sherwood for his war-monger-
ing attack on the Soviet Union, There Shall
Be No Night. The war bias of the Pulitzer
committee, composed of men like William
Allen White and Arthur Krock, is further
revealed in its decision to create a special re-
ward for the New York Times. The award
to the Times for its foreign news coverage
is in reality a tribute to the perseverance of
that paper in whipping up hysterical support
for the conscription act, the lend-lease act,
convoys, and a new AEF.

The committee could find no novel deserv-
ing of its benediction, despite the fact that
Richard Wright's Native Son was the ob-
vious successor to last year’s prize-winning
novel, The Grapes of Wrath. Perhaps one
should be grateful that even a Pulitzer com-
mittee did not have the courage to nominate
Kenneth Roberts’” Oliver Wiswell, a fitting
companion for Sherwood’s play and Pegler’s
poisoned columns. The prizes for biography
and poetry this year are undistinguished. The
editorial cartoon award was given to Jacob
Burck of the Chicago Times. Mr. Burck was
formerly associated with NEw Masses and
the Daily W orker.

By and large, the choices this year are an
official endorsement of the cultural reaction
accompanying the war. It is getting to the
point where honest writers sigh with relief
when the Pulitzer committee passes them up.
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Readers Forum

Bourgeois-Democratic?

0 NEw Masses: Congratulations on A. B. Ma-

gil’s series of articles on our historical heritage.
He has made a real contribution to the Marxian
interpretation of American history, especially in
his discussion of the progressive ecomomic, as well
as political, role of Jeffersonian democracy, and
in his characterization of the post-war people’s
movement as the continuation' of the revolution
in its bourgeois-democratic phase.

However, it seems to me that the author, in
the introductory sections of his articles of Feb-
ruary 18 and March 11 has made a number of
statements which overemphasize the bourgeois char-
acter of the War of Independence and under-
estimate the independent role of the people’s forces
in that struggle. He states without qualification
that the Revolutionary War was a bourgeois (not
a bourgeois-democratic) revolution. He implies that
the big merchants and planters themselves took the
initiative for those progressive changes in the in-
ternal class relations made during the war.

Of course, the War of Independence was a bour-
geois revolution in that it marked the transfer
of state power from the monarchy which repre-
sented the merchants and aristocrats of - England,
to the colanial bourgeoisie. But it was also a vital
stage in the development of the bourgeois-demo-
cratic revolution whose further progress is ably
described in Magil’s articles. As I understand the
term, the bourgeois-democratic revolution is the
struggle of the common people—farmers, artisans,
proletarians, etc.—to carry the bourgeois revolu-
tion beyond the point where it simply results in
the transfer of power to their bourgeois exploiters.

In this light, practically every colony was the
scene of bourgeois-democratic struggles even before
the Revolution. The small farmers and frontiers-
men fought time and again against the united
opposition of the big planters, land speculators,
and merchants as well as the crown officials when
they demanded representation of frontier counties
in provincial assemblies, extension of the suffrage,
access of settlers to the big land grants.

The Revolution itself gave a tremendous im-
petus to the hope of making America a land of
equal opportunity and equal rights for the common
man. The Declaration of Independence, written
by Jefferson with the aid of Franklin, another
great democrat, went far beyond the bourgeois
program of independence from England. It ex-
pressed the aspirations of the people, of the bour-
geois-democratic revolution. Down to the present
day, its slogans have been the rallying cry of the
workers and farmers in their struggles.

The class struggle was not entirely “held in
leash by the necessities of a united war for in-
dependence.” In every state, spokesmen of the petty-
bourgeois masses challenged the big merchants’
and planters’ monopoly control of political life. In
four states, popular parties were successful in
wresting control from the more conservative section
of the revolutionary united front.

In the struggle against Britain as well, the
common people did more than follow the lead
of the upper bourgeoisie. When the big merchants
in Massachusetts and other colonies showed signs
of capitulating to the British in the years before
the Revolution, the farmers and mechanics, organ-
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ized into the Sons of Liberty, rallied to prevent such
a betrayal. .

The progressive political and economic develop-
ment of America made it possible for the common
people to make their own voices heard from the
beginning of the Revolution. In France, on the
other hand, the urban petty-bourgeoisie and the
peasantry became conscious of their power to win
their demands only after the bourgeoisie had made
the first breaches in the power of the monarchy.
Therefore, I do not think we can characterize the
first stage of the American Revolution as solely
bourgeois, as we can in the case of France.

New York City. GORDON PLACE.

[T appreciate Mr. Place’s letter and find myself
in agreement with much of what he says. I was
primarily concerned in my first article with the
period that began after the War of Independence.
Space limitations prevented me from touching at
all on the pre-revolutionary period. But I would
agree entirely that it was the little people that
took the initiative in launching the struggle against
England in the years prior to the Revolution; and
it was their pressure that overcame all compro-
mise tendencies among the anti-British merchant
capitalists and planters. The Declaration of Inde-
pendence was the expression of this democratic
upsurge of the common people. But what deter-
mined the political character of this phase of the
Revolution was not the participation of the masses
—the masses take part in every genuine revolution
—but the manner of their participation. The fact
is that during the War of Independence it was
not the farmers and mechanics, but the wealthy
merchants and planters who took over most of
the positions of power (Mr. Place himself says
that in only four states were popular parties “suc-
cessful in wresting control”); and it was the pro-
gram of the upper classes that triumphed at the
constitutional convention—a program that fell far
short of the promise of the Declaration of Inde-
pendence. The class struggle was “held in leash”
in the sense that it was subordinated to the war
carried out under the leadership of the bourgeoisie.

The distinction between the bourgeois and bour-
geois-democratic revolutions should not be con-
ceived in terms of fixed absolutes, but of major
trends. The dominant trend in the first period was
toward limiting the struggle to the class aims of
the commercial bourgeoisie—a minority of the popu-
lation. The dominant trend in the period that
opened with Shays’ Rebellion and the battle for
the Bill of Rights was toward widening the strug-
gle in order to further the interests of the petty-
bourgeois masses, who constituted the majority.
In the first phase the little people were the auxiliary
of the bourgeoisie; in the second they were its
opponents, It is this difference in the main direction
of social development in these two periods that, I
feel, justifies the characterization of the first as
bourgeois and the second as bourgeois-democratic.
—A. B. MaciL.]

Baldwin and Bridges

[The April 8 issue of NEw Masses carried an
open letter by Charles J. Katz of Los Angeles, to
Roger Baldwin of the American Civil Liberties
Union, criticizing the stand the ACLU took in
the case of Harry Bridges. Below we print a re-
ply by Mr. Baldwin to Mr. Katz and the latter’s
response.—THE EDITORS.]

