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BETWEEN OURSELVES

WE WEREN'T surprised when peo-
ple began to tell us how glad
they were to find a cable from R.
Palme Dutt on “What India Means
to Us,” in last week’s NM. As soon
as the India crisis arose, every other
person asked us, “Why ‘don’t you get
a cable from Dutt?” We said, “We
will get a cable from Dutt,” and
added less firmly “if we can”’—think-
ing of the lines probably forming
before Dutt’s door, lines of people
wanting a statement, an opinion, a
confab, an article, a speech from R.
Palme Dutt on the India crisis. For
if he has a high reputation on this
side of the Atlantic as a foremost
authority on India, you can imagine
what it must be in England. How-
ever, we cabled our humble request
to Dutt and in twenty-four hours had
a “yes” from him. But then, we
weren't exactly astonished. For Dutt,
who had studied and written so
much about the people of India,
their history, their political strug-
gles, their aspirations—would hardly
have turned down the opportunity to
analyze the crisis so that American
readers could get a clear picture of
the factors involved, could under-
stand what their own course of ac-
tion should be. We've had ever so
many letters of appreciation from
throughout the country and several
from Canada for the cable of last
week—and every one of them is a
tribute to the man who wrote it.

In a sense, however that cable was
really the first of two articles by Dutt
on India. For we plan to run in an
early issue a chapter from his new
book, not yet published in America,
and that chapter deals with “India
and the Colonial Peoples.” (The
book itself is titled Britain in the
World Front.) We don’t know when
the volume was written, but it sounds
as fresh to us as this morning’s paper.

And speaking of English writ-
ers, that fine call for the second
front by Michael Foot, on page 3 of
this issue, is reprinted from the Lon-
don Ewening Standard, of which Mr.
Foot is editor. We in the office read
it and decided it was too good to
keep from NM readers.

wt HAD Readers Forum page all
prettily set in type and illustrated
for this issue when space problems
came up in the baffling sequence
known as “just one thing after an-
other,” and finally we were left with
no choice but to omit the page alto-
gether. It hurts us to have to skip
that Forum—when people have
things to say and want to say them
to other NM readers, well, we just
think they should be said. Cer-
tainly if other people enjoy reading
them as much as we do, they should
have that privilege. However, there
was no alternative except to omit a
whole article which would have
probably become untimely in another
week. There are a few briefer let-
ters, though, for which we can find
space in these columns. One, for
example, from playwright-contribu-
tor John Howard Lawson, who
writes:

“May I offer belated congratula-
tions on the exciting and important
article by Joy Davidman in New
Masses, July 21: ‘Women: Hollywood

Version” Miss Davidman has done.

a first-rate job in analyzing the per-
verse tradition which has grown up
in the motion picture, and which re-
sults in turning women into sex auto-
matons with baby faces and senti-
mentalized emotions. I believe, and
hope, that the impact of the war is
changing the attitude of the motion
picture: there is the beginning of a
deeper and healthier attitude toward
people, toward the portrayal of hu-
man beings in their human flesh-and-
blood quality. If we are to show the
role of people in a people’s war, we
must show them whole and strong
and capable of sacrifice and purpose.
Miss Davidman's article is a fine
contribution to a better understand-
ing of the problem.”

AND ONE of our readers sends us a
marked copy of the Detroit Tribune,
Negro weekly newspaper, which re-
prints on the editorial page the poem
which Countee Cullen sent us in re-
sponse to our request for a statement
on the second front (published in our
August 11 issue). As a matter of
fact, we had seen that copy of the
Detroit Tribune, which comes to our
library, but we were also pleased by
the note which our correspondent sent
along with the marked copy. “I want
you to know,” he wrote, “how I feel

about the second front, too. 1 can’t
say it through poetry, though I would
be inspired to if I were a poet. I can
only say, in plain words—but I mean
every syllable—that the way to lick
Hitler, Hirohito, Mussolini, the
whole kit and caboodle of them, is
to kick them in the pants. And the
way to kick them in the pants is to
kick Adolf from behind, through an
invasion of the European continent.
There’s no ‘arm chair strategy’ in
that; it’s just ordinary sense—the sort
of ordinary sense that belongs to
millions of ordinary Americans like
me.”

CORRECTION: We announced on this

page, in our August 4, issue, that the
IWO Lodge in Jacksonville, Fla.,
had sent the magazine fifty-six dol-

lars recently. The sum on checking
back was really seventy-one fifty.
Our apologies for the error—and our -
warm thanks again for the swell
contribution.

Who's Who

M[C'HAEL Foor is the editor of the
London Ewening Standard . . .
Tacticus is the pen name of an ex-
pert on aviation. . . . James Roland
is an economist working in the in-
surance field. . . . Samuel Putnam is
the author of several books and an
outstanding  authority on Latin-
American affairs. . . . Nicolas Slo-
nimsky is a conductor, composer, and
music critic. He is the author of the
Encyclopedic Survey of Music Since
1900.
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HANDSHAKES ON THE SECOND FRONT. Sailors from among the large contingents of Yanks meeting their Canadian and British allies in London.

WHO SAYS WE CAN'T?

Michael Foot, editor of the London "Evening Standard,” says the British and American peoples ''have
sworn their oath" for the second front. W'e have ""the men, the will, the ships."

OMEWHERE on the sweeping plains be-
tween two Russian rivers the fate of
this planet is being decided. Beneath
sun and thundercloud great armies clash by
day and night. The largest mechanized forces
ever placed on the fields of battle are in deadly
combat. The stakes involved are proportion-
ate to the numbers of men and the mass of
metal. Our deepest fear is that the Russian
armies should be destroyed; that they should
be encircled, trapped, or minced to pieces by
superior steel. No wild imagining is needed
to assess the results of such a disaster. If
the Russian armies of the south were scat-
tered, the Russian armies of the north would
be sapped of their strength. The Caucasus
and the oil would lie open. Hitler would
stand a conqueror greater than Napoleon.
He could return westward with count-
less legions, unnumbered machines, and
the priceless boon of immunity in the east.
He could devote all his energies to settling
his account with Great Britain. He would
have riches to gamble and weapons to
squander. This conclusion we dare not in
our senses contemplate. Our dearest hope is
that somewhere between those rivers the Rus-
sian armies should stand and fight the most
decisive battle of the world. Another Smol-
ensk; a second Rostov; that the spirit of
Sevastopol should be reborn in Stalingrad;
such are our hopes. They are just. Already

NM  scptember 1, 1942

Voronezh has matched the memory of Minsk
and Kiev and Kharkov. Novorossisk will
outdo Odessa, if necessity should demand.
Timoshenko’s armies are still intact. A pile
of German dead strews the banks of the Don
and the land of the Cossacks breeds the
toughest-loined guerrillas. It is proper to
hope. But we dare not put our faith in hope
alone.

No escape from the facts is permitted.
They stare us in the face. And the British
people ask: Must we stand aside as spec-
tators at Armageddon, like race-goers at
the course who have placed their bets and
can do no more but applaud and shout to
affect the outcome? It is an unfair question.
British and Imperial soldiers fight for Suez,
guard Syria, Iraq, Persia, Australia, and In-
dia. British sailors wage ceaseless war in the
Arctic, the Atlantic, and every other ocean.
British airmen are granted no rest; they give
their lives night and day. Together the fight-
ing men of Britain held the pass for freedom
and made the Grand Alliance possible. Yet
there is one ounce of truth in the anxious,
eager questioning of the British people. Not
all these exertions are sufficient to dictate the
plot in the great eastern battle. Nothing less
than our total effort at the hour of Russia’s
total effort will do it. Can we do it? Dare
we do it? There is no other issue of equal
dimension in the whole range of world poli-

tics. We are pledged by honor and interest and
word and bond. The Russian people call for
aid and the British and American peoples,
through the undertakings of their leaders, have
sworn their oath. The whole energy of this
nation should now be devoted to making our
promise good. Yet in some quarters whispers
are spread abroad. These doubters are traitors.

HAVE we the men? We have more than
the number who saved Moscow last
autumn, more perhaps than the number whom
Timoshenko commands as the barrier to the
Caucasus, countless more than the number
on whom Auchinleck calls to save Suez and
the East. 'We have all these and their Ameri-
can comrades in arms. They are waiting and
training. ‘They cannot wait forever. They
must fight or lose their spirit. What would
Timoshenko give for such reserves?

Have we the machines? We have Matil-
das and Valentines, and Timoshenko fights
with them. We have two-pounders to equal
the German 37 mm. We have six-pounders
to surpass their 50 mm. We have 3.7’s tc
beat the 88 mm. We have new tanks de-
signed for the close country of Flanders and
France. We have bombers to blast the enemy
railheads and fighters to sweep their Luft-
waffe from the skies. We have mastery in
the air. How would Timoshenko counter-
attack with such machines?
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Have we the ships? Aye, there’s the rub.
Well, we had ships to take 950,000 men to
the Middle East, ships to capture Madagascar,
ships to take huge convoys to India, ships for
transporting supplies to Russia, ships to save
an army from Dunkirk, ships to keep this
nation the best fed in Europe. Ships do not
lie idle. They must be employed according to
a rigid rule of priority. Suppose the second
front became number one priority. Perhaps
then the greatest seafaring nation the world
has ever seen would be able to find the ships.

Have we the will? That is the real ques-
tion. Have we the nerve and muscle to ‘screw
our courage to the sticking place, to hurl our-
selves across the Channel, to break down the
coastal defenses, to burst into Europe, to rouse
our friends, to stir chaos and defiance in every
city and town of that stricken continent, to
make every German in every tortured hamlet
walk in fear of his life, to suffer, to sacrifice,
and above all to dare? It would be a bloody,
frightful business. “No more Dunkirks” is
the cry, and it sounds plausible. But suppose
the Russians worked on this maxim. No more
Kievs; no more Kharkovs; no more Odessas;
no more Sevastopols. . . . Is this the doctrine
of victory or are these epics reserved for Rus-
sians?

Dunkirk is not an ignoble name. It shook
Britain from her sloth and raised her to
the peak of her greatness. It made every man

LONDON

London (by cable).
UBLIC reaction here to Dieppe was varied
but there was agreement on at least one
thing: that it is a shattering blow to the do-
nothing school of military experts who still
dare to claim that an invasion of the continent
is impossible. Only a couple of weeks before
Dieppe certain of these experts once again
raised their heads for the purpose of demon-
strating the total impracticability of holding
a bridgehead long enough to enable adequate
forces to land. It is notable that several of
these theorists were grouped in an unofficial
organization calling itself the Military
Strategy Group and were actively trying to
persuade the public that they were influential
in the War Office. As recently as August 9
Colonel Garsia was arguing against opening
a second front at least until enormously
greater resources had been assembled in Brit-
ain. There doesn’t seem to be a single point
in his article that wasn’t disproved by Dieppe.
This, at any rate, is the all-important public
feeling about the matter. It is noticeable that
many of those who hitherto were inclined to
be overwhelmed by suggestions of weighty,
secret military difficulties, now understand the
real situation. It can be said that nobody here
has fallen for the German propaganda sug-
gesting that Dieppe was merely a stunt en-
acted for the sake of “doing something” after
Churchill’s visit to Moscow. Obviously it was
a most serious effort to probe possibilities, gain
experience. Equally, however, it must be said
the success of the raid sharply increased public

t

ready to give all for his country. It put prop-
erty and wealth and life itself at the service
of the Commowealth. It made unnumbered
heroes from common men. It saved 250,000
soldiers from certain death. It made British
sailors the proudest in all the world. It made
this people one. It was the modern miracle.
And after Armada, Marston Moor, Blenheim,
Quebec, and the Marne, this nation should

believe in miracles.

HE liberties we cherish and the battles

which have won them for us were not
secured by armies which marched to certain
victory. Great issues are more nearly balanced.
Against odds, in the teeth of power, by audac-
ity and the seizure of sudden chance, the
glories of free men have been established.
There is no other way. And if we are only to
plan and prepare and calculate while Russia
dares and Russia bleeds, we shall not deserve
to retain the rank of a great nation.

It was thus on one July 14 at the start of
this age of freedom. With daylight one idea
dawned upon Paris, and all were illumined
with the same ray of hope. A light broke upon
every mind and the same voice thrilled through
every heart: “Go! And thou shalt take the
Bastille!” That was impossible, unreasonable,
preposterous. And yet everybody believed. And
the thing was done.

This is our situation, but in terms of rhet-

SINCE DIEPPE

impatience with any delay in rapidly passing
from this stage into the next one of full scale
attack. There is a further aspect to this ques-
tion which will likely become increasingly im-
portant. The public, having satisfied itself
that the military difficulties are superable, is
bound to come to the conclusion that endless
delay in opening the second front must be
based on other than military reasons.

This impression was naturally connected
with the general attempt to figure out the
possible results of Churchill’s Moscow visit.
The man in the street reacted to the visit
with enthusiasm tempered by skepticism re-
sulting from the dashing of hopes which had
been roused by the famous communique of
early June—which the majority of the pop-
ulation had assumed was an admission of the
obligation to open the second front. This
time the public is considerably warier. They
were glad that Churchill finally was suffi-
ciently aware of the situation to visit Stalin.
They believe, rightly, that this represents a
most serious setback for Nazi diplomacy.
They welcome this victory.

On the other hand, it is realized that, de-
spite the long period of the war, Allied co-
ordination of strategy is still in the infantile
stage. There were premature rumors here,
which had a certain effect, suggesting that
over and above other topics discussed in Mos-
cow, there had been a desire on Churchill’s
part to reach some formula which could be
considered a retreat from the position an-

oric. Perhaps a colder exhortation may be
preferred. These are the words of Clause-
witz, the first among military theorists: ‘‘Natu-
rally in war we always seek to have the prob-
ability of success on our side, whether it be
that we count upon a physical er moral superi-
ority. But this is not always possible; we must
often undertake things when the probability
of our succeeding is against us, if, for instance,
we can do nothing better. If in such a case we
despair, then our rational reflection and judg-
ment leave us when most wanted. Therefore,
even when the probability of success is against
us, we must not on that account consider our
undertaking as impossible or unreasonable;
reasonable it will always be if we can do noth-
ing better, and if we employ the few means
we have to the best of our advantage.”

This is our situation, except that our means
are not few. Our allies fight the great battle
of the war. We can do nothing better to aid
them. There is no despair in England now.
And there should be neither doubts nor
whispers. If the British people are still truly
great, no mood should exist in this land but
the resolve to start the adventure now. To
batter down the prison gates, to summon the
hosts of freedom to our side, and to ensure that
if the battle of the Russian rivers be won we
can count ourselves among the victors, just as’
surely if the battle be lost we shall have to
count ourselves among the vanquished.

by Claude Cockburn

nounced in the June communique. Clearly, if
the June communique had been mere bluff—
which is inconceivable—then Nemesis would
by now be overtaking those who had made
so scandalous an attempt to deceive the peo-
ple about an exceedingly serious situation.
Therefore it was suggested by ill-intentioned
persons that perhaps Churchill had proceeded
to Moscow in order in some way to miti-
gate the effects. Such a visit would in any
case have been a sign that those elements
here who disapproved the Churchill broad-'
cast of June 22, last year, who sought to pre-
vent the signing of the Anglo-Soviet treaty
in June of this year, have once again received
a serious rebuff. That is more or less clearly
understood by everyone who bothers to think.

A T THE same time it is felt here that in
view of what has passed, it is now
more than ever clear that this beginning of
a real inter-Allied strategy must be backed
and supported to the full by the combined
strength of the peoples of Britain and Amer-
ica. The military and political questions are
inseparably linked. The people have the re-
sponsibility to make possible—indeed, to make
certain—that the military decision and the
military coordination are carried out. That
is why during the next days British popular
demand for a second front will express itself
with unsurpassed vigor for the purpose of
translating the principles of the Moscow con-
ference decisions into decisive mass action.
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THE KAISER AND THE FUEHRER

The government of Laval at its post Bismarck: "You, Willy, lost your crown in 1918, but you, corporal, will
not get off so cheaply."

w5 s

PLEASURE HOUSE "NEW EUROPE" HITLER'S REAR
The three belles (Hungary, Rumania, Finland): "I don't know which Hitler: "How pleasant it is, my dear Himmler, to see the happy faces
of you the fuehrer likes best, but he robs all of you alike." of the German people."
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FRONT LINES by COLONEL T.