EAR MR. KATZ: I note in the NEw Masses of
April 8 in the Readers’ Forum the publication
of the letter which you addressed to me under date

of March 21 and to which I replied on March 25.

I told you in my reply that there was no basis
whatever for the statement that the Bridges de-
portation proceeding involves no issue of civil lib-
erties. It is so obvious to everybody that it does
I wonder that such a question could be raised. I
told you that our San Francisco office had offered
its assistance in the present case to Bridges’ at-
torneys. I also told you that since the case comes
within the jurisdiction of that office, any public
statement about it would come from there. I fur-
ther told you that if Bridges is ordered deported
on a finding that he is or was a member of the
Communist Party, we would of course assist on
the appeal.

In the light of that I am at a loss to understand
the publication of your letter to me. You add to
your letter the categorical statement that I have
been notifying certain people in New York City
not to participate in the defense of Harry Bridges.
That statement is wholly untrue. Such a charge
should not be made without substantiation. In view
of its publication I must ask you to give me the
source of your information.

It is certainly a disservice to the defense of
Bridges for an attorney connected with it to attempt
to divide forces by public charges based on no
evidence whatever.

New York City. ROGER BALDWIN.

DEAR MR. BALbwiN: The source of my informa-
tion concerning the position of the ACLU is
a person of unimpeachable integrity.

Indeed, the damaging character of the official
statement first adopted by your executive board on
April 1, 1941, would appear, of itself, to be proof
of that reliability.

I am of course very happy that the Union has
now reversed (or revised, if you wish) its first
stand. Whether my letter had any part in this re-
sult is confessedly unimportant.

- I wholeheartedly agree with you that the ranks
of genuine progressives should not be thinned in
these times by intra-mural struggles. You may be
sure that neither I, nor the other good friends of
Harry Bridges, will ever inspire any such unnec-
essary strife.

Los Angeles, Calif. CHARLEs J. Karz.

‘“’No for an Answer’’

To NEw Masses: May I correct an error of omis-
sion in Lou Cooper’s otherwise excellent review
of Marc Blitzstein’s record album which appeared
in your April 29 issue. The first paragraph de-
plores the fact that no commercial producer under-
took to give No for an Answer a wider audience,
but Mr. Cooper’s review does not mention the fact
that the opera will be produced the early part of
October, It will be put on the boards despite the
indifference of Broadway impresarios because the
public responded to our appeal for investing in
No for an Answer. We still have to realize several
thousand dollars more to complete our budget. We
are depending upon our friends to cooperate.
EpNA Ocko,
Campaign Director for

New York City. “No for an Answer.”
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PORTRAIT OF A CLAN \

Harvey O'Connor's record of the acquisitive Astors opens a new era
and its private property. Reviewed by William Blake.

THE ASTORS, by Harvey O’Connor. Alfred A. Knopf.
$3.75.

ARVEY O’CoNNOR in The Astors has
H laid us under a three-fold obligation.
He has taken the dry bones of acqui-
sition, avarice, and gentility and endowed
them with flesh and blood; he has given us
twenty or so complete biographies and some
thirty large minor biographies in terms of the
special sources of the revenues of his heroes
(though cunning in picturing the varied hues
gold creates against the spectra of personali-
ties) ; and lastly, he has shown us that magis-
terial learning can be fortified by wit and
made light by selection, by just emphasis,
and by unfailing use of color. It is not too
much to say that it opens an era in American
biography and that it has antiquated the chat-
ty, the nostalgic, the muckraker, the cream
puff, and the neurological schools of biography
that have come out of the decline of capital-
ism.

For a generation American historiography
and biography have lagged so far behind the
best European work that one has wondered
whether the Atlantic was 3,000 leagues wide
rather than 3,000 miles, Yet, as far as biog-
raphy is concerned, O’Connor has 'at one bound
surpassed any European contribution of which
I have knowledge.

Nor is the reason accidental. John Jacob
Astor’s fortune is here intimately related to
the supremacy of frontier and shipping in-
come in the pre-protectionist America just
coming out of the swaddling clothes of mer-
cantilism to which Britain had condemned
the colonies before 1776. His perception of
real estate values is tied in with the ceaseless
growth of population, both by the high birth
‘rate maintained by Western free land and
the greatest tide of voluntary emigration ever
witnessed. In the second generation of the
Astors the extinguishment of genius does not
nullify the family gains: rather it indicates
that real estate revenue is a parasitic feature
of nascent capitalism. The Astors battened
partly on capitalists who had battened on
workers and so, apart from slum rents, they
were two removes from the process of pro-
duction. Hence they early exhibit the ten-
dency to the ‘“aristocratic” tastes of the lei-
sure class, following almost monotonously
the patterns set up by Veblen in his book.
They seek to get around the democratic abo-
lition of primogeniture, entail, and feudal
tenures by the use of testamentary provisions
and trust funds and black-letter lawyers. They
marry into patroon families on the Hudson,
and mingle their dull blood with the livelier
Knickerbockers and ‘old Huguenots. They
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completely lack a civic sense. At last, rounded
out as lords of the social order, they begin
to produce variants. They shudder at the
vulgarity of their founder: they slowly
emerge from owners of slums into sellers of
luxury apartments and megalopolitan hotels,
they find the democratic aspects of industrial
capitalism repugnant, until at last one branch
of the family repudiates America and enters
the British aristocracy (by purchase).

Collateral branches of the family such as
the Chanlers give Borgia flavors to the book;
others such as the Delanos and Roosevelts
convert static sources of revenue into dema-
gogic politics, exactly like the “Young Eng-
land” that followed Disraeli.

The Astors (though tenacious of property
and singularly ungenerous) are plagued by
a want of originality, and this absence of
originality, in its turn, veers into the eccen-
tric in literature, politics, and the theatrical-
ism of daily life, the better to conceal the mor-
tification of economic initiative. While the
Carnegies, Rockefellers, Bakers, Morgans
amass the hundreds of millions, the Astor for-
tune relative to the growth of population and
wealth is progressively less important. The
weight of taxation (so much more easily cir-
cumvented by those in the seats of industrial
power) begins to affect their princely reve-
nues, and, at last the British Astors, who fled
to England as the citadel of class relations,
find that their New York properties may be
sequestrated for the defense of the class in-
terests of their adopted land. The O’Connor
book is so rich in these economic implications
that it would be folly to list all of its permu-
tations.

But the best of the book is not in this
remarkable understanding. Rather it is in the
detailed portraiture, in the superb sketches
of New York, its politics and commerce, its
population and their dwellings, in the mani-
fold vagaries of its governing class, in the
thick overlay of culture (whether as taste,
badinage, pretense, or substance) in the
packed allusions, in the graceful and witty

in biography. The origin of a family

words and in a continuing flow of interest.
We can only salute a masterpiece.

Since. this is bound to be a standard work,
and, unless readers are blind to merit, it must
go through many editions, perhaps some sug-
gestions are in order. One is that the early
career of John Jacob Astor should be given
in far greater detail. A rather blurred roguery
and passion for merchandise and chicane
are not sufficiently supported. In the develop-
ment of real estate, the tremendous lessons
given in Homer Hoyt’s study of a century
of land values in Chicago ought to be utilized.
Such an analysis would give life to the devel-
opment of real estate after the panic of 1873..
The threat to the Astors made by Henry
George and Father McGlynn is much under-
stated. So is the phobia of revolution that
swept America in the 1886 period. It is
patent from the text that Mr. O’Connor
knows these subjects profoundly, for as one
who has worked the same field (New York
in the Civil War era) I have been fright-
ened at the convergence of words and images,
and one comes to feel that one’s learning is
now made superfluous. But the foundation
of the Astors is ground rent, and the Marxian
understanding of rent, more fully explored,
can add to the substance and import of the
book. Whatever may be added or deepened,
the presentation of biography as the record
of three-dimensional men and women, fer-
mented by circumstance and shaped by idio-
syncrasy, opens new vistas.

WiLriam BLAKE.

Too Many Hamlets

THIS ABOVE ALL, by Eric Knight. Harper & Bros.
$2.50.

HE title of this novel comes from Shakes-

peare’s Hamlet, the play which endlessly
debated “to be or not to be.” The' hero’s
lady love was so exasperated by Hamlet's
inability to make up his mind that she went
mad. The quotation goes, in part: ‘““This above
all, to thine own self be true. . . . Thou
canst not then be false to any man.” Indeed,
it is a very apt title for a novel about young
men, declassed from the proletariat and
crowded out by thé bourgeoisie, who float like
a million Hamlets above the battle of our
time. )

Clive Briggs, deserter from the working
class and deserter from the army after Dun-
kirk, begins a love affair with a member of
the Women’s Auxiliary Air Force in a black-
out. The Waff, young Prudence Cathaway,
is a nice healthy middle class girl who believes
all the slogans. Clive is a bitter lad from a

)
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ULSTER PARK, N. Y.
® Good Resting Place
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® Swimming, Ping-pong, Sports
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Beautiful Hudson River,
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ments. Reasonable rates. For full information,
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JACOB 1. DOROSHKIN, Directer
8545 Fifth Ave.,, MU 2-4218 — DI 6-8088

colliery town, who resents the treatment he
received in his poverty-stricken childhood, the
education he missed, the opportunities he was
denied, and the idea of fighting to the death
to perpetuate such injustices. The first meet-
ing of Clive and Prudence takes place in the
dark; it is full of challenge and of promise.
The two go off to a nearly deserted seaside
hotel to continue the argument. In the end,
Prudence discovers that she is going to bear
Clive’s child; a falling wall kills him during
an air raid—and the argument is still un-
settled.

As an intelligent counterpoint to the main
story there is a secondary plot involving a
wild western child from America and a feeble
Englishman. In its comical speed lies the
“anti-romance,” which points up the misty-
moisty-musty English sentimentality of Pru-
dence, with her “eternal” verities and inepti-
tudes. Hard-muscled Mary Lachlan would be
as much at home in a fascist state as in the
sham-feudal cattle kingdom of her grand-
father. These chapters contain some extremely
shrewd comments on the contrasts between
English and American bourgeois civilization.
The reader who cannot see their “connection
with the story” is indeed a simple soul, con-
tent to think in one dimension.

This Above All is an extraordinary book,
written out of real and bitter experience.
The love story is touching and tough, funny
and sad, as love is. The air raids and the
anxiety creep up on one. This is no second-
hand, warmed-over report; it is life and it is
art. So one asks, how is it possible for the
author to feel so much—and then no more?
to go so far—and then stop dead?

Has the author not yet discovered that a
Hitler (or a Mussolini or a Kerensky or a
Blum or a Roosevelt) does not change the
class foundation of society and hence does
not really change anything? Within that un-
altered class framework capitalism is ringing
all the possible variations on the same old
tune, transposing, deleting, slurring over, in-
verting, searching frantically for some for-
mula, any formula, something to stupefy the
people a little longer. Has Mr. Knight not
yet learned that a million Clives, each making
his separate, bitter, undisciplined protest alone,
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are exactly what Hitler wants in order to
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whatever color want too; they come in all
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occasion; if the poison won’t go down with
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NEW MASSES Elassified Ads

80c a line. Payable in Advance. Min. charge $1.50
Approx. 7 words to a line. Deadline Fri. 4 p.m.

CHILDREN BOARDED

Progressive intelligent mother of 12-yr.-old daughter
weuld like to board 2 or 3 children around same age in
her cha.rrmn , spacious country cottage July, August,
cres of fruits and flowers and shade trees.
Lake nearby. Private swimming pool on premises. For
details write NM, Box 1759.

FOR RENT

Group of 4 MODERN BUNGALOWS, 2.3 rooms,
screened porches—near lake, sports. quet country, 25
miles from George Washmg'ton Bridge, $1560 to
Mrs. S. Kirshman, New City, N. Y., phone 2297.

STUDIO BUNGALOW, overlooking lake, 25 miles from
George Washington Bnége Fruits, ﬂowers, shade trees.
Private swimming pool on premises. $200 long season.
Large living room, kitchen with gas, hot and cold
water—screened sleeping porch, shower room.
gAl 5-3076, Ext. b, weekdays 10-5.

SUBLET, SUMMER MONTHS, BRIGHT, LARGE,
MODERN 174,-ROOM APARTMENT, NICELY FUR'
NISHED, REASONABLE. Call LEX 2-5541.

LARGE ROOM, PRIVATE. In modern apartment with
couple. TO RENT, FURNISHED. §25 per month in-
clu linen, household expenses, telephone. East 8th
Street between 1st and 2nd Avenue. Call CA 5-3076 from
10 AM. to 6 P.M.

APARTMENT TO SUBLET. 3 Rooms and kitchen.
ight, airy, nicely FURNISHED. $45. Apt. 124,
8 Barrow Street, CH 3-2536.