DIEPPE
PROVED IT

It was a grand test of the possibility of
opening a second front. Allied troops are
ready, coordination is well perfected, air
supremacy is certain. A reply to Drew

Pearson.

military importance occurred in and around Dieppe,

France. A combined Allied force struck across the
sea, on land, and from the air at the German “‘invasion coast.”
The operation was described as:

(1) A miscarried attempt to open a second front (Goebbels’
radio) ; o

(2) A diversion preparatory to the opening of a second, front
(second front super-optimists) ;

(3) Just a big Commando raid (sceptics and pooh-poohers) ;

(4) A test of Allied men, materiel, coordination; a test of
German defenses; a challenge to the German air force; a shot
in the arm to the people of Europe. In short, whether intended
so or not, a grand test of the possibility of opening a second
front in Europe now (this is the view held by this writer,
among others).

The test was doubtlessly a brilliant success. The fate of
several generations depends upon the ability of those whose
task and duty is the appraisal of the Dieppe operation to see
in their true light the possibilities it disclosed and to appraise
it correctly. I do not know what some of these military,
naval, and political men think. To a certain extent, however,
we get an idea of some of their thoughts from certain news
hangers-on who have their ears at the keyholes of the great
and mighty. This writer listened to the radio broadcast of one
of them—Drew Pearson, the well known Washington col-
umnist. What did Pearson say in essence?

(1) He said that there would be no second front this year.

(2) He said that the Dieppe operation proved that the
Germans were very much prepared for the attack, that their
defenses were formidable, and ‘that the cost of a full scale
invasion would be too great.

(3) And, as if to offset these defeatist statements, he added
that “while Russian morale was at a low ebb three weeks ago,
Winston Churchill’s visit to Moscow had raised Russian
spirits” by making the Russians feel that they were not fight-
ing alone.

We may add here that if the first two statements are as

O N WEDNEsSDAY, August 19, an event of great potential

much bunkum as the last, things are not so black. Because if
the appearance of Winston Churchill in the Russian capital
—followed by official statements of a general character and
not followed by military action of any real importance—is
sufficient to ‘‘raise the spirits” of a people which has lost 3,500,-
000 men and women in fourteen months, then a few divisions
are sufficient indeed to blast the Nazis out of western Europe.
(You understand, of course, that both the second and third
Pearson statements are nothing but unmitigated rot.) But
such are some of the current trends of thought in some places.

On the other hand, what are the facts of the Dieppe affair?
We have an official communique and a dozen or so eye-witness
accounts. Some conclusions can be already drawn.

First conclusion. It is clear that the raid on Dieppe was
not a miscarried invasion because -it is known that “reem-
barkation was only six minutes late.” Ergo—the troops were
not supposed to stay. If this raid had actually been the first
echelon of a full scale invasion it would have been carried
out by at least five or six times the number of troops in-
volved. Neither was it a diversionary operation in conjunc-
tion with a main thrust, because no “main thrust” followed.
Nor was it simply a Commando raid; it had a huge, full
scale air canopy, included a certain number of tanks, and was
calculated to develop in broad daylight and excellent visi-
bility. .All accounts bear out these facts beyond the shadow of
a doubt.

Therefore, the inescapable first conclusion ‘is that it was
a test of our means of attack and of German means of de-
fense. It was a full scale challenge to the Luftwaffe to ‘“git
up and fight.”

Second conclusion. The conditions under which the op-
eration was carried out were by far not the easiest imaginable.
The operation took place in daylight. (One account says: “In
full daylight the flotilla swept it . . . on my right I could
see a little French chateau. . . .”) Visibility was good (Major-
Gen. James Roberts of the Canadian Army, in command,

. “called for a smoke screen to cover his men on the West

beach. . . .”) The water-jump from the point in England
nearest to Dieppe (Eastbourne) is sixty-four miles, i.e., three
times longer than the jump from Dover to Cap Griz-Nez
(twenty-one miles). Finally bad luck would have it that
one of the Commando convoys ran into a patrol of German
E-boats which spread the alarm, so that the invaders were
deprived of the benefits of a tactical surprise upon landing.
All this shows that, by and large, the test was carried out
under difficult conditions and this should serve to emphasize
the positive conclusions that follow.

Third conclusion. Naval protection afforded to the convoy
of troops was entirely sufficient to protect them with a double
“wall” of warships. Such naval protection would have just
as efficiently protected a convoy many times greater than the
one that streaked across the Channel. In other words, the
warships assembled and used would have been able to cope
with the protection of a full scale invasion.

Fourth conclusion. The trip across evidently did not take
more than three or four hours. (It was still dark when the
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troops on the right blew up the German battery and ammu-
nition dump.) So that, had a full scale invasion been de-
cided upon, the bottoms used in this operation would have
been able to make three round trips in twenty-four hours,
thus bringing over about three divisions, or half of what would
have been necessary in the first echelon of an invasion. The

third and fourth conclusions thus seem to invalidate the “no,

ships” cry against a second front. (On the Doren-Calais run
same ships would have carried three times as many troops.)

Fifth conclusion. Despite the fact that the Germans were
forewarned and ‘‘absolutely ready,” Allied troops not only
landed with tanks, but, after having been repulsed (on the
left), reformed and carried their objective, stormed a six-
inch Germany battery, destroyed the all-important radio-locator,
and penetrated into the city of Dieppe. This shows that a
real invasion is possible especially when one considers that
the cliffs which frame Dieppe on both sides did not make
the job tactically easy. As a matter of fact, Dieppe is con-
sidered one ot the difficult places for a landing of this sort.
From the account of US Ranger Sergeant Stempson we learn:
“We landed on the beach and I did not even get my feet
wet. Then we scaled a fifteen-foot cliff. . . . Having silenced
the pill boxes, our biggest job was getting back to the
beach. . . .”

All this means that the attackers did penetrate the Germans’
defenses. We learn also that in the center, Allied tanks fought
their way into the town of Dieppe. Therefore, the German
defenses, even at a key point such as this with its fine harbor,
E-boat and submarine nest and radio locator, were not im-
pregnable.

Sixth conclusion. The reembarkation of the troops was car-
ried out in full order and on schedule (six minutes behind
schedule, to be exact). Prisoners were brought along. This
means that there was no debacle and no flight but a planned
withdrawal. At 10:30 AmM General Roberts ordered the land-

ing force to withdraw, according to Quentin Reynolds.

Seventh conclusion. The air canopy was full scale (1,000
planes) and gave the expedition uninterrupted protection dur-
ing the entire nine hours it lasted. Only at one point did Ger-
man planes break through the canopy to attack the waiting
ships. If increased to 2,000 (the figure I named months ago
as necessary for the protection of a full scale invasion), it

would have been quite sufficient to insure complete success of
the opening of a second front in the initial stage of the opera-
tion which is the most important. The 3:1 losses (in the at-
tackers’ favor) show that the Allies had air supremacy all
along. It is interesting to note that on Sept. 15, 1940, the at-
tackers (Germans) lost 185 planes over England against
twenty-five British planes, while at Dieppe the attackers
(Allies) lost ninety planes to the Germans’ 270; i.e. in the

_first case the ratio was about 1:7 in favor of the defenders

and in the second it was 3:1 in favor of the attackers, which
shows the Allies at Dieppe had overwhelming air superiority.
German losses at Dieppe on Aug. 19, 1942, were propor-
tionately twenty-five times greater than the British losses over
England on Sept. 15, 1940.

Eighth conclusion. The coordination of the three main
branches of the Allied forces was, by all accounts, well nigh
perfect. Part of the convoy going out was delayed only twenty
minutes by a naval battle with unexpectedly encountered naval
craft. The reembarkation was only six minutes off schedule,
after nine hours of sailing and fighsing. Quentin Reynolds
writes: “. . . The men landing on the middle of the three
beaches were being strafed by Focke-Wulf 190’s. [General]
Roberts barked an order and within half a minute we saw a
group of Spitfires veer off and take care of the situation. . . .
He [Roberts] called for a smoke screen for his troops. . . .
Within a few minutes Douglas Bostons swooped low and soon
the beach was covered with a heavy, white screen. . ..”

General conclusion. Allied troops are ready for the open-
ing of a second front. The mechanism of coordination is ob-
viously perfected to a fine point. Ships and planes are avail-
able. The grand test was a success. The day after the Dieppe
affair the Luftwaffe had nothing to oppose the raid of 500
Allied fighters and a foray of Flying Fortresses over Amiens.
They flew the whole day of August 20 over France without
losing one single plane, the Germans losing one or two planes
only. This shows that the Luftwaffe simply was not there.

Thus the Dieppe test and the general strategic situation as
described in the beginning of this article demonstrates that the
opening of a second front is not only indispensable, but also
possible. The military facts, as far as we know them—and the
general picture is quite clear—show that after Dieppe any
arguments against the second front are nothing but a smoke
screen for forces that do not want to win the war quickly . . .
or at all.
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THE
DEBUNKING
OF

DE SEVERSKY

Of course, air power is of vast importance
in today's warfare. But it cannot do the
job alone. Tacticus sees the "all-air"
theories as excuses to evade the para-
mount need for a land invasion of Europe.

consistently by books which claim that our enemies, Ger-

many and Japan, can be crushed by air raids. Other
methods of attack are considered not only unnecessary but
futile and should be dropped in all except a few battle areas.
Victory Through Air Power, the most important of these books,
is in its fourth hundred thousand. Maj. Alexander P. de
Seversky, who wrote it, has become a gilt-edged newspaper,
radio, and magazine oracle. Hollywood has taken him up, too;
Walt Disney will make a movie of his book. Even a thor-
oughly incompetent “air theorist” like William B. Ziff (The
Coming Battle of Germany) is enjoying quite a vogue.

This national mania, which has afflicted even people of
proven sound judgment, is a cause for grave concern. Although
this is certainly the airplane’s day, the doctrine that air power
alone and unaided can win wars is bunk. Bunk always inter-
feres with efficient prosecution of a war; in this instance, it
is getting in the way of the second front, our most urgent
task. It is no accident that the doctrine’s most vociferous sup-
porters include professional Red-baiters and former America
Firsters who oppose the second front for fear of aiding the
Soviet Union “too much.” Major wars have never been won
by a single weapon, whether lance, machine gun, or plane, and
the belief that they can be, savors of the miraculous. Belief
in miracles ordinarily flourishes among those elements of society
who are past their historical prime, among people who have
lost confidence in themselves. This is strong language, I know,
but examination of the evidence will cause you equal alarm.

The victory-through-air-power school .contends that we
should scrap our present “balanced” program of army, navy,
and air force construction, and concentrate instead on produc-
ing a fleet of huge bombers, say, in the 100-to-125-ton class,
three to five times the size of any planes now in regular use.
These will presumably enable us to pulverize Germany’s trans-
portation system, industries, and cities from bases in the United
States (long distance raids would be made necessary by loss
of the British Isles meanwhile) and so compel Hitler to sur-
render. Japan is to be disposed of in the same way. Building
the armada of wonder bombers will require a minimum of
_three years. We cannot, we are told, win in less time by other
means, anyway.

I \or the last half year the best-seller lists have been led

HE logic on which these proposals and promises are based

is entirely false. One-weapon theories are not new. Every
inventor who has fashioned a new tool of war has advanced
the claim that his brain child was irresistible and guaranteed
victory against any opposition. None, of course, has ever been
able to deliver the goods; war is too complex an affair to
admit of so simple a solution. War is the clash of many-sided

- social organizations. Just as no single drug treats all diseases

equally well, so no single weapon can deal with every facet of
the enemy’s national organism. The airplane is no exception.

Air power’s specific claim to universal effectiveness rests on
an atrociously distorted view of the human race and its social
institutions. It is invariably assumed by the de Severskys that
the man on the ground has no protection from death from the
sky (other than more air power of his own) and that he is
too paralyzed by fright to devise defensive means anyway. At
a certain moment, of course, he suddenly becomes brave like
a lion and rises against his overlords, and then in de Seversky’s
view our troops do the “policing.” Moreover, he is dependent
for his existence on a highly complicated industrial system con-
sisting of nothing but bottlenecks. The destruction of a com-
paratively small number of plants cripples the entire manu-
facturing organism.

In the first place, organized human beings, as Chungking,
London, Moscow, and half a dozen other cities including Ber-
lin have shown, are not paralyzed by terror when exposed to
attack. They fight back. There are a surprising number of mea-
sures which they can take to reduce the efficiency of the bombers
overhead. Besides anti-aircraft guns, which are increasingly
effective, these include damage control, emergency repair organi-
zations, camouflage, shelter, and dispersal. Their effectiveness
is indicated by the fact that casualties per bomb are many fewer
than anticipated before the war even by the optimists. Second,
factories hdve proved tougher to knock out than expected.
Only a comparatively small part of each factory plays a bot-
tleneck role in that plant. To hit that area—assuming we know
just where it is under those camouflaged roofs below—requires
bombing of a precision attained so far only in extremely expen-
sive low-altitude daylight raids.

Air blitz may well work against small, poorly organized,
and defended nations or areas, as in Crete (which was not,
however, an example of “pure” air blitz a la de Seversky, for
planes functioned here more decisively as troop transports
than as bombers). But neither Germany nor Japan falls
in the category of Crete or Holland. Germany, in fact, has
long since been taking air raid precaution steps. During the
last two years literally thousands of plants have been moved
from the valley of the Rhine and, for other reasons, from the
occupied countries to the Lower Elbe, Silesia, Czechoslovakia,
and Austria. These are regions twice as far from England as
the Ruhr. Nearly all of these units have been housed in small,
scattered buildings. The Wehrwirtschaft (war economy) board
also initiated a year ago a policy of placing capacity orders
with small firms, a complete reversal of the previous Nazi:
policy of systematically starving small business to death in
favor of the giant trusts. German industry is thus being dis-
persed. In the process, previous bottleneck factories, such as
they were, have doubtless been duplicated half a dozen times
over, making the whole industrial organism far more flexible
and less liable to fatal damage from bombing. .

Air power employed as de Seversky, Ziff, and the others pro-
pose is thus condemned to ineffectiveness—the direct opposite
of what the “bomber boosters” claim. The entire experience
of the war bears this point out. Two sustained all-air assaults
on enemy cities and industries have been carried out: the six-
month Nazi attack on Britain in 1940, and the continuing
RAF offensive over Germany and occupied Europe. Neither
has been able to secure a marked enough advantage and con-
centration of force to show decisive result. The air war advo-
cates answer this by saying that such a concentration can be
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The Bombs That Failed

MOST BOMBED CITY IN THE WORLD: Valletta, Malta. Despite 2,000

bombings, daily life continues.

LONDON UNDEFEATED: The 1,000-planes-a-night blitzes failed to de-
stroy it.
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ANCIENT CHUNGKING LIVES: The Mikado's planes have only stiffened

China's resistance.
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achieved; all we have to do is to drop everything else. To
which the facts reply: our opponents possess two of the most

“terrible military machines in history. We can never achieve

decisive superiority over the Germans by scattering our: forces
all over the map, and just waiting until our bombers are ready,
which is what limiting our war effort to an air offensive
means. The airplane is an exceptionally powerful instrument
when correctly used—in coordination with other weapons or
as the most efficient means of transport yet devised. De Seversky
does a service when he calls our attention to this fact. But
like any other implement of war, it can be nullified by im-
proper employment. As part of the fighting team of all branches,
the plane has two important advantages which are sacrificed
when it is forced to operate independently: its fire is neces-
sarily concentrated in the combat area; and the damage it does
can be made permanent by ground or naval units (also part of
the fighting team) who seize and hold enemy target areas
immediately as these targets are attacked from the air.

The implications of the “pure” air power advocates’ theories
and their wide popularity are serious and far-reaching. The
United Nations are in a tough spot. At this moment the war
is progressing unfavorably. The road ahead is obviously rocky
and still uphill. To the untrained and unalert, the bomber
seems to offer a simple, easy way out of our difficulties. No
need to fight the war in the horrible present; tomorrow, to-
morrow we shall joust over Germany on the wings of a great
armored steed. Whether by accident or design, both Victory
Through Air Power and The Coming Battle of Germany are
extremely vague about the present, particularly de Seversky's
book. They speak in golden terms of what we will do in 1945
and offer no counsel for 1942, or even 1943. Their appeal is
identical with that of the sumptuous, romantic, un-humdrum
movie: escape.