FURS

SKILLED FUR CRAFTSMAN offers you exception-
ally low rates on custom made coats and jackets. Re-
pairing and Remodeling impeccably performed Storage
vaults at Revillon Freres. Minimum $2.50. Ask for Mr.
Armand. ARMAND ET SOEUR, 145 West 30th St.
CH ickering 4-1424.

INSURANCE

Whatever your needs — PAUL_ CROSBIE, established
since 1908 — FREQUENT SAVINGS, 42 Broadway,
TRADE UNION AGENCY. Tel. HAnover 2-3435.

PIANO TUNING

PIANO TUNING, regulating, repmrmi and voicing.
Member Nat’l Ass’n Piano Tuners, Inc. Ra i'l Apple-
ton, 505 Fifth Avenue,Tel. MUrray Hill 2-529

TRAVEL

Dnvmg MEXICO, Calif. and Return, all in 7 weeks.
1940 Plymouth. Young man desires hel dnvmg, share
expenses. Leaving June 3. Write NM,

VACATION RESORTS

FLOYD WILSON FARM—Woodstock, N. Y. Adults.
Small camp for children. Handicrafts, wammmg Riding,
etc. Write for reservations, booklet. Phone 4 F 25,

TANGLEWOOD—For a delightful vacation, week-end.
nformal; delicious food; sports; reasonable rates
Woodstock 14 F 13; Tanglewood, WOODSTOCK, N. Y.

WANTED FOR NEW MASSES

CAMPUS AGENTS WANTED by NEW:MASSES. En-
terprising students can earn high commissions through
sale of subscriptions and individual copies. For details
write: Promotion Director, NEW MASSES, 461 Fourth
Avenue, New York City.

NEW MASSES would be grateful for VOLUNTEER
clerical HELP in circulation campaign. Apply Room
1204, 461 Fourth Ave., N. Y.C.

JANUARY 2nd, 1940 ISSUE for our own files. Please
sead to Circulation Department, 461 Fourth Avenue,
Room 1204, New York City.

WEARING APPAREL

MISS GOODMAN. Model Clothes (Drcsses, Coats, Cos-
tumes) Wear the unmistakable stamp of quality and
‘t.y pay for values, not snooty labels, Hand
ade HATS from $5, 474 Tth Ave. (86 St.) LA 4-4013.

GOINGS ON

MARXIST ANALYSIS OF THE WEEK’S NEWS, by

oseph North, editor New Masses, Sunday, May llth

x;ao Ptgi Workers School, 50 East 13 Street. Admission
cents.

Please mention NEw MAssEs when patronizing advertisers
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is so pitifully afraid of his fellow worker?
He sees what is around him, and he hates it;
but his best weapon is gone, his instinct of
solidarity with his class, his million-bladed
sword. He has picked up instead the lone-
some, petty snobbery of a shabby-genteel poor
relation. He prides himself on his fear of
working class thought and action. Even
bourgeois Prudence, with her war baby, is
braver and more fruitful than he. Moldy
superstitions enslave him: “Who would far-
dels bear, to grunt and sweat under a weary
life; but that the dread of something after
death . . . puzzles the will . . . and enter-
prises of great pith and moment, with this
regard their currents turn awry and lose the
name of action.” This is part of Hamlet the
author forgot.

How long before the Clives learn to iden-
tify themselves with their fellows? How long
before they know that they cannot be true to
themselves in a world which forces them to
be false to every man? '

Lypia GIBsoON.

Picture-Book History

THE MORNING OF AMERICA, by Frank J. Klingberg.
D. Appleton-Century Co. $3.

HIS work purports to be an elementary

survey of the history of the United States
from 1763 to 1829. It is gravely inadequate
and at times downright puerile. The latter
characteristic probably derives from Professor
Klingberg’s effort to “simplify” American
history, which leads him to pen inanities like
the following description of Oliver Gold-
smith’s works: “In a delightful poem, The
Traveller, he tells us that happiness depends
upon the control ‘of our tempers. In The
Vicar of Wakefield, he shows his power as a
novelist. In The Deserted Village, he tells
about the exile of Irishmen from their own
homes. And with a play frequently presented
today, She Stoops to Conquer, he won a dra-
matic success.”

The inadequacy of the volume may be
demonstrated statistically. The author devotes
fully one-fourth of the book to a description
of the military aspects of the two major wars
of the period under study, but gives not more
than seven or eight pages, altogether, to
Shays’ Rebellion; the farmers’ uprisings
against Federalist exploitation in Pennsyl-
vania, North Carolina, and Virginia in the
1790’s; the enactment, enforcement of, and
the struggles against the Alien and Sedition

THE MUSIC ROOM

presents new releases on

KEYNOTE RECORDINGS

EARL ROBINSON’S

“SPRING SONG™

sung b
PAUL ROBESON
10” record K 51 1_
An American Opera

“NO FOR AN
ANSWER?”

(performed by the original cast)
by MARC BLITZSTEIN
3 10” and 2 12" Becord; in album, $4.75

75¢

133 W. 44th St., N. Y. C. LO 3-4420
Open evenings Mail orders filled promptly
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The NEW SOVIET NAVY in ACTION!

2nd Big Week!
ARTKINO

" also_ Latest
SOVIET NEWSREELS
M‘AMIPLAYHOUSE

6th Av.nr.47 St.
Cont. Daily from (0 a. m.

20c till 1 p. m.
“The first letely gay d
of this season’——Atkinson, Times

“Uproarious dy . . . shook the Bil
like an earthquake of laughter”—Brown, Post

My SistEr EILEEN

A New Comedy by

JOSEPH FIELDS and JEROME CHODOROV
Based on the stories by RUTH McKENNEY

Staged bty GEORGE S. KAUFMAN

BILTMORE THEATRE, 47Tth St. W. of B'way Cl. 6-9383
EVENINCS, 8:40— MATINEES WED. & SAT. 2:40

%Ak A—BURNS MANTLE—Daily News
A Mercury Production by ORSON WELLES
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& Sat. No Mon. Performance

2 Films That Made Screen History!
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IRVING PLACE THEATRE—Irving Place at 14th St.
5-4049
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COMPOSED
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Send poem for consideration. Rhyming pamphlet free.
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Acts; and the strike, trade union, and politi-
cal struggles of the urban workers. Whole
pages are devoted to describing the personal
attributes of leading individuals like Wash-
ington, Hamilton, Jefferson, and Clay, while
references to their basic social and class align-
ments are sporadic and parenthetic. The
result is more like a picture book than a
history.