Victory Through Air Power employs still another device
which is attractive to the unwary. There is a feeling of uneasi-
ness abroad in the land, a lack of confidence in many who hold
high office. Are not many of those the same men who blun-
dered in 1939, 1940, 1941, and 1942? They are indeed. People
seek a new voice, particularly one willing to excoriate the blun-
derers. This is what de Seversky does with unbounded vio-
lence and unlimited invective. But these attacks are actually the
cheapest kind of demagogy. Throughout the book de Seversky
flings about the wildest charges. Never, however, does he
perform the genuine service of naming names and adducing
proofs.

HERE are among us, unfortunately, to borrow columnist

Sam Grafton’s vivid phase, “many who like their history
simple enough to be written on the head of a pin.” De Se-
versky’s book and the whole theory which is built up in its pages
is made to order for them. One reason why the doctrine of
“pure” air power seems so reasonable is the plane’s inherently
imagination-catching quality. Its role in the war has been spec-
tacular, an effect heightened by the irresponsible way in which
our press and radio, with their habit of oversimplification, have
glorified it to a point where many believe that no other weapons
have contributed anything to the war. Those who are satisfied
by such pap will eat up the first half of the book, in which de
Seversky gives his version of what has happened since September
1939. It’s exquisitely simple and grotesquely wrong.

To illustrate : Hitler built his Siegfried Line, says de Seversky,
to encourage the French to continued faith in their Maginot
Line. Hitler’s main’ purpose in attacking Russia is not the elim-
ination of the socialist state, but merely acquisition of resources
and additional industrial facilitiés. Germany has made no real
attempt to sink British battleships by air power in order not
to disabuse the British of their belief in the Royal Navy. The
Soviets have been handicapped by possession of few modern air-
craft. The democracies have been in a jam simply because they
didn’t build enough of the right kind of planes. And going
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back before 1939, we are told that Britain withdrew its fleet
from the Mediterranean during the Ethiopian crisis in 1935,
for fear of the Italian air force which de Seversky admits he
thought was pretty good, and so, therefore, the British must
have thought it pretty good, too. (They didn’t.) Such is the
historical understanding of a man who proposes to guide our
strategy!

De Seversky’s conclusion leads into strange and menacing po-
litical byways. First, his dismissal of any necessity for fight-
ing in the present obviously makes “unnecessary” a second
front, the only practical means for us to fight in 1942. Accord-
ingly, we find quite a number of those whom we may suspect
are not too keen on fighting the war against Hitler, now or
in 1945—the former isolationists—dipping into Fictory
Through Air Power for arguments. “Why bother to send
these colossal expeditions (AEFs) ?” he asks rhetorically, and
so do the former isolationists. “What chance do enemy sea
and land forces have to operate with any hope of success under
skies held firmly by our air power? Why should we match
soldier for soldier against the teeming hordes of Europe and
Asia in a duel of mutual slaughter. . . ? I submit that such
a procedure (invasion), under certain circumstances may suc-
ceed, but at best it would be disastrously costly in resources
and manpower. Why need we adhere to the ancient pattern

of warfare when air power offers a simpler and more effective.

strategy ?”

Quoting such arguments from de Seversky is particularly
useful to defeatists and appeasers. De Seversky himself was not
a pre-Pearl Harbor isolationist. Second, Americans will no
longer listen to people who speak against offensive action as
such. To be heard, one must propose the offensive. The people
are tired of the “do-nothing” static defense mentality. De
Seversky enables the former isolationists to roast the most
urgently required offensive task and at the same time sound
more noisily bellicose than Thor himself. A case in point is
the blood-and-thunder campaign for all-out air war in the
Scripps-Howard newspapers. At the same time, the Scripps-
Howard papers are attacking the second front both on the
ground of its costliness and in the usual Scripps-Howard man-
ner: Frederick Woltman has been busy lately pinning red labels
on proponents of the second front.

Victory Through Air Power also offers a streamlined design
for American imperialism. In his chapter on “organization for
air supremacy,” de Seversky paints a picture of a world domi-
nated by super-colossal warplanes based on the United States.
His diagrams show the entire globe, save part of Australia,
some of the East Indies, southern India and Africa, and the
southern island of New Zealand, within the reach of our
planes. More than one would-be American Junker has already
caught the point and is licking his chops in anticipation. For
once, however, their performance is merely amusing; “pure”
air power alone will never furnish the military basis for world
control. It would be pleasant if all imperialist-minded Ameri-
cans were stupid enough to fall in love with this notion.

TacTicus.

10

Old Hat

THIS column thinks readers ought to insist that win-the-war
publications purge their pages of the anti-Negro prejudice
which séeps into even some of the best of them. We do not
have in mind the blatant race chauvinism of the southern
press, but rather the insidious condescension and innuendo that
writers and artists, often unwittingly, inject into their stuff, and
editors, just as unwittingly, publish. For instance, ""Collier's"
of August 8 and 15 published in its "Any Week'" column two
jokes about Negroes that on the surface seem harmless. Yet
they have the effect—an effect fortified by offensive draw-
ings—of perpetuating the popular notion of Negroes as child-
like and ludicrous. Even the Office of War Information re-
cently slipped, publishing in the August 18 issue of its official
bulletin one of those "cute" cannibal pictures.

One of the worst things of this type that we've seen lately
was a story by Robert J. Casey .in the August 17 issue of the
Chicago "Daily News" and New York "Post." The 'Post"
headlined the story: "Niceties of Conduct on Meeting Can-
nibals of Solomon Islands," and the editor was evidently so
delighted with the piece that he also announced it on the front
page above the masthead. The character of the story can be
gleaned from this: "The people are Melanesians, dark skinned,
kinky haired, and not too bright."

It's about time newspaper and magazine editors learned
that the idea that some races are innately brighter than others
is a Nazi idea without the slightest scientific support. And it's
also about time they learned that the only cannibals in the
world today are those of Berlin, Rome, and Tokyo, and we
need the help of the dark-skinned peoples to destroy them.

| Star-Guessers

1l MOST prosperous profession (in Germany) is that

o« o o of fortune-telling. Although forbidden by the
police, hundreds of fortune-tellers are making good money by
‘comforting' the wives, mothers, and sweethearts of soldiers
fighting in Russia. -

"Public attention was turned to the astrology racket when
one of the star-readers was sued for the return of 1,000 marks
by the widow of an officer killed on the Eastern Front. This
swindler had amassed a fortune of nearly 250,000 marks since
the beginning of the war against Russia, according to the evi-
dence given in court.

"All he told the relatives of soldiers presumed killed was,
'He is a prisoner of war in Soviet prison camp X." "

—"Cavalcade," English news weekly

published in London

Round-up

THESE are troubled and dangerous days for the Scandinavi-
ans, but they still enjoy a story. One of the most recent to
come out of Norway is about the Nazi who was gored to death
by a bull. The secret police shot ten cows in retribution.
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SIR STAFFORD
GIVES
THE ANSWER

These excerpts from a notable speech on
India to the British House of Commons
destroy the argument that Indians cannot
govern themselves.

to the Indian people and to the Indian parties to be
reasonable under the difficult circumstances of today.
I believe it is more important to address those appeals to the

a- Goop many Honorable Members have addressed appeals

government and the people of Great Britain than it is to the:

people of India. I think that statements which have been sent
out by the Indian Congress have been reasonable and dignified,
setting out a point of view which they hold deeply and earn-
estly, and asking for the assistance of the government to help
them to solve a difficult situation.

I regret very much the final passage of the Lord Privy Seal’s
speech. . . . I think it showed a lack of appreciation of the
new circumstances which have inevitably arisen. . . . The new
developments in the world situation, and the avowed objectives
of the British government in declaring war, have made the
treatment of India a test question in the eyes of the world, as
well as of many people in this country and the people of India
itself. It raises, indeed, the whole question of our future inten-
tions as regards British imperialism. . . .

The argument has been brought forward by the Lord Privy
Seal that it is difficult to work out any satisfactory method of
central self-government for India because of the communal
difficulty. That, in my view, is not a valid argument. The same
could be said of Poland with its Russian, Jewish, German, and
Polish citizens. The same could be said of Czechoslovakia with
its Sudetens, Czechs, and Slovaks; and I cannot understand
the argument, if it is put forward on the basis of democracy,
which deprives a majority of its rights, in order to protect a
minority. It may be necessary to modify some of the rights of
a majority, and to get them to agree to such modifications, as
the Congress has willingly agreed, but you are not justified in
taking away the rights of a majority because you assert that
you desire to protect the minority. If you do so, you are, in fact,
converting the majority into the minority.

... It is essential, if you are to have democratic government,
that the minority should obey majority rule, and that is what
happens in this country every day of the week. If you accept
democracy, if you set up a democratic system, which is to
ascertain which class, or caste, or party is in the majority, you
must then accept the results of that democratic system, and, at
the moment, whether you like it or not, the Congress Party
is in the majority in British India. . . .

BEFORE making one or two practical suggestions of what
might be done to resolve the situation, I desire to mention one
other matter. That is the effect upon the European situation
and upon our difficulties in Europe, which our refusal to grant
a further measure of self-government to India at this time is
likely to have: I believe that effect will be shown in three
ways. First, among a large number of our own people it will
demonstrate the unreality of the professions of this government
about the freedom and democracy which they desire and will,
thereby, seriously diminish the unity and the force of our war
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effort. Secondly, I believe that among neutrals, and particu-
larly in the United States of America, where there is very great
interest in the Indian situation, it will reinforce isolationist and
anti-British tendencies. . . . Thirdly—and this fact we must
face fairly and squarely—a hostile non-cooperative India, with
all the dangers of conflict in India which that is bound to bring,
if tempers are exacerbated, is certainly not going to help us in
our difficulties, and may become a grave hindrance.

. . . What I suggested was that if we profess to be fighting
this war for freedom and democracy and deny it to a part of
the British empire which, on our own admission and on the
governor-general’s admission, is fully fit for self-government,
the Indian people will say, “This is only another case of the
British professing one thing and doing another.” I believe we
have to make up our minds, therefore, whether we are genuinely
determined, not in words but in action, to give self-government
to the people of India—and I believe that if we did so, we
should be able to welcome that country as a great and powerful
ally and friend for all the years in the future—or whether we
are to ally ourselves with the reactionary Indian princes, as we
have been doing in the past, for a joint exploitation of the
Indian people by the British Raj and the Indian princes. . . .

HAT then ought our reply to be to the request put
forward by the Indian Congress for the elucidation
of our war aims and intentions as regards India? I suggest
that it ought to be made, and made now, upon lines somewhat
of this kind :
... The Indian people can be assured that our immediate
objective is self-government for the Indian people.

. . . Secondly, we consent to the election of a new Central
Legislative Assembly for British India. . . . I see no difficulty.
The right honorable gentleman has said that you cannot have
an election in India. You can have elections in Quebec, so why
not in India? If people are busy, put more people on. Surely
we are not going to say that we will jeopardize the whole
future of this country in India because people are so busy in
India that they cannot have an election. That seems to me
to be so fantastically unreal, in the face of the enormous dangers
that exist in this situation, that it cannot, I am convinced, be
anything except an excuse that is put forward by people who
do not want an election in India today. . . .

Thirdly, the majority parties in that legislature should form
a government which the viceroy should then appoint as his
executive council. It is true that, technically and in accordance
with the constitution, the executive council would not be a
cabinet, but there is no reason on earth why our government
should not give an undertaking that the viceroy would deal
with that executive council, so appointed from the members
of the majority of the Legislative Assembly, as if it were a
cabinet on all major matters; that is to say, he would accept
their advice as the crown here accepts the advice of the
cabinet when duly tendered to it.

On the basis of that immediate rearrangement, and on
the basis of our pledge to grant full self-government after
the war, we could, I believe, with safety and confidence, in-
vite the wholehearted cooperation of the Indian people in
our effort to establish democracy and freedom in the world, of
which determination we should have given an earnest declara-
tion by our willingness to cooperate with India in winning her
own freedom and democracy at the earliest possible moment.
That declaration would not only, I believe, win the support of
all British India, but would be acclaimed throughout the world
as a great act of a great and sincere democratic people.

Sir Starrorp CRIPPS.

(Postscript: Unfortunately the above speech was made at pre-
cisely 6:28 pm on Thursday, Oct. 26, 1939. However, it
answers in the fullest manner the difficulties raised by Sir Staf-
ford Cripps during and after the failure of his mission to India
in March-April, 1942.)



BATTLE FOR NEW YORK

The conventions were Round One in a battle of national and international significance. Jim Far-
ley and his man Bennett. The Christian Front influence. The ALP's role. An editorial.

up to disaster. The past week saw this painfully illus-

trated at the New York State Democratic convention.
Because the win-the-war, pro-Roosevelt forces in the Demo-
cratic Party entered the campaign for the gubernatorial nomi-
nation hesitantly and belatedly, and because they fought with
inadequate weapons, skirting around the main issue of the war
and foreign policy, they suffered defeat. .As a result, the
Democratic Party offers the voters a candidate around whom
are grouped the forces of defeatism and appeasement. Fortu-
nately, however, the voters have another choice; the American
Labor Party has nominated for governor a win-the war New
Deal Democrat, Dean Alfange, running on a platform pledged
to all-out prosecution of the war. (As we go to press, Thomas
E. Dewey has been nominated by the Republicans. We shall
comment on his candidacy in next week’s issue.)

The New York election campaign is not only of national but
of international significance. What happened during the past
week is the first round in a struggle that will be waged not only
this year, but in 1944, and has a direct bearing on both the war
effort and the postwar situation. The stakes are far bigger than
state control. What is being fought out is the question of what
forces shall control the federal government and the destiny of
our country in war and in peace. Behind John J. Bennett,
who showed his colors back in 1936 when he spoke at a pro-
Franco meeting, and behind Farley, are a sinister gang. This
gang dare not openly raise the flag of appeasement at this time,
but they are hoping to capture the state machinery in order
to obstruct our country’s war program and challenge the
Roosevelt-Wallace leadership in world affairs. The booing of
our outstanding war leaders, President Roosevelt, Governor
Lehman, Senator Wagner, by the Bennett delegates, was shock-
ing evidence that the Christian Front and other fifth column
elements had taken over the Democratic convention. And
when the New York Daily News in an editorial on August 24
linked the Farley-Bennett triumph with the refusal of a federal
grand jury to indict its fifth column cousin, the Chicago
Tribune, and gloated over both as rebuffs to our Commander-
in-Chief, it understood the nature of the Bennett candidacy.

IN POLITICS as in war too little and too late generally add

uT Jim Farley’s appeasement chickens are still far from
being hatched. The American Labor Party, which pro-
duced 419,979 votes for Governor Lehman in 1938, happens
to hold the balance of power in the state. Since its formation
in 1936 the ALP has been part of a broad coalition of labor,
the New Deal wing of the Democratic Party, which represents
a majority of the Democratic voters, and various independents.
The nomination of Bennett has driven a wedge into this al-
liance. But by naming its own candidate and adopting a mili-
tant platform the ALP is helping reconstruct that coalition and
providing an opportunity for rallying the win-the-war elements
of all parties behind President Roosevelt’s program.

The Labor Party platform pledges “our fullest devotion
and all our efforts to the winning of the war and to a just
peace which will be made only after complete victory has
been achieved.” The platform’s proposals regarding such mat-
ters as labor relations, war work for New York, price control,
rents and housing, taxation, social security, health, education,
civilian defense, and farm aid, and its demand for the passage
of the Geyer anti-poll tax bill and the ending of racial discrimi-
nation in war industry are imbued with the progressive spirit
that one has come to expect from the ALP.

However, it is evident that the platform, as well as every

12

phase of the Labor Party’s work, has suffered from the division
within the party’s ranks. Both wings of the ALP are united
on all essential questions of policy, yet the right wing leaders
of the state committee stubbornly cling to obsolete hates and
prejudices that weaken the organization’s effectiveness. In the
matter of the platform, for example, certain shortcomings would
probably have been eliminated if the New York County organi-
zation, headed by Rep. Vito Marcantonio, had been represented
on the platform committee and if discussion from the floor had
been permitted. We have in mind the fact that the platform
makes no mention of such a crucial issue as the second front,
contains no reference to America’s allies, and tends to be
defensive in tone, placing its main emphasis on the protection
of living standards and not enough on the mobilization of the
people for total participation in the fight against the Axis.