A glaring omission is the total failure to
devote any space whatsoever to a consideration
of the institution of human slavery that was
so fundamental an element in pre-Civil War
America’s life. There is no discussion of the
role of some fifteen percent of the total popu-
lation, that is, the Negro people. This is all
the more striking in view of the fact that
Professor Klingberg does say the Negro
“played a major part in the creation of the
United States,” and later remarks that “his
contributions have been immense.” Why, then,
fail to describe or, at the very least, make
some attempt at describing, this “major part”
of the country’s history, these “immense con-
tributions” ?

There are also occasional serious errors of
commission. Thus the assertion that the first
strike occurred in 1805 post-dates the event
by nineteen years. And the remark that Jef-
ferson’s original draft of the Declaration of
Independence was adopted with ‘“‘only minor
changes” neglects the fact that an entire
paragraph denouncing the British government
as the abetter of slavery, ‘“the opprobrium of
infidel powers” (in Jefferson’s words), was
deleted upon the final acceptance of America’s
immortal manifesto of revolution.

Little of the light of America’s dawning
is caught within the covers of this book, and
much of what is retained flickers feebly be-
hind a fog of superficialities.

HERBERT APTHEKER.

Brief Review

LOOK BEFORE YOU COOK, by Rose and Bob Broawn.
Robert McBride. $2.75.

To those already acquainted with the
Browns’ scholarly excursions into the realms
of vegetable ancestry and with the wide vari-
ety of excellent cookbooks they have published,
Look Before You Cook is a welcome addition
to culinary bibliography. Written with the
cooperation of Consumers Union, the new
volume contains a practical guide to quality
buying, sound dietary hints, valuable house-
hold suggestions, and a selection of what the
Browns call “basic” recipes which permit many
savory meals at very little cost. Very impor-
tant for these days of rapidly rising food
costs are the suggestions for preparing deli-
cious dishes with inexpensive cuts of meat.
Included in the guide to buying (in addition
to the sections on canned and packaged foods)
are grades, qualities, and prices of various
brands of household accessories. This is by
all odds one of the most useful all-around
household books that have appeared in a long
time.

Rediscobering
American
History

O) NO

HERBERT
APTHEKER

Noted American historian and author of “The

Negro in the Civil War," "Negro Slave Revolts

in the U. S. (1526-1860)," "The Negro in the
Abolitionist Movement," etec.

/

will speak on

THE CIVIL WAR

Uprising of Negro and poor white

SATURDAY AFT.,
MAY 10th, 2:30 P.M.

25¢ per lecture

MALIN STUDIOS

135 West 44th St.

Auspices:
New Masses Readers League

LOSE POUNDS & INCHES
at GOODWIN’S

Bathing Suit Season Ahead—Reduce or
Gain at N. Y.s famous Woman’s Gym

Trial Visit 00
includes $2
Swedish Massage
Individual Exercise
Vapor Baths—Indoor &
Outdoor Gyms—Handball
Paddle Tennis—Posture
Correction—Tennis In-
struction—Ping Pomg—
Apparatus, ete.

Special Co-ed Golf Seool $100_0

6 Lessons

1457 Broadway at 42nd Street
On the Roof — Wlsconsin 7-8250 — Women Only
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HE SunpAY WORKER is an in-
dispensable paper. Only 14
pages—but we are ready to

’ have you compare it with the
fattest and sleekest examples of Sun-

day journalism. You’ll find the same

difference between a fresh apple and

: a rotten one. The rotten one may be

bigger—but what makes it bigger?

"~ When it comes to news, you just can’t
match the SunNpAY WORKER'S 14
pages. We're convinced that Ameri-
can labor journalism has never be-
fore produced a newspaper of such

quality. And if you’re suffering from
Gallup Pollitis, you’ll find that
there’s no better antidote than the
undistorted voice of the people as
echoed in our pages. ‘

MA":H "’"s Today we’re giving you a capsule re-

view of the contents of one typical
issue of the SUNDAY WORKER. In this
DETROIT, MICH. HARLEM, N. Y. review we’re not counting the col-
WASHINGTON, D. C. SEATTLE, WASH. umns of regular wire service to

Our Own News from the Following American Cities:

CLEVELAND, O. CHICAGO, ILL. " . ’ .

WHITFIELD, MISS. DENVER, COLO. which we subscr.lbe. We're counting

FLINT, MICH. only the exclusive features which
you will find only in the SUNDAY
WORKER.

MATCH "‘"S ’ We're not listing everything by any

means. There’s Del’s popular A4l-

Our Own News from the Following Foreign Cities: N
] manac of the Week, for instance.

MEXICO CITY, D. F. DUBLIN, IRELAND There’s an editorial page which has
MOSCOW, U.S.S.R. KABUL, AFGHANISTAN time and again proved its national
STOCKHOLM, SWEDEN CHUNGKING, CHINA snifi Efc.. eto.. et
MANILA, P. I.- BASLE, SWITZERLAND sigmilicance. btc., etc., etc.
But it’s enough to prove it can’t be
M A'I'cH ‘"" s matched. So why not fill out this sub-
. scription blank right now and mail it
, , . , P
Special Articles and Political Analysis by: to us:
ELIZABETH GURLEY FLYNN OAKLEY JOHNSON e e P B e e e e e B . e e et Bt e e
LOUIS F. BUDENZ SAMUEL PUTNAM B RATES

MILTON HOWARD MILLEN BRAND
GEORGE MORRIS

(Except Manhattan, Bronx, Canada, and Foreign)
3 Months: $.75 6 Months: $1.25 1 Year: $2.00

(Manhattan and Bronx)
3 Months: $1.00 6 Months: $1.75 1 Year: $3.00

MATCH ]‘H's I enclose $......... Send me the SUNDAY WORKER
. for e
Regular Sunday Features Including: NEME tountiiiiiiin i it
MIKE GOLD’'S “CHANGE THE WORLD” SPORTS
ALAN MAX'S “POINT OF ORDER” DRAMA City ooveriiiiiiiiiiiiieiiiaennn. State.............
HEALTH, SCIENCE, EDUCATION . FILMS
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CITIZEN KANE

Orson Welles' ““murderous study of the private life of a public egoist’’ is a magnificent if unfinished por-

trait, says Joy Davidman. Some new film techniques.

1" 1TizEN KANE” is a magnificent if
< unfinished portrait. Orson Welles
went to Hollywood to break conven-
tions, and he has succeeded in finding new and
splendid ways of casting, writing, directing,
photographing, and cutting motion pictures.
He has united an admirable group of actors
with a vigorous script and a startling tech-
nique. The result makes most experienced
Hollywood directors look sick. There is only
one fly in the ointment; Welles has not es-
caped one Hollywood convention, the smirk-
ing thesis that the important thing about a
public figure is not how he treats his country
but how he treats his women.