Now more than ever it is urgent that the American Labor
Party close ranks, draw new strength by including the CIO
unions and other constructive elements in the leadership, and
wage an all-out fight against the Farley-Bennett copperhead
crowd. And let it be noted in Washington that nothing would
contribute so much to clearing the political atmosphere and
scotching the defeatist game as the opening of a Western Front
that would take the country from ankle-deep participation in
the war into the all-out fight for America’s salvation.

"That was Chart 18, Pop."
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COUDERT—VICHY LAWYER

Barbara Giles puts the candidate for New York's senate under the microscope. His record and
his backers. The meaning of his inquisition against the teachers.

SUPPOSE it is pretty exasperating for Vichy’s rulers to have
I to worry, at this date, about an old democratic custom like

free elections. Especially is it annoying for their lawyer,
Frederic Rene Coudert, Jr. To carry the Seventeenth Sena-
torial District of New York won’t be an easy task for Senator
Coudert this November. It may well prove impossible. A lot
of questions will be asked the candidate, which he will have
to answer in plain English instead of the polished French that
_quicksilvers around the.law offices of Coudert Bros. Nor will
it help him much to throw at the inquiring his famous “report
on subversive activities in New York public schools.” More
likely it will be thrown at him first, in which case it will be
equal to a bushel of spoiled tomatoes. For “subversive,” in
Senator Coudert’s opinion, means just about what Charles
Coughlin says it does and Coughlin, it will be remembered,
translated his definitions from the German. Coudert, of course,
does not put it as coarsely as Social Justice did—he simply
follows the same reasoning and arrives at the same score.

The score in the Coudert committee’s report on “subversive
activities” was: “Communist conspiracy,” 365 pages; fascist
conspiracy, none. “No substantial evidence” of fascist activity,
reported Senator Coudert without batting an eye. Which no
longer surprises those honest souls who all but drew pictures
for him of outstanding fascists in the New York public schools
and begged the committee to look, please just look, at the evi-
dence. They've learned since why Frederic Coudert, Jr., couldn’t
be expected to investigate fascists. It would have impaired the
“International reputation” of his law firm, a reputation of espe-
cial value to its most prominent client, the Vichy government.
Besides, Coudert himself had to maintain a national reputation
that has brought pleas for his reelection from points far removed
from Manhattan. One of the most recent came from Nebraska;
it was voiced by Charles B. Hudson of Omaha, whose unre-
strained anti-Semitism and pro-Axis endeavors have twice
brought him before the federal grand jury investigating sedition.
Leaders of roughneck fascist groups, like Edward Lodge Curran
and Coughlin, have made plain that Coudert is fine by them too,
as fine as Dies.

Outwardly he doesn’t resemble Dies in the least. He is
expensively groomed, belongs to two yacht clubs, and is particu-
larly admired by the “so nice” school of manners. While his
committee hearings were conducted with the wildest disorder
as far as legal forms were concerned, the chairman remained
smooth. When counsel for Coudert’s victims rose and asked
permission to protect his client’s rights, Coudert did not say to
a police guard, “Throw him out” ; he said, “Please remove Mr.
So-and-So from the court room.” If Mr. So-and-So persisted,
Coudert dropped the “please,” but he still didn’t get rough.
That was left to one or two other committee members. The
chairman did not muss his curly hair or forget to smile oc-
casionally. But after two years of an “investigation” that cost
$200,000, thirty-four of New York’s most competent teachers
had been fired, and one, Morris U. Schappes, is still fighting
in the Court of Appeals to keep out of jail because he was
convicted of “perjury” when, in testifying before the Coudert
committee, he refused to conform to the Vichy fascist pattern
and conception of Communist activity.
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Still, as blitzes go, Senator Coudert’s could hardly be de-
scribed even by a Berlin communique as a “triumphal advance.”
It’s true that teachers have been dismissed and the educational
budget cut. But the senator met battle and when the smoke
had cleared, the corpses on his enemies’ side were depressingly
few. They didn’t nearly match the casualty list which Coudert
had prepared in advance by forcing the Teachers Unions to
turn over to him ‘their membership rolls—a procedure that
must have startled some anti-labor employers who were re-
signed to paying heavy fees to spy agencies for compiling such
lists. So far from killing off the Teachers Unions, Coudert
couldn’t stop them from fighting back. They’re fighting still—
and the resistance to Coudert, which began way back when
the senator figured he was sitting pretty, shows healthy results
today in the New York schools, which are united behind vic-
tory over fascism.

Another thing that cramped Coudert’s offensive was that
unfortunate little incident at Pearl Harbor. It changed the
picture—more people have begun to see the ties between
union-busting and playing blind-man’s-buff when it comes
to fascism; between counseling Vichy and attacking pub-
lic education; between Red-baiting and dealing with Hitler’s
lads. Mixed in with all these things is still another element,
something called Clerical Fascism. It’s a long story, which
may as well begin with Vichy—

ENATOR COUDERT’s firm claims to represent not Vichy so
S much as the French government. That is, Coudert Bros.
had been the legal agents of the Third Republic and then the
Third Republic government changed into Vichy (just like
that), so now they represent their old client’s “successor.” Can
they help it if the government changed? The answer to that
is easy: Vichy is not a French government, it’s made in Berlin.

It wouldn’t occur to Coudert Bros. to represent the Fighting
French government—although they did once try to get a bit of
business from a Fighting Frenchman here, who was nearly
fooled into believing that he had fallen in with some real sons
of France. Just how much they are doing for the Vichy gang
now can only be guessed. NEw Masses readers will recall a
photostat in the May 5 issue reproducing a story from the New
York Times that Coudert Bros. had acted as agents in the
purchase of a Manhattan residence for the Vichy consulate
general. Not long ago New York papers revealed that Senator

. Coudert’s firm was fighting in the courts to prevent the Free

Belgians from getting back $228,000,000 of gold entrusted
to the pre-Vichy Bank of France and later sent to Berlin by
the Vichymen. The Free Belgians want their money back to
fight Hitler and they’re trying to get it from the Bank of
France’s gold in this country. But the bank is now under
Vichy control and Coudert’s law company is “protecting” the
gold. Senator Coudert has not tried to explain or apologize
for these facts. But then, why should he? If a law firm accepts
a fee, it has to earn the money—and if the fee happens to come
from some merchants of death, it’s simply bound to have a
little blood on it.

The Couderts, however, do not stop at strictly legal services
for their famous client. On May 25, 1941, Frederic Coudert,
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Sr., wrote a letter to the New York Herald Tribune asking
the American people please to “understand” Vichy. It is even
more important for the State Department to understand—
which may explain why the Couderts decided last year to close
their Paris office and establish one in Washington instead. It’s
no secret that the State Department harbors men who have
as much respect for the Couderts’ international reputation as
Petain himself. They are pushovers for a Vichy agent—
just as they were pushovers for Franco’s apologists. Coudert,
Sr., was one of the latter too, though he didn’t formally an-
nounce it. In January 1939 he took time from his legal duties
to write a long letter to the New York Times explaining—
with a delicate little overtone of regret—that it was now
useless to lift the embargo on arms to republican Spain since
the government was almost in “articulo mortis,”” and why be
so cruel as to revive it and ‘“‘prolong” the terrible conflict.

HE interest of Coudert Bros. in foreign governments has
not always been on the side of their clients’ “‘successors.”
When the Soviets came into power, Coudert’s firm stuck by the
czar, and it has done some fancy footwork in American courts
on behalf of the White Guard. In 1933 a Coudert attorney
presented an alleged expert in Russian law to testify solemnly
that the czarist regime would not have regarded the Soviet
as legal since the latter had violated a czarist law against
overthrow of the government. The “expert” was Boris Brasol,
who translated into English and promoted one of the most
revolting anti-Semitic documents of all times, the forged Proto-
cols of Zion. Brasol, who can be reached through the Coudert
offices, is linked with such Russian fascists in America as Ana-
stase Vonsiatsky, now in prison as a Nazi and Japanese spy.
Small' wonder Senator Coudert did not expose fascists
in the New York public schools—a gentleman does not kiss
and tell. But others told. His backers in America, followers
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of Franco, Hitler, Coughlin, practically danced in the streets
when his committee got going. It was exactly what they had
been asking for: a Dies committee of their own, headed by
just such a man as Coudert. They openly embraced the chair-
man, who pretended not to see them. When “revelations” from
the hearings began to shove the war off the front pages of
the press, Coudert’s sponsors, in their own words, had “diffi-
culty containing ourselves.” “Each night, as we read our eve-
ning newspaper, we fairly burst with pride,” burbled the
Educational Signpost, journal of the American Education Asso-
ciation, a New York group of teachers whose leadership is
obviously Coughlinite.

For anti-Semites, those were the days. Silver Charlie him-
self had eagerly published the names of leaders in the Teachers
Union, identifying them as “Jew,” “Jewess,” or “Gentile.”
In the first two categories he included every name except
those which were so unmistakably “Aryan” that no one could be
fooled by false labels. Of the twenty-six teachers suspended from
City College as a result of Coudert’s smears, -all but four were
Jews. Some received anonymous postcards addressing them as
“dirty Kike.” An anti-Semitic teacher decided that this was a
propitious time to express his views in the classroom. Another,
Timothy Murphy of Gompers Vocational School, permitted his
pet pupil to sell Social Justice on the streets during school hours.
Murphy not only tried to recruit students for the Christian
Front; he invited a Nazi bundsman to ‘“come to school and
talk to some of our younger members.” A meme on his activi-
ties was personally handed to Coudert, who bowed and put it
in his pocket. Subsequently Murphy was “removed” from
Gompers to Chelsea Vocational School, with extra pay. Hitler
must have gotten a good laugh out of that if he heard of it,
and it’s not unlikely he did—for, according to Pierre van
Paassen, writing in Liberty, Nazi agents in America reported
to der fuehrer on the progress of the Coudert and Dies com-

"Was that a Red, mon ami?"
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mittees during Berlin’s preparations for war on this country.

If you call Coudert an anti-Semite, he will put on a “who—
me?” look. Some of his “best friends,” you know. . . . And
he ostentatiously keeps a Jewish boy as secretary to prove it.
He would also deny any sympathy with Coughlinism and
probably expect you to believe that on the evidence of his
appearance alone. An aristocratic yachtsman who always looks
as though he had just come back from a vacation in Florida,
what could he have in common with Coughlin’s street stab-
bers? Nothing socially, to be sure. But with the “reverend”
Charlie himself he shares the same role in which Franco and
Petain have starred, which has aided Hitler's conquests. I've
mentioned it above: Clerical Fascism.

KNow that statement takes explaining, since Senator Cou-

dert has managed to acquire a reputation as a ‘‘good
Catholic” and good Catholics can hardly be fascists too since
fascism is a skull-and-crossbones over their religious and civil
liberties. In speaking of Clerical Fascism in connection with
Coudert, I am not referring to such facts as that he got the
legislature to approve free bus transportation for parochial
school children; or that he authored the Coudert-McLaughlin
bill to take the children out of school an hour each week for
religious instruction. These are relatively mild attempts to
weaken the traditional American separation of church and
state. They are useful to Coudert .in strengthening his “good
Catholic” reputation. Nor am I referring to the fact that
Coudert Bros. are said to represent “the interests of the Church”
in America. This may be true and perfectly unobjectionable

as far as legal representation is concerned. But the question

that does concern us is: whose interests does the “good Catho-
lic” Coudert represent in politics?
Certainly not the Catholic people’s. Ask those in Spain what

“protection against Bolshevism” meant in the hands of the

“good Catholic” Franco. Ask French Catholics what it means
when a similar “good Catholic,” Petain, calls for a roundup of
“Communists.” Msgr. John A. Ryan, director of the National
Catholic Welfare Conference, once gave some good advice to
readers of Social Justice and the Brooklyn Tablet: “Don’t let
yourselves be fooled or frightened by fakers.” He was re-
ferring to the “Red menace” thriller-dillers spun by Coughlin
and his partners. Coudert is one of the suaver raconteurs in
this field, but he is no less hair-raising. Look at his committee’s
report. It is a smoothly written, “‘judicial” sounding job, livened
up with cute little subheads such as “T'rouble Brewing for the
Comrades” and “Stalin, PhD,” as well as by the unintentional
humor of some stoolpigeon testimony (e.g., William Martin
Canning, pretended ex-Communist: “A typical Party technique
was that of self-criticism. This, Mr. Canning said, was largely
Russian in character.”). But no amount of smoothness can hide
the violence between the lines. A cold hatred for organized
labor, for progressive activities, a contempt of truth and order
—these are what add up to the final violent conclusion in the
report: that teachers who happen to have a Communist “repu-
tation’’ should be dismissed without trial. Senator Coudert once
said it in less formal language. Addressing the Republican
Business Women on June 3, 1941, he let himself go as follows:

“Now if your dog had rabies you Wwouldn’t clap him into
jail after he had bitten a number of .persons——-you’d put a bullet
into his head, if you had that kind of iron in your soul.

“It is going to require brutal treatment to handle these
teachers. . . .”
Here was the real Coudert, unexpurgated and unedited—a
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rough draft of what appeared finally as a report from a Legis-
lative Committee. The senator, you see, can even use the jive
of a Coughlin or a Franco. It isn’t language that good Catholics
approve, but what does that matter? The Coughlins aren’t out
to please Catholics who really practice their religion. Their
friends are a handful of the hierarchy plus a number of people
who aren’t even Catholic in name—Hitler, for ene. “Brutal
treatment”’ will not strike them as an- intemperate phrase; it
stands for one of their cleaner sports. And if it isn’t popular in
a democracy then that’s the fault of democracy, which has been
defined by a Coudert admirer, one Lambert Fairchild, as ‘“mob
rule by people who are too dumb to talk to.” And by another,
Dr. Edward 1. Fenlon of Brooklyn College, as “a mere re-
bellious, anarchistic, paganistic shibboleth.” Dr. Fenlon was
not subversive enough for investigation by Coudert. Indeed,
he felt safe enough to offer to testify before the committee—
as he had done for Dies in 1938.

French fascist friends of the Coudert family have also com- -
plained that it is a nuisance, this’ democracy. One of them,
Alexis Carrel, wrote a whole book about it, titled Man the
Unknown, and inspired, according to the author’s preface, by
Frederic Coudert, Sr., (who has named one of his sons for
Carrel). The author, who collaborated with Charles Lind-
bergh in attempts to construct a robot heart, thinks that an
“ascetic and mystic minority” should rule the “dissolute and
degraded majority.”

OUDERT, JR., it should be said, has never publicly made any
C such remarks about democracy; his attitude will have to
be judged by his deeds. Aside from his undemocratic investiga-
tion, his firm’s connections with Vichy, his sweet tolerance
toward native fascists, Frederic Coudert, Jr., has done as much
as he could to cripple state aid to an indispensable democratic
institution, that of public education. His legislative scissors-
work on educational budgets is well known. It’s a matter of
record that he began to fire away at the Teachers Unions soon
after the latter had managed to reduce a proposed budget slash
by a considerable amount. One of the articles of faith in the
credo of Coudert supporters is that the three R’s are plenty
enough education for those who can’t pay for more. Nor is that
only the opinion of big realtors who worry about taxes—and
who are allied with Coudert Bros. through the latter’s own
extensive real estate holdings. It is also a first article of fascist
faith: if a “dissolute and degraded” majority doesn’t exist,
then create it. This makes it easier for the ‘“‘mystic minority”
with their mystic guns.

We shall see how Senator Coudert comes out in his tussle
with majorities this November. It is true that there are certain
wealthy elements in his very wealthy district who can find
excuses for Vichy’s fair-haired boy. And after all he’s a Republi-
can candidate and there are plenty of Republicans in the area.
But he won’t face two candidates this time, who will divide
the opposition and let him through. His foes are solidly behind
one person, Jerry Finkelstein, candidate of the Democrats and .
the American Labor Party. Organized labor has classified the
defeat of Coudert as an important part of the war effort, and
it means every word of it. The senator may wish already that
he hadn’t spent so much time building that national reputation.
It’s one thing to be famous, another to be notorious. Coudert’s
notoriety has brought him up against some national opposition,
expressed through a citizens’ committee which is now in process
of formation. The issue in the Finkelstein-Coudert contest is
not “local”’—it’s even international. BarBARA GILES.
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WATCH on the POTOMAC by BRUCE MINTON

THE HUNT FOR
MANPOWER

It won't be long before labor shortages in
the war factories reach the critical stage.
Case history of a zinc miner. Why work-
ers move from job to job. Planning and
training.

W ashington.

14 I \OoTAL war is making the most rigorous demands on the
productive systems artd on the manpower of every
nation. Recently from Paris we heard again of the

manpower shortages encountered by the Nazis—and their

fascist solution based on the most brutal enslavement of the
populations of Germany and the occupied countries alike. In
our own country as well, we are beginning to feel the strain
of this all-embracing war; we too face the problem of finding
sufficient labor reserves. But democracy will not and dare not
take recourse in brutalization and slavery. And still we cannot
allow men to idle in one part of the country while elsewhere
the productive apparatus halts because of labor scarcity. “Our
labor supply,” states the fifth and latest report of the House

Tolan committee, “will become our most critical resource.”

To utilize most effectively the nation’s manpower, the report

declares, “calls for a detailed knowledge of the total demand

for labor in war production, the preparation of schedules for
the flow of such labor to the expanding jobs as contracts are
undertaken, and the training and upgrading of that labor to

_keep pace with expansion. The job calls for the location of

available labor supplies, and over-all planning for their train-

ing and placement.”

Unfortunately we have as yet made little progress in meet-
ing the emergency demands on our manpower. So far, the
Tolan report charges, the War Manpower Commission,
headed by Paul V. McNutt, has failed to function. It has
still to evolve a realistic program to overcome labor shortages
which already are felt in certain key industries. These short-
ages are particularly acute in non-ferrous metals—copper,
lead, zinc, tungsten, chrome, and manganese. The Mine, Mill,
and Smelter Workers Union has for its part issued a memo-
randum with conclusions closely approximating those of the
Tolan committee. Both these studies point out that unless
the crisis in manpower is met forthwith, severe disruption
will occur all through the war production effort.

HE causes of manpower shortages are varied and numer-
ous. Primarily, the Tolan committee states, “Full man-
power mobilization is contingent upon full mobilization of
production.” Perhaps the inter-relationship between produc-
tion and manpower is most apparent when illustrated by a
typical case history—Ilike that of the zinc miner in a lonely
camp in the New Mexican mountains. The causes that finally
bring this miner to migrate to the large industrial centers—
thereby contributing to the labor shortage at the mines, which
in turn reduces zinc production—throws light on the problems
the Manpower Commission must resolve.
The zinc miner lives with his family as near the mine as
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possible. But each morning he must travel approximately fifty
miles to work. He provides his own transportation. When
his tires wear out, he has little hope of obtaining replacements.
His wages are lower than the wages paid in most war in-
dustry, even lower than the average for mining. He lives in
a miserable shack, for which he pays exorbitant rent. His
children lack schooling. His family is without proper medical
care. He must buy his food and supplies at the company store
—where prices are far steeper than in the chain steres of the
larger towns. A trip to the movies means an excursion of at
least 100 miles to the nearest town—and his tires are wearing
thin. Working conditions at the mine are extremely bad, even
dangerous. Inadequate ventilation, dust, dampness, inefficient
methods still used by the company make work arduous and
hard on the miner’s health. In addition to all this, the miner
who is known as a good union man, or who happens to be
born a Mexican, is excluded from skilled jobs—if he is lucky
enough to have a job at all.

To this forsaken community comes the news of boom times
in the war production centers. There jobs can be had for the
asking, jobs at salaries that allow men.to meet the high cost
of living. In Los Angeles or Seattle or Oakland transporta-
tion is no insurmountable problem plaguing the worker. A
man and his family can even rent a decent house, with running
water and proper sanitary conditions. Children can go to school ;
on a rest day the family can see a movie or sit in the park.
Discrimination because of union activity is not so prevalent.
Working conditions are far less hazardous. And the zinc
miner asks himself why he should work at low wages in a
hazardous mine when he can move to a larger community and
contribute just as surely to the war effort. So he piles his
belongings into the jalopy and waves goodbye to the camp.
His neighbors follow his lead. And those who remain behind
take alarm as the mine curtails operations because of labor
shortage; fearing eventual shutdown, more and more of the
zinc miners begin the trek to better jobs, to a life not so dreary
and so dangerous. The result of this migration is to reduce
the output of zinc, imperative to the war effort.

This illustration is by no means an exception. Throughout
the United States workers move on to more attractive em-
ployment; raw material output lags though production sched-
ules call for ever-increasing supplies. Instead of acknowledging
the causes of this out-migration, Washington allows vague
and threatening rumors to spread, rumors of job freezing,
labor drafts. The moment a rumor of this sort reaches the
sub-standard industries (and rumors travel fast), the migra-
tion accelerates. No man wants to be “frozen” into a low-
paying, hazardous job when he can get better wages and better
conditions farther on.

COMPULSION, as the Tolan committee stresses, is con-
sidered a cure only by officials who fail to comprehend
the magnitude of their task in overcoming labor shortages. It
would be far more efficient to rectify abuses—the conditions
in the New Mexican zinc mine only highlight maladjustments
obtaining in other mining communities and other industries.
As the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers’ memorandum points
out, “The upward wage adjustments needed to make inroads
on this problem are very substantial, far more substantial than
the government and management have been considering in
other basic industries. But evasion of responsibility, resort to.
half measures, will not solve this critical problem.” Encourag-
ingly, the WPB has just recognized—according to a recent
statement—the need of raising wages in the non-ferrous mines.

Wages are only one facet. The elimination of poor working
conditions, of job hazards, cannot be postponed. Not only does.
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the removal of abuses tend to hold workers to their jobs, cut-
ting down migration and shifts in labor supply, but likewise
increases production efficiency and augments the flow of vital
materials. ‘

In addition transportation difficulties can be solved by pro-
viding buses to and from mines or plants. Workers have the
right to demand needed housing and other services which they
can obtain in the larger centers. Finally, threats of compulsion
and discrimination hardly improve morale. Negroes are still
the most abused section of the population in this respect, though
Mexicans suffer almost as much. In many localities, prejudice
against Jews or union members or even Catholics impedes the
war effort and endangers the nation’s security.

HE solution to manpower dislocations, the Tolan com-
mittee emphasizes, is part and parcel of the production
problem: “The more pressure there is for compulsion of work-
ers under existing circumstances, the more likely it will be
that our production program is faltering. . . .”” Quite simply,
schedules of output must be related to the available labor
supply. According to testimony taken by the Tolan committee,
we will require next year, in addition to the needs of our army,
11,000,000 additional workers in war industry as well as an
increase of 2,500,000 farm workers at the peak of the season.
This enormous demand for manpower can only be satisfied
by the most painstaking planning, certainly not if the problem
is approached in the present haphazard manner. Nor can the
requirements be met unless those in charge of directing man-
power supply are allowed to cooperate and coordinate their
activities with the departments in charge of production.
This relationship between manpower and production is still
to be established. Workers in certain war occupations and
critical industries will have to be deferred from selective
service in order not to disrupt production. Moreover, we
can no longer delay training programs for the unemployed and
for those in occupations curtailed because of the war emer-
gency. Women as well as men, Negroes as well as white, the
foreign-born and the youth must be included in this training
for war work. But successful training also demands other

adjustments: workers are unwilling, for example, to spend
six weeks preparing themselves for a job paying sixty cents
an hour when they can make more at jobs which require no
previous experience or skill.

The Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers’ memorandum
stresses the fact that the unions themselves can play a decisive
role in preventing dislocations. Labor-management committees
have offered plans to increase efficiency of operation and output
per man shift, intensifying the utilization of each man on the
job.  These joint committees have already made progress in
obtaining agreements between factories not to poach on each
other’s labor preserves. In cooperation with the unions, man-
agement and government can readily narrow the causes of
manpower shortages. The unions, naturally, should be given
a full voice in determining policies.

The test of our production is the degree to which we utilize
labor. The Tolan committee adds that the nation cannot
permit manpower or materials “to be seriously limiting factors
in the face of the job to be dene.” Already production is
sufficient to supply a European land front in force, and to
maintain this second front. But we dare not sanction lags or
the prospect of any diminution of effort for any reason what-
soever. Too long has the war effort suffered from a tendency
to ignore the magnitude of the present struggle. There must
be an immediate end to the situation decried by the Tolan
committee, which affirms that “nowhere is there apparent on
the part of our production officials adequate realization that
victory over the Axis is at stake.”

The Tolan committee has again anticipated the needs of
the war effort. Its fifth interim report can well become the
basis of a realistic manpower policy—just as the committee’s
earlier reports helped push war production to present levels
and helped expose attitudes of business-as-usual. Serious as
are the problems raised by both the Tolan committee and the
MMSW, the fact that shortcomings in our manpower policy
are discussed and failures frankly publicized provides the basis
for increased public agitation to improve the war effort, and to
enhance the striking power of our country and the United
Nations.

LABOR MIGRATES FROM UNSATISFACTORY J0BS.™More men quit jobs this year, particularly in basic war industries like mining, than any time since
1933. February figures—the latest issued—show a rise of 2.41 jobs quit per 100 workers, an increase from 1.33 the previous year. There has been no
improvement to date.
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MONEY IN THE BANK

An economist takes issue with a recent New Masses article on inflation. What shall be done with the
increase in voluntary savings? The President's program.

28) Ralph Hartwell’s article “How

High Is Inflation?” provided many val-
uable insights into our present problem.
Nevertheless I feel that there is a certain
one-sidedness in the author’s approach which
may possibly lead to serious errors.

One of Hartwell’s essential arguments may
be restated as follows: By means of the con-
nected triple policy of limiting consumer
goods production, of rationing scarce goods,
and of price fixing all consumer goods and
services, a large share of consumer income,
perhaps the major part of the excess income
constituting the so-called inflationary gap, can
be effectively sterilized. The excess consumer
income which cannot be spent will more or
less automatically be saved and its inflationary
effect thus destroyed.

Hartwell’s argument gains plausibility
when we consider that many economists have
been guilty of a rather mechanical under-
standing of the nature of the excess purchas-
ing power which creates the inflationary gap.
They have assumed that such purchasing
power will be exerted as a continuously force-
ful demand which, if it cannot have its effect
in price rises, will express itself in a deteriora-
tion of quality of price-fixed goods, in ex-
haustion of stocks and reserves, in illegal trad-
ing, i.e., black markets, in vastly multiplied
administrative difficulties of the price con-
trol and rationing program and in other non-
price phenomena of an inflationary kind.

These economists are in part confounded
and Hartwell’s approach in part justified by
recent trends in the retail trades. In spite of
the prediction of a large inflationary gap, and
therefore presumably of a brisk demand for
goods, the physical volume of retail trade has
been falling in recent months. Demand has
actually been below supply, and department
stores reported inventories at the end of May
1942 which were seventy percent higher than
a year ago. (National City Bank Economic
Letter, July 1942.)

IN a recent issue of NEw Massgs (July

WHAT has happened to the excess pur-

chasing power that was supposed to
be ready to burst the boilers? It appears to
have disappeared in the form of a substantial
increase in savings. This is shown in the
table in Hartwell’s article reproduced from
Labor Research  Association’s Economic
Notes for July 1942,

This increase in savings requires careful
analysis. Savings take many forms. First
there are savings of a compulsory or semi-
compulsory type. Among these are contrac-
tual repayment of debt (such as amortization
of mortgages and instalment payments on
consumer credit and loans), war bond pur-
chases under pay-roll deduction plans, and life
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Danger Signals

THERE are danger signals on the anti-
inflation front. Between June 15 and
July 15 uncontrolled food prices rose 2.5
percent. This was on top of a 4.8 percent
increase the previous month. Price Admini-
strator Henderson warns that “If the June
15-July 15 rate of increase of 2.5 percent
were projected over a year—and this is
anything but a fanciful projection—we
would be paying an average of 30 percent
more for many important foodstuffs twelve
months hence.” In this situation the an-
nouncement by Secretary of Agriculture
Wickard that he has agreed to the setting
of ceiling prices on livestock and that he
now favors repeal of the provision permit-
ting farm prices to rise to 110 percent of
parity offers hope of some relief. A drive
to crack the opposition of the so-called farm
bloc in Congress is in order.

This highlights the broader problem of
combating the inflationary danger. The ar-
ticles by James Roland on this page and
by Ralph Hartwell in our July 28 issue,
as well as two earlier articles by A. B.
Magil, indicate an approach based on the
active implementation of the President’s
seven-point program. These writers differ
sharply from the “inflationary gap” the-
orists who, instead of a rounded program
such as the President proposes, try to
frighten the public into accepting such one-
sided and vicious devices as a sales tax and
the freezing of wages. The dire predictions
of newspapers like the New York Times
that a relentless tide of $17,000,000,000 in
excess purchasing power will beat down the
price ceilings is further refuted in a recent
survey by the Department of Labor. This
survey shows that the average income of
city dwellers in the first quarter of 1942
rose seven percent over the corresponding
period of last year, but “average expenses
of current consumption” increased only two,
percent, while the cost of living advanced
eight percent. There was also an increase
of about seventy percent in savings.

The Department of Labor survey also
tends to cast doubt on Mr. Roland’s un-

'qualiﬁed advocacy of compulsory savings.

Perhaps this will ultimately prove necessary,
but there is as yet no evidence that it is.
We also believe he errs in thinking that
compulsory savings have played any great
role in keeping English living costs down.
The forced savings system in England is
of a very limited character and was intro-
duced as a means of sugar-coating an in-
crease in taxes.

~ There is every evidence that the public
is cooperating in preventing the bidding up
of prices. What is needed is for Congress
to cooperate by passing the President’s
seven-point program, which is an essential
war measure.

insurance premium payments. On the other
hand, there are savings of a purely voluntary
and therefore essentially unstable type. Among
these are currency hoarding, savings in bank
deposit form, repayment of non-contractual
debt, and purely voluntary purchases of war
bonds.

There is no question but that it is the
voluntary forms of savings which are show-
ing the big increases. In the semi-compulsory
forms, only pay-roll deduction war bond pur-
chases have increased and this may be offset
by decreases in consumer credit payments
as indebtedness runs out on the big volume
of consumer durable goods purchased in
1940 and 1941 on the instalment plan.

There are two contradictory yet related
reasons why potential inflationary demand
has in recent months been largely con-
verted into the quiescent form of an increase in
voluntary savings. The first is that most peo-
ple have confidence in the President’s seven-
point anti-inflationary program and particu-
larly in the price ceilings. They want to coop-
erate with the program. The rush to buy goods
which characterized the preceding rising price
market has halted. Most people are refraining
from non-essential buying and many are go-
ing without things they need even though
they have the money to buy. On the other
hand, people are uncertain and fearful of
the future. They are trying to accumulate
some funds in liquid form. Many war
workers regard their increases in earnings as
windfall gains which properly should be set
aside as an emergency fund.

Nothing is more likely suddenly to trans-
form the relatively large fund of latent pur-
chasing power—which has hitherto been
converted into certain forms of savings—
into an irresistible inflationary pressure than
a loss of confidence by the people in the ef-
fectiveness of the President’s seven-point pro-
gram. Therefore it is all the more urgent for
the labor and progressive movement to take
steps to support this program. Furthermore,
we have the responsibility of urging that the
program be implemented to remedy certain of
its weaknesses.

Hartwell points out in his article that the
price control program has already been en-
dangered by the destructive work of the farm
bloc, by the puncturing of the price ceilings
on canned and dried fruits, gasoline, and by
the granting of permission to lower the
quality of women’s and children’s apparel.
These dangerous phenomena are the result
of the terrific pressure brought to bear by
certain organized business interests on the
government. But what we must realize is
that one of the main stimuli of this pressure
is the conviction on the part of these busi-
ness interests that they can dispose of their

September i1, 1942 NM



goods in the consumer markets at higher
prices. They know that the purchasing power
is there even though at the moment it is not
expressing itself as active demand. Such busi-
ness pressure to crack the price ceilings is
bound to intensify ten-fold if signs appear of
an activization of latent purchasing power.
Hartwell makes, it seems to me, the error
of juxtaposing the “inflationary ‘gap” theory
against the “price control and rationing”
theory as ways of combating inflation. He
cites British experience as proving that the
introduction of price control and rationing
stabilized the cost of living after the monetary
or “inflationary gap” approach had failed.
But the fact is that together with price con-
trol and rationing, the British government in-

troduced higher taxes and a system of com-

pulsory savings. Thus it was not one or the
other approach which did the trick in Britain
but both taken together.
‘Reactionary forces in the United States
are proposing sales and other forms of re-
- gressive taxes, wage freezing, cuts in social
welfare programs, and various oppressive types
of compulsory savings as their solution of the
inflationary problem. The progressive forces,
it also seems to me, are on the other hand
weakened in their fight against the reac-
tionaries by the one-sided approach character-
istic of the Hartwell article which depreciates
the importance of the inflationary gap or
monetary income factor.