In consequence Citizen Kane is content to
achieve a murderous study of the private life
of a public egoist. Alleged (we take no
chances) to concern a newspaper publisher
_ whom we will not name, the film is calcu-
lated to stab its prototype in all his softest
spots. Kane’s character, built up in what one
of the actors calls a jigsaw puzzle method, is
presented by sending a reporter, after Kane’s
death, to interview those who knew him. We
see first, a brilliantly handled March of Time
sequence of Kane’s life as it appears to the
general public; then we see him through the
eyes of, successively, his banker, his manager,
his best friend, his mistress-wife, and his but-
ler. The last piece drops into place, and Kane
is summed up as a man who loved only him-
self, but demanded the love of the whole
world as his birthright. His egoism destroys
his marriages, alienates his friends, wrecks his
political career, and brings him with iron in-
exorability to his death, a wretched, apoplectic
old man alone in a dream castle crammed with
meaningless possessions.

The portrait is beautifully done; if Kane
were a private citizen, the film would be com-
plete. But Kane is a publisher of enormous
influence, an aspiring politician, a captain of
industry, a friend of dictators; in short, what
M. Roosevelt before his apostasy used to label
a malefactor of great wealth. This, in real
life, is his more important aspect; yet in the
film it is given only occasional and casual men-

tion. In two hours there is not one shot of

Kane performing any significant political ac-
tion. He makes love, he makes meaningless
speeches; he goes to Europe and the opera;

he rushes in and out of newspaper offices. We

are told that he exerts great influence on the
people of America. But we never see him do-
ing it. True, there are references to his insti-
gation of the Spanish-American War. his hob-
nobbing with Hitler, his insincere pretense of
speaking for the common man. But how does
he instigate the war? what is behind his ap-
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pearance with Hitler on a balcony? how does
he betray the common man? There is not
even a hint. His only visible violation of jour-
nalistic ethics is an insistence upon favorable
reviews of his blonde wife’s appalling opera
singing, and his only political activity seems
to be getting caught in a love nest during a
campaign. Not one glimpse of the actual con-
tent of his newspapers is afforded us. One or
two advertised scenes of political relevance,
indeed, appear to have been cut out of the
picture. As a result the audience is left with
a vast confusion as to what Kane really stands
for in public life. This grotesque inadequacy
in the midst of plenty keeps Citizen Kane
from fulfilling its promises. In place of an
analysis of Kane’s true significance, the pic-
ture resorts to the trick of giving him a mys-
terious dying speech, supposed to be “the real
clue to Kane,” the sentimental explanation of
which is coyly delayed until the fadeout.
Considered for its technique alone, however,
Citizen Kane is worth a couple of visits.
Sometimes splendid, sometimes merely showy,
it is always interesting. The device of telling
Kane’s history no less than five times is in-
geniously managed to supplement and in-
tensify rather than to repeat. Welles has
achieved the miracle of making photography
“unphotographic”; instead of the usual un-
imaginative reproduction of scenes and faces,

ORSON WELLES as Citizen Kane

Citizen Kane’s camera seizes on a significant
detail, emphasizes it in a flash, and swoops
on to the next point. Like painting, it stresses
the important; like poetry, it suggests far
more than it says. Needless to say, this new
technique is far from perfect. The staccato
brevity of the earlier sequences is painfully
confusing, and at times the story seems to be
told entirely in a series of montages. There
are far too many trick camera angles, too
many fantastic combinations of light and
shadow, indicating an incomplete translation
of Welles’ famous stage technique into screen
terms. Frequently he lets his showmanship
run away with him, preferring to astound
rather than to convince. The construction of
the film, otherwise magnificent, is weakened
by the introduction of irrelevant suspense
about the meaning of Kane’s dying murmur,
“Rosebud.” Yet Citizen Kane, technically,
may well serve to inspire a new school of
film-making,.

It is hardly necessary to add that the picture
is brilliantly acted. Welles himself makes the
overpowering and violent personality of Kane
believable. The Mercury Actors are what
Hollywood has needed for years; George Cou-
louris as the pompous banker, and Joseph
Cotten as Leland, the honest friend who
serves as a contrast to Kane, are superlative
where all are good. And Welles’ Hollywood
discovery, Dorothy Comingore, is the most
astonishing young actress since Garbo was a
pup. To emotional power and versatility she
unites an exquisite beauty as yet unremodeled
by makeup artists. Bernard Herrmann’s musi-
cal score is not the least of the film’s distinc-
tions, and Gregg Toland deserves as much
praise as Welles for the camera work. The
final word on Citizen Kane, in spite of its
limitations, is that this reviewer is going to
see it again—even if she has to pay to get in.

“THE SEA WOLF’ might be orthodox Holly-
wood’s answer to Citizen Kane. It is a much
needed proof that the film industry is not run
entirely by Mongoloid idiots with adenoids.
Like Citizen Kane, it is a portrait of a brutal
egoist; where Kane flees from a world he
cannot dominate to his palace of Xanadu,
Wolf Larsen flees from the same world to his
ship, on which he can bully everybody. And,
without innovations, The Sea Wolf succeeds
in being a first-rate picture.

This is due partly to the actors, partly to
the suddenly inspired direction of Michael
Curtiz, and largely to Jack London. His story
is first of all a rattling good adventure tale;
but it is also a profound analysis of a bully,
and, even more, it is a study in conflicting
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philosophies—the brotherhood of man against
the doctrine of the superman. These three
aspects of the book have been faithfully pre-
served in the film. The plot unfolds with
speed and tremendous emotional intensity,
notably in a sequence in which the ship’s piti-
ful old doctor is humiliated and driven to
suicide by Larsen. Wolf, the product of a
poverty-stricken boyhood, forever unsure of
himself, forever trying to prove his strength
through brutal cruelty, and never quite able
to justify his own position, is brilliantly dis-
sected. And Wolf, the reader of Nietzsche,
is answered by the physical weakling, the
writer, who triumphs over Wolf by dying
for the decency of humanity.

Edward G. Robinson, with a part he can
really get his teeth into, makes Wolf Larsen
" a convincing brute. Ida Lupino and John Gar-
field, a pair of escaped convicts looking for a
world in which they can be human beings,
achieve tenderness and pathos without the
least sentimentality, and Garfield, as a man
who cannot be broken by bullying, has some
magnificent moments. -An unfamiliar actor,
Alexander Knox, plays the writer with un-
usual skill and distinction, stealing the show
several times from Robinson. Other perform-
ances worth mentioning are those of Gene
Lockhart, who is heartbreaking as the old
doctor, and Barry Fitzgerald, the embodiment
of slimy evil as the ship’s cook and stool
pigeon. The atmosphere of unrelieved gloom,
perhaps, is a little overdone. It is hard to
believe that a ship can sail 1,500 miles and
never come out of the fog; but the fog helps
the film’s symbolism.