IN MY opinion the President’s seven-point
program will go part of the way toward
closing the inflationary gap, but to be com-
pletely effective it will have to be implement-
ed by the establishment of a democratically
administered progressive system of compulsory
savings. The term “compulsory savings”’ is
naturally in bad repute in progressive circles
because of its association with reactionary pro-
posals. The plan that I have in mind has
nothing in common with such proposals.

I believe that a system of compulsory sav-
ings should first of all provide for adequate
exemptions for the lower income groups.
There should be allowances or credits for
dependents, for tax payments, and for exist-
ing regular savings such as repayment of
contractual debt, life insurance premiums, and.
war bonds purchased under pay-roll deduction
plans or under wage agreements providing
wage increases in the form of war bonds.

The compulsory savings rates should not
be fixed by legislation, but should be flexible
with the power to fix and vary rates vested
in a national administrative board in which
labor and other sections of the people would
have adequate representation. Other flexible
features could be a geographic differential in
rates to compensate for geographic variation
in costs of living and provision for emergency
withdrawals by individuals, for example, to
meet hospital and medical expenses and the
like. Local administration could be conducted
by local boards in which again labor and the
people would have representation. Perhaps an
expansion of the OPA administration to
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The Teachers Meet An editorial

PURELY from a journalistic standpoint, it is difficult to see why the American Fed-
eration of Teachers convention in Gary, Ind., last week, did not get a bigger play
in the press. It was a colorful, although serious meeting, and the results have a very
definite pertinence to today’s headlines. Surely it means much to the winning of this
war that an organized group of teachers, with a membership of 23,000, has not only
declared itself unanimously for a second front, but has worked out a program for
reorienting education to the demand for as speedy a victory as possible. And surely
it is news—good news—that these leaders in the teaching profession concern themselves
with the democratic life of America—and, indeed, of the world—by urging political
action to eliminate congressional defeatists and obstructionists in the coming elections;
by calling for a Pacific charter, with especial reference to India’s freedom ; emphasizing
the importance of international solidarity ; and urging an extension of AFL-CIO unity
behind the war program and a successful conclusion to the unity negotiations now
going on between the two great bodies of organized labor. In a whack at Jim Crow,
the convention unanimously called for a mixed regiment of Negro and white soldiers
and officers. It also asked President Roosevelt to increase the effectiveness of his Fair
Employment Practices Committee.

The delegates were extremely conscious of the gravity of educational problems as
they related to the war effort. After the panel discussion of a war program offered to
the convention, there was a lively debate on the floor which resulted in the program’s
being sent to the educational policies commission for strengthening. An inspirational
as well as a practical note was brought into the discussions by Evan Davies, repre-
senting the Association of Education Committees of England, who told the convention
how British teachers had put aside the old “three R’s” routine of education for
unprecedented tasks in maintaining morale under wartime conditions.

One of the most notable successes of the convention was the unity achieved. So
far from considering this news, sections of the press attempted to inject “Red” issues
into the meeting and to make it appear that the proposed resolutions for a second
front were indications of a “left wing plot.” Unanimous agreement on the second
front refuted that falsehood. And following the lead of Dr. George S. Counts, retiring
president of the AFT, Executive Council members took the floor to dispel any
press-created impression of division. There was no fight around the election of
officers; all but one candidate were unopposed and the newly elected president, John
Fewkes, underlined the necessity of unity, not only national and inter-Allied unity
but “within the AFT.”

Here was a recognition of the deep relationship that exists today between the
desires and efforts of the American people as a whole and the desires and efforts of
the groups in which those people are represented. It is significant that five former
vice-presidents of the AFT who had earned a reputation as disrupters were not chosen
to sit on the new council—and particularly significant that a Norman Thomas fol-

lower was eliminated. We hope that Mr. Fewkes will translate into action his

utterances on unity by taking steps to readmit into the AFT the three outstandingly
anti-fascist locals in New York and Philadelphia which were expelled in early 1941
as a result of the Coudert committee’s Red-baiting raid. .

include such representation would be satis-
factory.

Some ‘of the advantages of the proposed
system may be noted: (1) A continuous and
flexible control of inflationary forces would
be achieved by a democratic administration.
(2) The previously substandard labor groups
who have achieved substantial wage gains in
the war period would not be robbed of these
gains by regressive taxation. (3) The way
would be paved for non-inflationary increases
in wages, particularly if such increases are
paid in the form of war bonds and the

amount of the increase is excluded from work-
ers’ income for the purpose of determining
the amount of compulsory savings.

I do not, of course, propose this scheme
as a panacea for all inflation ills. It is ob-
viously a matter for discussion, and obvious-
ly the President’s program is first and fore-
most and we must get behind it with all
our power. Nevertheless we must not close
our eyes to its limitations and we must ac-

* tively prepare for further implementation of

the program along progressive lines.
JamEes Roranp.
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Stalingrad and the Second Front

HE decisive battle for Stalingrad en-
: ters its second week, as these lines
are read. Everything in the news points to
the truth that while the Soviet forces are
exerting themselves to the very utmost, the
advantage of men, materiel, concentration of
forces, and initiative still lies with Hitler.
We are clearly faced with the most critical
moment of the whole year. The Nazis are
trying to cut their way through to the Volga,
" cripple the centers of Soviet industry, and
cut off the oil supply, at the same time tak-
ing up positions in the western Caucasus from
which to batter their way into the Middle
East. The British have- evidently recognized
how immediate is the threat to Iraq and Iran
by appointing a separate command for that
area under General Henry Maitland Wilson;
at the same time. London dispatches admit
that General Rommel has been reinforced
in Libya and is preparing a deeper thrust into
Egypt for Suez.

In the first phase of the summer’s fighting,
there was no second front: as a result the
Germans got into Egypt and into the western
Caucasus. Now the second phase of the year’s
fighting is under way, what might be called
the campaign for the Volga and the Nile
deltas. Will there be a second front in time
to avert disaster? is the question in every-
one’s mind. In this week’s NM Michael
Foot, editor of the London Evening Stand-
ard, summarizes how the British people feel
as Churchill returns from his Moscow visit;
Claude Cockburn emphasizes the critical mood
in London, the acute political crisis that must
follow if the lessons of Dieppe are not go-
ing to be applied; and Colonel T., in his
analysis of the Dieppe raid, proves conclu-
sively that the second front is possible, that
we already have the striking power to open
it.

In an important dispatch from Moscow
on August 24, Leland Stowe, correspondent
of the Chicago Daily News and New York
Post, gives us a sense of how crucially the
Soviets view the next thirty days. Either a
second front mow, or a terribly long drawn-
eut struggle, with absolutely no guarantees
of victory; either a second front now, or we
face the reorganized and recuperated might
of the Reichswehr in western Europe next
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spring, making a second front even then a
much riskier affair than it is today. Either a
second front now—in coalition with our chief
allies—or else a weakening of all coalition
forces, as the Nazis succeed in crippling the
offensive power of each of the United Na-
tions, one by one.

We face the grimmest, most serious mo-
ment of the whole struggle. Dieppe was proof
that it could be done; Dieppe was also an
acknowledgment that the voice of the mil-
lions who insisted all summer that it could
be done, had to be heeded: that voice must
be raised again, sharply, more urgently, more
insistently than before. '

How Long?

HILE the world awaits the realization

of the lessons learned at Dieppe, and
expects a full-fledged second front as a result
of the Churchill conference in Moscow,
there’s one little aspect of Mr. Churchill’s
trip that can’t be forgotten. It is the fact that
the Nazis knew about it, announced it, and
advertised it some ten days before the confir-
mation came from ¥London and Moscow.
Raymond Daniell in the New York Times
two weeks ago noted the point, and suggested
that evidently German agents were still func-
tioning in London and Washington. That
may be true, agents both German and native
may still retain contact with Berlin; be that
as it may, the chances are that information
of this sort has been leaking through em-
bassies in neutral countries—or else, from the
Vichy, Finnish, and Spanish embassies that

still function here. Vichy is supposed to be in

bad grace with our State Department; at the
moment we have no ambassador in France,
and that is supposed to be the measure of
our relations. But the fact remains that Hit-
ler’s agents are still in their embassies in the
capital of our own country—French, Spanish,
and Finnish agents of the enemy. How long,
brethren, how long?

Get Tough, Mr. Nelson

WE THINK it too bad that Donald Nel-
son had not investigated Frederick Lib-
bey’s charges, or in fact even read them, when
the engineering consultant was dismissed

from the WPB. Nelson did know, however,

that Libbey’s report sharply criticized the
policies and personnel of the WPB’s Iron and
Steel Branch, in particular its domination by
dollar-a-year salesmen from the steel industry.
Before the report was quite completed, Mr.
Libbey’s head rolled with the excuse given
that he had “leaked” the contents of his re-
port to the Washington Post.

This is the second time within recent
months that the WPB has lost a member who
opposed the practices of certain dollar-a-year
men—Robert Guthrie was the first to go,
when he resigned in protest against the anti-
conversion obstinacy of some representatives
of the textile industry.  Now it is hardly
a secret that there are dollar-a-year men in
Washington who oppose conversion, oppose
measures to avoid shortages of vital materials,
in fact oppose anything that might interfere
with their industries’ soaring profits during
or after the war. It is obvious that a WPB
chief’s duty is not to protect these individuals
and punish their critics. His first duty is to
investigate every charge concerning malad-
ministration and selfishness that interfere
with a steady stream of materials. Libbey’s
report, made after four months of study, con-
firms much of what has already been brought
out by the Truman committee’s investigation.
Its factual data on bottlenecks in the steel
industry confirm the findings of the United
Steel Workers Union. Surely such a report,
on so vital a war industry as steel, at least
deserves careful attention. B

At this writing, representatives of eighteen -
unions are meeting with Mr. Nelson and it
is certain that not only the Libbey dismissal
but the whole question of production and
WPB policy is being vigorously discussed.
Many of the unions represented at the con-
ference have themselves authored excellent
reports and recommendations for increasing
production efficiency. Very little has been done
with them by the WPB. If the dollar-a-year
men who are obstructing things were replaced
by representatives from the unions, Mr. Nel-
son would have less worries about criticism
of the board he heads. Mluch more important,
this country would have far fewer headaches
than it has now about the crisis in produc-
tion. We look forward to your getting tough,
Mr. Nelson.

The Harlem Frame-up

FOR some weeks now the New York com-
mercial press has been publishing lurid
stories purporting to show a wave of crime
and violence in Harlem. Anybody with the
slightest experience in race relations ap-
proaches such accounts with a skeptical eye:
Scottsboro taught America a lot. Suspicion of
such stories is confirmed by the developments
in the case of the eight Negro youths—all
under 20—charged with rape ard rebbery and
facing possible dea\th sentences or terms of

September 11, 1942 NM



life imprisonment. This case was so presented,
particularly in the New York Daily News, as
to leave an unwary reader with the impres-
sion that these boys were indubitably guilty.
They were tried and condemned in the col-
umns of that paper. Now it turns out that
these were not the boys at all. One of the
complainants, Charles Coleman, blasted the
whole business sky-high when he declared, “I
have not been able to identify anyone as hav-
ing taken part in the incident.” He explained
that “the night was a very dark one and I
couldn’t make out any faces.” Obviously the
police had attempted to frame the youths in
the worst of Scottsboro tradition.

A protest meeting held in Harlem revealed
that the boys were atrociously beaten in the
police station. It is to the great credit of the
Daily ‘Worker that all the above facts were
unearthed by its Harlem reporter, Abner W.
Berry. It is to the discredit of the rest of the
press that these facts have not been presented
to right the dangerous wrong that has been
committed. As a matter of fact, the press cam-
‘paign has become exceedingly dangerous. Evil
and wrong in peacetime, such irresponsible
journalism is more than doubly harmful when
we are at war and need the full harmony of
all sectors of our people. The situation is so
perilous that all citizens of New York must
demand the immediate cessation of discrimina-
tion against our fellow-citizens in Harlem, as
in the rest of the country. NEw Massks plans
to deal with this subject in great detail in
forthcoming issues; we feel that callousness
to it does great harm to one-tenth of our
population, makes a mockery of our avowed
four freedoms, and plays into the hands of

Axis propagandists among the colonial peoples.

Shortages and Rationing __
RESIDENTS of New York are undergoing
an experience with shortages, prices, and
rents that teaches some lessons which may well
be applicable throughout the country. Take
first the rent and the fuel-oil problems, which
are related. They are also acute, with Oc-
tober moving day just a few weeks off. When
it was first announced that the Atlantic states
would be short on fuel oil this winter, due
to transportation difficulties, citizens were
urged to convert their oil furnaces to coal
burners. It was an eminently sensible recom-
mendation, but only a recommendation—
owners of apartment houses were not forced
to undertake the conversion. Then Mayor
LaGuardia announced that @/l houses, whether
heated by coal or oil, would come under a
hot-water rationing system. And the system,
as tentatively outlined, would provide warm
baths at certain hours only—with no pro-
vision for night workers. The mayor’s latest
announcement is that if there is to be any

rationing, it will come from Washington.
All of this is very confusing and certainly
not conducive to the best morale. People who
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Our Ally, Brazil

RAZIL'S declaration of war against Germany and Italy is an important victory
) for the United Nations, an event which is bound to have vast and continuing
political and strategic consequences. Political implications are of two kinds: first, the
fact that this largest and richest of the South American republics, with a population
of 47,000,000, larger than any American republic except our own, has entered the
war, will react favorably throughout the hemisphere. Argentina’s isolation in neu-
trality will be more difficult to sustain; Chile, where trends are away from neutrality,
will be encouraged. So will Venezuela and Colombia, which have broken relations
with the Axis but not yet declared war.

Second, there are bound to be important, liberating influences within Brazil
itself, and these in turn will be felt elsewhere. President Vargas’ action was taken
against a background of intense popular feeling, whipped to a fever pitch by the
recent sinking of six ships in Brazilian waters, one of them a transport on which
157 Brazilian naval men were lost. People have been demonstrating in the streets
of Rio, as at no time since the days of 1930 and 1935. In July Vargas removed the
notorious police chief Felhinto Muller, and has begun to clean up the open fascists
in his administration and armed forces. Much more of this is now bound to take
place, with a corresponding improvement of the domestic atmosphere. The libera-
tion of Luis Carlos Prestes, who from his prison cell is giving active support to the
fight against the Axis, would be an important step toward strengthening the unity
of the Brazilian people for all-out war.

Strategically, Brazil’s importance lies in the fact that it forms a vital hinge in the
gateway of the south Atlantic. From its “bulge” at Para and Belem, our air ferry
has been hopping across to West Africa. Here is a point of the hemisphere which is
at once most vulnerable to attack, but also forms an excellent point of departure
for United Nations operations into western and northern Africa. Brazil’s armed
forces are small, relative to her size; building them rapidly—which now becomes
essential—will strain Brazilian and our own resources. But Brazil does have some
300,000 tons of shipping, and she is a treasure-house of strategic raw materials which
must now be developed at a greatly accelerated pace for her own, and our own,

‘production program.

There are bound to be many internal problems, most of them connected with a
clean-up of fascist espionage, which finds a considerable base in the 500,000 German-
born colonists of Rio Grande do Sul, the important southeastern province. Warfare
along the coast is bound to be intensified, and repelling a submarine blockade of
Brazil’s waterways will tax her resources. But all this is overweighed by the cardinal
fact that a great and potentially powerful nation has been brought into the concert
of anti-Axis nations. It is a long step in the direction of ending Latin America’s
subsidiary role in world affairs; in fact, to realize her potential fully, Brazil must be
accepted as not just another Allied nation, but a full and vital partner. It puts a crimp
in the plans of the Spanish Falange, and will have its repercussions in Spain, and
most important of all, in Portugal and the Azores Islands. The war is also bound
to accelerate the growth of native, large scale Brazilian basic industry, and advance
the development of Brazil’s sovereignty and industrial independence. Finally, Brazil’s
entrance into the war means that one of the smaller—though important—powers,
at a critical moment in the war'’s fortunes, has indicated that it doesn’t believe the
fascists are going to win, and is pitching in to prevent them from winning.

stand ready to make any necessary sacrifice
for victory, still like a little logic in the mea-
sures undertaken. Moreover, they like demo-
cratic administration of such measures. Under
the mayor’s original plan, the hot-water ra-
tioning would have been administered entirely
by real estate men. There were no representa-

" tives of tenants’ leagues or of trade unions;

and no provision was being made to subtract
the additional cost of heating one’s own was
ter from the rent—although the landlord
stood to profit since he would furnish less
heat. Rents are being hiked as it is, with the

war as an excuse, although New York is not
regarded as a “defense area” and so the rent
ceilings are not enforced here.

There are intelligent, fair ways of dealing
with such situations arising out of war con~
ditions; and there are intelligent, unselfish
people to deal with them. These individuals,
who have had experience in groups like trade
unions and consumer organizations, know in-
timately the problems involved in maintaining
living standards. They can be trusted to act
for the good of the majority. It is imperative
that the services of such people be utilized.
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BOOKS and PEOPLE by SAMUEL SILLEN

WANDERER IN THE WILDERNESS

Blurs and blotches in a hackneyed portrait of the literary twenties and thirties. A critic whose vision runs

to the tip of his nose.

oT even the belabored brightness of his
N style can shield Maxwell Geismar’s

confusion in Writers in Crisis
(Houghton, Mifflin, $3). Mr. Geismar, an
instructor at Sarah Lawrence College, has
attempted “a study of the changing beliefs of
the contemporary American novelist in our
period of social crisis.”” He has chosen six
figures to illustrate the directions and conflicts
of American fiction between two wars: Lard-
ner, Hemingway, Dos Passos, Faulkner,
Wolfe, and Steinbeck. His thesis is simple.
In the twenties, “the Lardnerian epoch,” our
writers were spiritually frustrated; in the
midst of prosperity, they suffered from a poverty
of values; their work reveals a pattern of
negation. The thirties, by contrast, brought
writers a “spiritual positive,” a new courage,
faith, responsibility; economic collapse regen-
erated social values and the affirmative temper.
This thesis, in broad outline, leaves little room
for quarrel. Indeed, as Mr. Geismar himself
reminds us, “By now, in fact, the moral of
our story has become a cliche. . . .” The con-
fusion of his book is to be found not in its
major formulation but in the author’s effort
to support, clarify, and enrich the over-all
“cliche.”

Why did so few writers of the twenties
move in the affirmative, socially conscious
direction of the thirties? What accounts for
the shift in the literary temper of the two
decades? This is the central problem of his
book, and Mr. Geismar fails to answer it
with anything but endless restatement of the
thesis that such a change did take place. The
contradictions in his own judgments are the
inevitable penalty of his_evasion.

The picture of American literature, as of
American life, during the past two decades is
actually far more complex than has been gen-
erally appreciated. These were indeed the fat
years and the lean, but they cannot be treated
as unified wholes in abstract opposition. One
must observe the subtle processes of growth
and decay. One must be conscious, at each
specific moment, of the changing relationship
of social forces. For the paralysis of 1929 was
not a mysterious visitation; the germs were
present in the social organism throughout the
twenties. It was, in one sense, a boom age and
a jazz age; but it was also an age in which
new wars were maturing; reaction was riding
high; the suffering of large masses of our
people, the farming population, the Negro peo-
ple, sections of the industrial workers, was
just as real, even if not as acute and wide-
spread, as during the depression years. And if
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anyone doubts that there was a vigorous oppo-
sition to the dominant beliefs of the expatri-
ates, cynics, and esthetic nihilists, let him read
the back numbers of NEw Massgs, where
the fire was always lively even if the aim was
occasionally wild.

HE stock market crash may be used,

though it has perhaps by now been over-
used, as a symbol of the transition; but it is
not of itself the decisive phenomenon of the
time. The determining feature of the shift is
to be found in the social struggles which grew
in consciousness and intensity with the deepen-
ing of the crisis.” It is to be found in the
changed position of the working class in rela-
tion to other forces in society. The thirties
witnessed a remarkable growth in the power,
cohesiveness, and understanding of the labor

‘movement. In the earlier decade only a small
number of writers could follow its faltering

leadership. In the thirties the labor movement
communicated its energy, its democratic out-

look, its realism to ever increasing numbers

of writers.

Most writers, in both decades, were of the
middle classes. In the first decade they be-
came alienated from their own social back-
ground, sensing the uncreative position into
which they had been thrust and reviling it as
philistinism, puritanism, commercialism, and
whatnot. But at the same time they made no

contact with more creative forces, preferring
to nurse their grievances, many of which were
just, in an isolated no-man’s land which was
the natural breeding ground of pessimism,
vacillation, neurosis. They could see only two
alternatives. One was to conform to a way
of life which they could not deeply respect;
the other was to forsake society and to fashion
works of art out of their own frustrations.
The precarious position of these writers,
and the middle classes of which they remained
essentially a part, was destroyed by the eco-
nomic collapse; and now any genuine creative
life was possible only through an extension
of social sympathy. The ego was an insufficient
dyke against the onrush of reality. If a third
alternative, alliance with the most progressive
forces, now became an economic necessity for
many writers, it became for even more writers
an artistic necessity. The failure of Sinclair
Lewis to keep pace with the new social tides
was virtually his collapse as a first rate novel-
ist. Sherwood Anderson made the effort; but
his inability to integrate his past with his new
consciousness left his novels of the thirties
hopelessly divided against themselves. For a
younger writer like Steinbeck, a sense of iden-
tification with the masses brought a maturing
of his art that was hardly conceivable in the

_twenties.

The social issues of the thirties, life itself,
taught the need for a principle of conscious
organization of progress, the need for a scien-
tific and all-embracing view of history, the
need for a theory that would integrate artistic
and social effort. The influence of Marxism
on our writers has not, therefore, been an in-
spired accident. To dismiss Marxism and the
Soviet Union in the cavalier, not to say je-
jeune, manner of Mr. Geismar is to distort the
decade beyond recognition. One can respect a
criticism which takes forthright issue with
Marxism. It is more difficult to respect banali-
ties in the form of side-swipes.

r. GEISMAR’s point of view, he tells us,
M is democratic; but he frequently reveals
his distrust of the masses. He wants “a new
democratic mythos,” but no “submergence in
the masses.” The “mob,” he admits, has its
vitalizing effect upon the writer “as well as
its corrosions of his judgment.” What we
need, he says with characteristic precision, is
“balance” and not “a blind and rigid social
belief of any sort.” We must revise the human
temperament, for ‘“We compete, not against
brutal necessity, but our own brute instincts.”
Armed with insights derived from “the acute
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theorist Trotsky,” he ventures the acute his-
torical observation that “it is not inconceivable
that in the end the United States will bring
about its great sweeping social changes as a
new sort of popular fashion.”

Mr. Geismar’s all-exploring eclecticism, his
inability to press an idea further than its
formal statement, is reflected in various ways.
At one moment he tells us that Dos Passos is
the “embodiment of the conscious and pro-
gressive forces.” And, in virtually the same
breath, “there seems very often in Dos Passos
an underlying doubt, not merely as to the
social solutions he is seeking, but in the efficacy
of any solution—a doubt in the efficacy, that
is to say, of human life itself.” Well, what
sort of an embodiment of progress is this
anyway? The answer that Dos Passos is suf-
fering from “fatigue” is hardly satisfying, and
Mr. Geismar’s assurance that this fatigue
“can only be temporary” is hardly convincing
on the face of it. The fact is that Dos Passos’
Adventures of a Young Man, which Mr.
Geismar properly calls an artistic failure, is
not the product of fatigue but of an unusually
energetic hate. In directing his anger not
against Franco but the American anti-fascists
in Spain, Dos Passos was attacking the genuine
“‘embodiment of the conscious and progressive
forces.” In doubting the efficacy of human life
itself, is not the Dos Passos of T he Big Money
and Adventures of a Young Man a reversion
to a type that belongs anywhere but in Mr.
Geismar’s thirties?

"By contrast, the critic arrives at the opinion,
which is at least original, that The Grapes

of Wrath is “not at all Steinbeck’s best novel.””

He sees in it theatrics, distortions, sentimen-
tality; in weaving his “fantasies,” Steinbeck
makes the Joads “emerge as idealized in their
own way as those smooth personages who
dwell everlastingly in the pages of the Satur-
day Evening Post.” In short, when Mr. Geis-
mar comes to the novel that perhaps best ex-
presses the affirmative social realism of the
thirties, he starts to go “twentyish” on us.
And then, almost as if he were determined to
take literally his edict that the writer is “in-
deed better off with too little intelligence than
too much,” he begins making wisecracks,
analysis having failed, about the Rover Boys
in Moscow, devout comrades, and that sort of
thing. Calling the realism of In Dubious
Battle superior to that of The Grapes of
Wrath is the final blow.

In the essay on Hemingway there is a
miracle of characterization that transcends all
others. Mr. Geismar describes Maria of For
Whom the Bell Tolls as “a sort of compen-
dium of the virtues of the modern proletarian
mistress. She emerges to the heights of ro-
mance from the depths of the class struggle.”
Mr. Geismar has evidently not read Mike
Gold’s animadversions on the subject. I think
that next to the stupid chapter on Marty,
nothing in Hemingway’s book got Mike quite
so sore as the portrait of Jordan’s supine
sleeping-bag companion who turned out to be
a curious projection of Jordan’s dreams of the
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Garbo. The contradictory essay on Heming-
way illustrates Mr. Geismar’s thesis that “the
writer must go on losing and saving his soul;
he must conduct, as it were, a perpetual jug-
gling match with mortality.”

It is to be hoped that in later editions
Richard Jordan will be changed to Robert

Jordan on page 80, and that Heyward Broun
will become Heywood Broun on page 267.
And it may be noted, in conclusion, that the
“road to Leningrad” of which the author
speaks so fliply is today packed with a lot of
dead Nazis who will never bother making
hit-and-run raids on our shores.

BOOKS IN REVIEW

Brazil’s Sixteen Million

NEGROES IN BRAZIL, by Donald Pierson. University
of Chicago Press. $4.50.

HERE are few wholly satisfying books in

English on Latin America. This is some-
thing that the English language reader needs
always to bear in mind. However familiar a
student or writer may be with Latin American
peoples, however sympathetic his approach,
however painstaking his methods of investiga-
tion, he still inevitably carries over with him
his own world of concepts, judgments, and
prejudices. If he is a reactionary at home, he
will be a reactionary in Latin America, and
vice versa, and an academic (“sociological’)
objectivity cannot conceal this fact; one does
not of a sudden become “objective” by moving
south of the Rio Grande.

Accordingly, in selecting one’s reading mat-
ter on Latin America, one can only take the
fare that is offered and make the best of it,
by a critical use of statistics, factual data, and
even—always exercising one’s critical sense—
the human insights that are afforded. Dr.
Donald Pierson’s study of the Brazilian, or
more accurately, the Bahian Negro may be
recommended. The book has certain grave
errors of interpretation, in which the author
exhibits at times a reactionary view of things
(although this is probably due in his case not
so much to an inveterate bias as it is to a
muddled half-thinking-through of problems).
Nevertheless, this volume does assemble much
detailed information on a most important sub-
ject, and gives a vivid general picture of a
social world that will seem very strange to
many of us.

This work, indeed, and the one by the great
Brazilian anthropologist Arthur Ramos, The
Negro in Brazil, constitute practically the sole
literature on the subject in English. Dr. Pier-
son is a graduate field student in sociology,
who has spent a number of years studying race
relations in the Brazilian port town of Bahia
—an excellent /ocus, incidentally, for such re-
searches. His work is less authoritative and
comprehensive than Ramos’. The latter book,
however, has remained practically unknown.
Dr. Pierson’s work may possibly reach a
somewhat larger number of readers; it is per-
haps better adapted in some ways to the pur-
poses of a popular introduction. This makes
it necessary to examine it very critically, par-
ticularly since it is bound to fall into the hands
of many college students.

Many North Americans are astonished
to learn that 16,000,000 out of Brazil’s
43,000,000 inhabitants are what is known
as “full-blooded” Negroes, while a high per-
centage of “Negro blood” (it is out of neces-
sity that one employs these conventional but
invidious-sounding terms) is to be found in
the remainder of the population; so that Bra-
zil has sometimes been called ‘‘the largest
Negro nation.” And few of us who do know
of the South American Negro have any con-
ception of the absolutely different world of
race relationships that exists in a country such
as Brazil, for example, as contrasted with our
own United States.

Brazil is a land in which Jim Crow as we
know it is practically an unheard of thing.
Negroes and whites not only intermarry, but
are actually, within the various class groups,
encouraged to do so. Here is a nation whose
policy is to do everything it can to assimilate
the ethnic groups within its borders, in order
that that nation may be undivided by racial
hatreds and struggles. The Negro, back in the
days of the Empire, could rise to high position
at court, and today he may become a senator
and the confidant of presidents. In Bahia, for
instance, a very dark-skinned Negro may be-
come president of one of the most exclusive
social-intellectual organizations of the town,
one to which the most prominent white cit-
izens are proud to belong. Or he may be a
Negro physician whom wealthy whites con-
sult, or a Negro lawyer in whose hands they
place their business affairs.

Surely it is a very different situation indeed
from the one that exists in our own land of
Jim Crow and poll tax. So different is it that
many Brazilians are confident their own coun-
try is destined to go progressively forward,
while ours is doomed to be consumed by racial
conflict! This is clearly a social question that
merits investigation, if ever one did, and the
results of that investigation, if it is properly
deepened and carried through without any
hampering class fears and interests, should
prove fruitful in the extreme—of value to
our own democracy.

How did such a situation come to arise in
Brazil? Does it represent a natural state of
things, or is it an anomaly, to be explained
by peculiar historic circumstances? There is
a point of view which holds that race preju-
dice is instinctive and hereditary. Dr. Pierson
does not formally accept this view; but
throughout his book he leaves unstressed the
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naturalness of unprejudiced relations and
seeks to find the historic explanations of what,
by implication, is an anomalous state of affairs.
These explanations are those usually given by
students of the subject: the lack of white
women in the early Portuguese settlements,
the consequent encouragement of miscegena-
tion and its sanction, even, by the Church;
the fact that the Portuguese in the mother
country had become used to a dark-skinned
people as their equals and even their superiors
during the prolonged period of the Moorish
conquest; etc,

While Dr. Pierson follows the trend of
present day sociology in confining himself to
a restricted field of observation, he is not so
limited in this respect as are many of his col-
leagues. He does realize that, after all, Bahia
is but a small part of Brazil, and that Brazil
is a part of the larger world of race relation-
ships. He makes enlightening comparisons and
contrasts with the racial situations in British
India, Dutch South Africa, the Dutch East
Indies, Hawaii, and the United States.

It is, unfortunately, when he comes to a
comparison of race relations in the southern
states of North America with those in Brazil
that our author falls into errors so grave as
to render more than a little suspect his inter-
pretations throughout. For example, speaking
of the abolition of slavery in Brazil (which
occurred in 1888), he says: “The release of
the last slaves in bondage did not, as in the
United States, occur as an incident of civil
strife, nor were the race relations which have
normally grown up under slavery ever exacer-
bated by a program of ‘reconstruction’ im-
posed by armed conquest from without.”

In other words, it was that “armed con-
quest” which was represented, not alone by
the Civil War but by “reconstruction” (note
the author’s quotations marks), that was re-
sponsible for disturbing those beautiful rela-
tions which had “normally grown up under
slavery”’—as if any relations under slavery, to
any but a reactionary or hopelessly academic
(“objective”) mind, could ever be normal!
Again: “No feelings of fear, distrust, appre-
hension, dread, resentment, or envy had been
stirred up, as in our own South during and
following the Civil War, no sense of unwar-
ranted aggressions or attacks.”