Joy Davibman.

Music of Russia

Shostakovich’s quintet performed in
America for first time.

PAUL RoBESON sang, and. the Shostakovich
quintet for piano and strings was per-
formed for the first time in this country.
These two items on the program of Russian
music given last week under the auspices of
the American Russian Institute, were enough
in themselves to fill New York’s Carnegie
Hall. There were other numbers, however,
for it was a full and varied concert, repre-
senting the works both of Soviet composers
and those of older Russia.

The Shostakovich quintet was of great in-
terest. Orthodox in form, it succeeds, through
ingenious tonal combinations and original
rhythmic devices, in projecting the mood and
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United American Artists
tender a

Testimontal to Rockwell Kent

for his achievements and contributions as an

ARTIST - WRITER : TRADE UNIONIST - HUMANITARIAN

Sponsors & Participants Program

Max Weber
*

William Gropper Ray Lev
Helen Tamiris x Joshua Whit
Lewis Merrill osnua Tare
Joseph Curran * Burl Ives
Paul Manship '
V. Stephansson * Earl Robinson
Muriel Draper
Lionel Stander * Eli Siegmeister
Louis Untermeyer :
Robert Josephy * Almanac Singers

SATURDAY EVE.—MAY 17
The Pythian

135 West 70th St.
Admission: $1.10, 83c, 55c. Boxes from $10-$25
Tickets at: Bookshop, 50 E. [3th St.; Bookfair, 133 W. 44th St.
Book & Mag. Guild, 31 E. 27th St.; ACA Gallery, 52 W. 8th St.
United American Artists, 206 West 23rd Street, CH 2-3028

60th Birthday of

ISRAEL AMTER

MORNING FREIHEIT
*

Program
PEOPLE’S PHILHARMONIC
CHORUS
Max Helfman, Conductor

ANNA SOKOLOW

And her Dance Group
in a choral play:
«SPRING 19417

MISHEL PIASTRO

Violinist, Concert Master of the
Philharmonic-Symphony Orchestra

KENNETH SPENCER

Famous Negro basso in American,
Yiddish, Russian, Negro folk songs
Greetings by Famous Leaders

*
Saturday, May 10th, 1941, MADISON SQUARE GARDEN

Buy your tickets at the Morning Freiheit Office or at the Workers Bookshop, 50 East 13th Street, N. Y. C.

Dance to

AMERICAN
PEOPLE’S
FESTIVAL

at Manhattan Center
34th Street & Eighth Avenue

FRIDAY, MAY 23, 1941, at 9 p.m.

Joint auspices:
National American Peace Mobilization
New York American Peace Mobilization

EARL HINES' ORCHESTRA

381—4th Ave.

Tickets $1 each in advance; $1.25 at box office
Discount for organizations
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NEW MASSES

Presents

THEATRE NIGHT

An evening of provocative discussion and progressive theatre. The meaning of
"Watch on the Rhine,” "Native Son,” '"No for an Answer," and other plays. An
evaluation of the theatre. Prominent people representing the actor, playwright,
director, producer, critic, and playgoer, will participate in a review of the theatre
today and where it is going. . . .

[0

SCENES FROM:
(1) “ZERO HOUR"
(2) "NATURAL MAN"
(3) "NO FOR AN ANSWER"

plus

*Outlook for the Theatre>’

A SYMPOSIUM
with
RUTH McKENNEY
ALBERT MALTZ
MARC BLITZSTEIN
~ ALVAH BESSIE

and others to be announced

MANHATTAN CENTER

34th 'St. & 8th Ave.

MONDAY, MAY 26th, 8:30 P.M.

Tickets—$.55—$.83—$1.10—on sale at New Masses, 46l—4th Ave., Workers Bookshop, 50 E. 13th St., Bookfair,
133 W. 44th St.

30.

character of the various movements. The
serene, floating feeling of the second move-
ment was conveyed by a masterly fugue writ-
ten in an almost motionless rhythm. The suc-
ceeding movement is thrilling. It races for-
ward with a relentless insistence, accumulat-
ing greater and greater intensity. The long
cantilena melody in the following movement
was of a very superior quality. This work
shows the extent of Shostakovich’s recent
growth as a composer. It is far more con-
sonant and direct, clearer in its structure amd
development, than many of his previous com-
positions. While it is difficult to measure the
profundity of Shostakovich’s ideas at a first
hearing, this music plainly reveals an immense
energy, resourcefulness, and optimism. It was
expertly performed by the Stuyvesant Quartet
and Vivian Rivkin, pianist.

When Paul Robeson sings, he stands quite
still and uses only the simplest gestures. He
brings his warm, friendly personality together
with all his emotional force, sincerity, and
understanding. The results could be heard in
every number he sang. His selections included
two excerpts from Dzerzhinsky’s opera “And
Quiet Flows the Don,” a Prokofieff song
from ‘“Alexander Nevsky,” and a group of
folk compositions. The program notes pro-
vided by Mr. Robeson best describe these
songs: “Artistic in the finest sense—full of
folk feeling—rich in social content—intelli-
gible to a vast audience of eager and under-
standing listeners.” A ‘Hassidic Chant”
(from old Poland) found Robeson at his best.
Here, as he so often dges, he emerged from
the realm of mere singing into a mighty figure
against oppression.

The concluding ensemble number was the
melodious “Overture on Yiddish Themes” by
Prokofieff, superbly played by the Roth String
Quartet, Andor Foldes, pianist, and Benny
Goodman, clarinet.

Lou CoopEr.

Censoring the Ether

The radio broadcasters don’t like “contro-
versy'‘—if it’s progressive.

HE National Association of Broadcasters, a

trade association of big stations and net-
works comparable to the National Association
of Manufacturers, boasts a noble code of
standards which each member is supposed to
observe. He must see to it that children’s
programs reflect “. . . clean living and a
respect. for law and order.” He must limit
sponsors’ commercial plugs to not more than
three and a half minutes of commercial talk
on a fifteen-minute daytime program. More-
over, he is pledged—and this is the most sig-
nificant point in the code—not to sell time
for the discussion of controversial issues.

The broadcasters are very proud of this
regulation. They have ballyhooed it as a fine
example of democracy. When the code was
first promulgated, a number of liberals ate the
bait. The fact that this regulation was im-
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mediately used by NAB stations to. rid them-
selves of the embarrassment caused by broad-
casts such as Father Coughlin’s, seemed to en-
hance the NAB’s claims of democracy. So far

so good. Of course those NAB stations which -

felt like broadcasting the fascist Father did
50 and violated the code. v

The code provides that NAB members must
give free time for the discussion of contro-
versial issues. The reason for this proviso was
to give a break to persons and organizations
without money. On paper this sounds fine. But
the qualifying clause “. . . such time shall be
allotted with. due respect to all the other ele-
ments of balanced program schedules and to
the degree of public interest in the questions
to be ‘presented. . . .” conveniently permits
the station owner to bar anyone whose opin-
ions differ from his own. It’s simple: an NAB
station just decides -that an American Peace
Mobilization program, for instance, has not
sufficient . . . degree of public interest.”

. 'What’s more, in the two yéars during which
the NAB code has been in effect, the non-
sponsored controversy clause has been used as
a convenient -excuse not to sell time to labor
unions and liberal organizations. On the West
Coast, :a CIO broadcast that had built up a
large listening audience was kicked off the air,
with the blessing read from the NAB code.
It happened again in Detroit. The Auto
Workers used radio for their Ford organizing
drive during the strike, but they were limited
to one, small low-power station. Other sta-
tions won’t sell them time at all.

In other words, “controversy” is whatever
the broadcasters define it to be. W. J. Cam-
eron’s homespun hokum on the Ford Sunday
evening hour weighs down the air waves each
week. Such vicious little sermons, of course,
are not “‘controversial.”

The latest example of the NAB’s righteous-
ness occurred in New York. The Teachers
Union contracted for a paid series of programs
on WHN, a station owned by Metro-Gold-
wyn-Mayer. The teachers wanted to tell the
public what they thought of the infamous
Rapp-Coudert committee. That sounds like
good democracy. But WHN cancelled the
program before they even went on the air.
Again, the code. Later WMCA, another local
station, took the programs but cancelled them
quickly when the Rapp-Coudert crowd turned
on the heat.

The most nonsensical section of the NAB
code lays down the ethics for news broad-
casting. “The fundamental purpose of news
dissemination in a democracy is to enable peo-
ple to know what is happening and to under-
stand the meaning of events so that they may
form their own conclusions.” Good stuff, but
here is the joker: “. .. And therefore nothing
in the foregoing shall be understood as pre-
venting news broadcasters from analyzing and
elucidating news, so long as such analysis and
elucidation are free of bias. . . .” And so
Winchell, Swing, Heatter, Kaltenborn, etc.
pour out assorted brands of warped and
weighted “news” in the names of ‘“‘elucida-

tion” and “analysis.”
| Lrovp E. TRENT.
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FIVE NEW READERS FOR NEW
MAaata ... A FREE BOOK FOR YOU!

NEW MASSES, embarking on a drive for 5,000 new readers in
2 months, offers you a fine opportunity to build your library while -
you aid NM. For each five $1 (13 weeks) introductory subscriptions
which you secure, you may have your choice of one of the following
splendid books absolutely free. '

This offer will last for the duration of the drive only.

- HERE ARE THE BOOKS:

I ORIGIN OF THE FAMILY, PRIVATE PROPERTY AND THE
STATE by Frederic Engels

2 AMERICA IS WORTH SAVING by Theodore Dreiser
THE WAY OUT by Earl Browder

A

STUART

0V 00 N O O

THE FAT YEARS AND THE LEAN by Bruce Minton and John

ENGLAND'S MONEY LORDS (TORY M.P.) by Simon Haxey
THE TORGUTS by W. L. River

CAPITAL CITY by Marie Sandoz
MARXISM AND THE SOCIAL SCIENCES by J. B. S. Haldane
THE CHUTE by Albert Halper

10 BORN OF THE STORM by Nicholas Ostrovsky

HERE ARE YOUR COUPONS:

NEW ‘MASSES,
461 Fourth Ave., N. Y. C.

Gentlemen: Enclosed find
$1 for which please send
13 weeks of NM to

City

NEW MASSES,

451 Fourth Ave., N. Y. C.

Gentlemen: Enclosed find
$1 for which please send
13 weeks of NM to

City

PLEASE SEND BOOK

NO.. . . . . 1O
Name . . . . . . . .
Address . . . . . . .
City o v v i
State . . . . Coe .

5-13-41

NEW MASSES,

461 Fourth Ave., N. Y. C..

Gentlemen: Enclosed find
$1 for which please send
13 weeks of NM to

Name . .

Address

NEW MASSES,
461 Fourth Ave., N. Y. C.

Gentlemen: Enclosed find
$1' for which please send
13 weeks of NM to

City

NEW MASSES,
461 Fourth Ave. N. Y. C.

Gentlemen: Enclosed find
$1 for which please send
13 weeks of NM to

Name . . . . .




"No For An Answer" is an opera for the people, a popular "play-with-
music" dealing with life as we live it. Its theme is based on the daily cares,
hopes, struggles, and triumphs of the Diogenes Club, an organization of
Greek-American workers, who mirror the life of the average American
citizen.

Keynote Recordings has just published an album of eleven high-spot
excerpts from the work. They are sung by the original cast, with Mr. Blitzstein
accompanying at the piano. NEW MASSES, recognizing Marc Blitzstein's
great contribution to American culture, is happy to offer its readers this
album with a one-year subscription to the magazine for $7.75 (express
charges collect}—a saving of $2.00!

The decorative album contains five records and a descriptive booklet.
Add this fine collection to your record library and recapture all the warmth
and excitement of the premiere performance of "No For An Answer."

, AN AMERICAN OPERR

Tear off the coupon below, attach $7.75 to reserve your records. Please _ , : . : Mmc‘g;ﬁ;;)g
indicate whether you will call for them in person or wish them mailed to you. '
The number of these recordings available is limited. Orders will be filled

as they come in. Don't delay. Do it today! Our offer expires May 31, 1941.

EEYROTE RECORIBGS » Slbum ¥a 105

Sketch for a stage set by designer Howard Bay for “No For An Answer”’

PO T T e Sy

NEW MASSES, 461 Fourth Ave., New York City

Gentlemen: Enclosed find $7.75 for which please send me the album of
"No For An Answer" (two 12" and three 10" records, list price $4.75) and a
one-year subscription (or renewal) to NEW MASSES (regularly $5).

1 | will call at your office for the records.
(] Mail the album (express charges collect).

Name . . . . . . . . L 0 e e e e e,

Address . . . . . . . . . o oo e e e e e,

ClYy« = « o o« o & 5 s o & & « « s Slate & « » w2 o o &
5-13-41
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