LL this, of course, is directly out of the

mouth of Margaret Mitchell; and the
author actually quotes an extended passage
from Gone with the Wind dealing with the
Reconstruction period! He even waxes senti-
mental over Scarlett O’Hara’s “Mammy,”
whom he identifies with the Brazilian “ama”
or “mae preta.” In speaking of slavery in
Brazil, he remarks on “personal relations be-
tween master and slave which tended gradu-
ally to humanize the institution and under-
mine its formal character” (my emphasis—
S.P.). This once again is the Margaret
Mitchell thesis. Does Dr. Pierson mean to
tell us that relations between master and slave
in our own South were thus humanized, and
that it was only the “armed conquest” (note

that “conquest”’) of the Civil War and Re-
construction which led to the perduring reign
of terror against Negroes south of the Mason-
Dixon Line? What, then, was all the fugi-
tive slave agitation about? What was the
meaning of the Underground Railroad and
the whole of our great and glorious Abolition
movement? Any such thesis is absolutely un-
tenable in the light of unbiased modern
scholarship.

It is astonishing that Dr. Pierson can be
so scholarly, scientific, and “objective” in his
study of the Brazilian Negro and still un-
critically accept falsifications of the southern
bourbons. Thus, in contrasting Brazil and
the United States, he gravely informs us that
“lynching and the rape of white women by
colored men are . . . unknown.” Does he
accept the “rape” myth behind the lynchings,
along with the “southern mammy” and all
the rest?

ET Dr. Pierson wholeheartedly approves

what is happening in Brazil, where a
Negro-baiter from the States would be horri-
fied, if he did not drop dead. The author em-
phasizes with pleased approval the fact that
there is no caste system, based en color, in
Brazil. He regards the process of racial assimi-
lation as unqualifiedly a good and desirable
thing. Along with the majority of Brazilian
upper and middle classes, he rejoices in the
progressive “whitening” of the population,
through its absorption into the “European
stock.”

Just here, however, in the thinking not
only of the author, but of many Brazilians,
one may point to a dangerous trend. What
does this “progressive whitening,” this ab-
sorption into the “European stock” imply, if
not that the white is a superior race? The
same is true of the attitudes expressed toward
the remnants of the old African culture which
are still to be found in Bahia and elsewhere
in Brazil. Why assume that this culture, in-
cluding its religious manifestations, is inferior
to that of the white man?

The basic thesis of Dr. Pierson’s book is
contained in the Brazilian saying which he
quotes: “A rich Negro is a white man and a
poor white man is a Negro.” This, as a sum-
mary of the Negro’s position in contemporary
Brazil. If discrimination is to be found, it is
along the lines of social class, not those of
race; even though the Negro, belonging as he
does for the most part to the “lowest” class,
i.e., the proletariat, may be the one who is the
victim of such discrimination. To those not
familiar with the racial situation in Brazil,
this may perhaps sound like a sophism, but as
a matter of fact it is not, generally speaking.
Racial conflict—although the author is ex-
tremely chary about saying it—has been re-
placed by the class struggle. This class strug-
gle on the part of the Negro is now playing
an important part in Brazilian economic and
social life, although its political expression has
been repressed by the Vargas government.
Dr. Pierson, however, does his best to mini-
mize it; like most bourgeois sociologists, he
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does not like to recognize the class struggle in
any form.

Mouch the same attitude is manifested by
the author in connection with the slave re-
volts, in the days before slavery was abolished.
To the great Negro republic of Palmares, a
Negro runaway-slave state in the interior of
Brazil which lasted more than half a century
(1630-97), he devotes but a scornful foot-
note, in which he speaks of “the exaggerated
reports of this erroneously labeled ‘Negro
Republic.’” In this he is in radical disagree-
ment with Professor Ramos, who definitely
states that it was a republic, with a “perfect
. . . economic organization” and “a high
moral code,” while “the spirit of discipline
was absolute”; it was, according to Ramos,
“really a Negro state.”

Inclined to overstress the patriarchal-idyllic -

character of master-slave relationships, Dr.
Pierson decidedly plays down the significance
of the quilombo, or runaway-slave community.
In effect, this is to deemphasize the Negro’s
hostility to and unceasing revolt against the
institution of slavery, in Brazil as in the
United States. Similarly while Dr. Pierson
gives considerable factual detail, he fails to
convey the animating spirit of that magnifi-
cent abolitionist movement in nineteenth cen-
tury Brazil, which resulted in slavery becom-
ing so morally, socially, and politically ab-
horrent to an entire people that they rose and
peacefully threw it off. That spirit was voiced
by its greatest spokesman, Joaquim Nabuco,
when he declared: “Slavery has now endured
in Brazil almost a century after the French
Revolution taught the world to know and to
love liberty.” Five years after he spoke those
words, slavery in his country was no more.
SamuEeL Purnam.

Brief Review

ANTHOLOGY OF CANADIAN POETRY (ENGLISH), com-
piled by Ralph Gustafson. Penguin Books. 25c.

There isn’t enough authentic poetry written
as yet in English-speaking Canada for us to
generalize about it except in a negative way.
You can hang a show of Canadian landscape
paintings and tell at a glance where it comes
from. But Canadian poetry, no. It is just a
number of poets feeling their way—closer on
the whole to English and European traditions
than to American, but not very sure of their
direction and not very sure of what they want
to say. E. J. Pratt—a Newfoundlander to
begin with—is the one who knows best on
this latter score. His poems of the sea—"“The
Cachalot,” “The Titanic,” and others—show
an enthusiasm for outer life and for heroic
action. Another poet to watch is Abraham
Klein. If this anthology serves to introduce
these two, among others, to a wider circle of
readers, it will have served a good purpose.
What one misses in all these verses—though

SWING
HIGH
To Summer Joy
at Beacon on the Hudson

A beautiful lake, a natural swim-
min’ pool, all sports, hearty em-
tertainment, and good food.

WEEKLY FEATURING
REVUES Mura Dehn
CONCERTS _ Ballet Star
Richard Newman
CARNIVALS Musiclan &
TOURNAMENTS Composer
CAMPFIRES Sally Walter
FOLK & her Beacen
DANCING Buddies
GAMES
Weekl
MOVIES Surprises

MAKE RESERVATIONS NOW!
Only 50 Miles from New York
by boat, train, or camp car!

RATES:
821 — $22 TRANSPORTATION:
l week Hudson Day Line, N. Y.
Central & Camp Car Dail -
y $4 day from N. Y. Office

A Beacon, N.Y.
EFICE: 2700 BRONX PK. .- N.Y. - OLIN 5-6300

North Brameh, Sull. Co.,, N. Y.
Tel. Callicoon 95
Private Lake, All Sports, Dancing, Dra-
1 Mari Musieal Rumba
Bar. Broadway Theatre Artists

GALA LABOR DAY WEEKEND

SENSIBLE RATES

Erie R. R. to Callicoon

Daily—Buses Direct — Mountain Transit Line
Greyhound Terminal — 50th St. & 8th Ave. Private cars
daliy from your house direct to Maud’s. Call city office.
CO 5-3000 City Information: DI ckens 2-8786
Open through the Jewish Holidays, Labor Day, Sept.
7; Rosh Hashanah, Sept. 12, 13; Yom Kippur, Sept. 2I.

A New Vacation Idea ::
Summer School for
Democracy et Fishkill, N. Y.

an 1100 acre estate in the Berkshire foothills.

All the Sports — All the Fun — All the
Entertainment PLUS classes

with
Dr. Philip Foner — *“Landmarks in the
History of American Labor.”

Gwendolyn Bennett — ‘Painting and
Sketching with Lectures on Art.”
EQUALS

a vacation you'll remember all year.

RESERVATION: FOR INFORMATION:

830 Per Week for Schoel for Democracy

Accommodations 13 Astor Place
and Tuition GR. 7-4086

In the Berkshires

CAMP COLEBROOK

Colebrook River,

Conn.
formerly an exclusive
\ Country Club
LABOR DAY SPECIAL—3 DAYS—$16.50

Private lake surrounded by 300 acres of pimes
and hemlocks.
Artistic bungalows facing lake.

FOR THE LAZYBONES: M , . :
Tennls — handball — sylw- Well-stocked Jibrary - rosm it is not the anthology’s fault—is the social Croquet green, archery.

[
[}
@® Temmis, handball, ping-pong.
[ J
[ J

Soeial aetivities — musie — dancing.
ALgonquin 4-0063
SEPTEMBER RATES—$25

25% reduotion to present and future uniformed men

minton — archery — moun- —muslcal recording; — open
tain trails — croquet — ouli- fireplaces — spectacular coun-
nary masterpieces — fishing try. ’

— boating.

SIGGIE GOLDNER, PHOENICIA, NEW YORK

and political note. There are several who have
touched it—Pratt, L. A. Mackay, Dorothy
Livesay—but none who stay with it.
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ag.@ | SIGHTS and SOUNDS

SHOSTAKOVICH’S COLLEAGUES

In many operas, cantatas, and symphonies Soviet musicians have welded an impassioned fighting art.
Nicolas Slonimsky surveys the elements of their style.

HOSTAKOVICH’S  Seventh ~ Symphony,
S which has stirred the public as no other

symphony has in modern music history,
is the culminating point of Soviet musical
development as a whole. For the Seventh Sym-
phony is not an isolated phenomenon. It has
been conditioned by Shostakovich’s personal
development as well as by the musical en-
vironment of the Soviet Union. We know
that even as a symphonic composer, Shostako-
vich has had his ups and downs. His Fourth
Symphony, written at a time when he was
not sure of the road to take, has remained
unperformed. Shostakovich now repudiates
the Fourth Symphony as unrepresentative. In
the Fifth Symphony he regained his faith in
himself and in his public.

The stamp of Shostakovich’s personal talent
lies on every page of music he writes. But we
can understand him better if we examine the
works of other Soviet composers who have
all contributed to the formation of the Soviet
style. This Soviet style is undoubtedly Rus-
sian, stemming from the great nineteenth cen-
tury Russian school. But it is also modern,
for it includes harmonies and orchestral effects
that could not have been used by any of the
great Russians of the past. Soviet music is
expressive of the new society. It is functional,
created by professional craftsmen.

It is an axiom that Soviet music is opti-
mistic, but this does not mean that march
time and major keys are the only resources of
the Soviet composer. Far from it. The new
Soviet lyricism is marked by profound medi-
tative power. Shostakovich himself excels in
these slow expositions of musical thought that
prepare for action.

Soviet music is stimulated by Soviet life,
but it is not photographic. It does not reflect
Soviet life by imitating literally the sounds of
the industrial machines or the explosions of
the war. There was a time during the first
phase of Soviet music when composers sought
to portray the industrialization of cities by
including in the orchestra a sheet of steel, as
Mosoloff did in his “Iron Foundry.” Shos-
takovich himself used a factory whistle in
the score of his Second Symphony.

In operas and cantatas Soviet musicians
often turn to Russian history. Prokofieff’s
opera “Simeon Kotko” treats the subject of
the Ukrainian Civil War in 1918. The opera
was produced in Moscow on June 21, 1940.
During the years of the great conflict, 1941-42,
Prokofieff completed a new opera, “War and
Peace,” written after Tolstoy’s great pano-
rama of another war.
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The revolution in the countryside and the
collectivization of the farms are depicted in
the operas by the young Dzerzhinsky: “Quiet
Flows the Don” (produced in Leningrad on
Oct. 22, 1935) and “Soil Uprooted” (pro-
duced in Moscow on Oct. 23, 1937). The
scenarios of these two operas were written
after the novels of Sholokhov. Oles Tchishko
has written an opera on the subject of revo-
lutionary uprising in 1905, “The Battleship
Potemkin,” which was produced in Lenin-
grad on June 21, 1937. The young musician
Tikhon Khrennikov wrote an opera “During
the Storm,” produced in Moscow on Oct. 8,
1939. In this opera Khrennikov depicts the
revolutionary events, and Lenin appears on
the stage in the second act. From the technical
viewpoint it is interesting to observe that in
several Soviet operas, the enemies of the peo-
ple are invariably represented by the whole-
tone scale, which seems to convey, by its neu-
tral and ambiguous intervals, something

sinister and inimical to life.
At the Moscow Festival of Soviet music

Dmitri Shostakovich sent this photograph to the author
of this article with the inscription shown above, which
reads: "To the much-esteemed Nicolai Leonidovitch
Slonimsky in remembrance of our meeting in Lenin-
grad.” D. Shostakovich, Sept. 13, 1935.

in November 1939 three cantatas were
performed: “Alexander Nevsky,” by Proko-
fieff, “On the Field of Kulikov,” by Shaporin,
and “Emelian Pugatchov,” by Marian Koval.
The Moscow monthly publication Soviet
Mausic published a cartoon showing Prokofieft,
Koval, and Shaporin as the three giants of
Russian defense, after the well known paint-
ing by Vasnetsov. The choice of cantatas is
significant. Seven centuries ago, on April 5,
1242, the Teutonic knights were defeated on
the frozen Lake Peipus by Alexander Nevsky.
It has been nearly six and a half centuries
since the Asiatic invaders were repulsed on
the Kulikov field in 1380. Pugatchov was the
prototype of an instinctive revolutionary and
a guerrilla leader. By the force of a historical
parallel, these Soviet cantatas served notice
on the modern invaders that they can be dealt
with as decisively as their precursors.

At the same festival the Soviet composer
Lev Knipper presented his Symphony Number
Seven. The symphony was described by the
composer as symbolizing “the readiness of the
Soviet people to answer blow by blow the
agitation of the warmongers.”

To FIGHT fascism is a natural function of
the Soviet musician. On Aug. 1, 1937, the
“Anti-Fascist Symphony,” by Boris Mokrous-
sov, was presented in Moscow. Even Soviet
children understood the significance of the ap-
proaching combat. In a collection of pieces by
talented music students, published by Prof.
Goldenweiser in 1938, there is a march, “No
Pasaran,” written by the then thirteen-year-
old Dima Tasin and dedicated to the ‘“heroic
combatants of republican Spain.”

‘When the war came, the Soviet composers
were ready. The old composer Reinhold
Gliere published a moving appeal to American
musicians in which he said: “In this porten-

‘tous hour, when savage fascist bands have

attacked my native land, I should like to greet
all my colleagues beyond the ocean who are
supporting the Soviet people. We are employ-
ing the medium of our art to help the Red
Army wage its struggle against the brutal
enemy. Together with the whole country, we
have put ourselves on a war footing.

“T have written a marching song, ‘Hitler’s
End Will Come.” The composers Muradelli,
Khatchaturian, Miaskovsky,
have written similar songs. When we write
these songs we are forging weapons for the
front, weapons that will make it easier for
the Red Army to fight and win. Until now
we have been helping the Red Army with our
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Dmitri Shostakovich sent this photograph to the author
of this arhcle with the inscription shown above, which
reads: "To the much-esteemed Nicolai Leonidovitch
Slonimsky in remembrance of our meeting in Lenin-

grad." D. Shostakovich, Sept. 13, 1935.



art. But, at the call of our government, we
are ready at any moment to take a gun, and
fight alongside the Red Army.”

Other composers, younger in years, helped
as fire-fighters and in the ranks of the army.
But wherever they were, they wrote music
tull of fighting spirit. In Moscow there is an
organization called the Tass Windows, which
includes musicians, painters, and actors. The
task of the organization is to give form to the
emotions animating the people’s war. Shosta-
kovich has contributed several songs to the
Tass Windows. One of his war songs, “The
Song of the United Nations,” written to texts
in several languages, has been widely sung in
Russia and in the Allied countries.

Shostakovich’s Seventh Symphony came as
the integration of all these deeply felt emo-
tions. What is there in this music that made
people of many races and of different tempera-
ments stand up and cheer; in Kuibyshev,
where the symphony was first presented to
the world on March 1, 1942; in Moscow,
where it was performed on March 26; in
Novosibirsk, where the evacuated Leningrad
Philharmonic played it on July 9; in London,
where it was performed on June 29; in New
York, where Toscanini conducted it on July
19; in Tanglewood, where Koussevitzky
played it with a student orchestra on August
14, in the presence of the Soviet Ambassador
Litvinov?

The symphony opens with a sweeping
melody which, according to Shostakovich
himself, is the theme of the Leningrad
citizen who has become a hero. This theme is
contrasted with another, a mechanically
rhythmic march tune, which, starting on the
threshold of the audible, grows in its mechani-
cal and automatic progress to embrace huge
orchestral sonorities. This theme is the theme
of Hitler’s war. It is eventually crushed by
the sweep of the Soviet citizen theme, and its

disappearance is marked by the same sudden-

ness as its intrusion upon the scene. The sug-
gestive power of this treatment of the two
themes is great, and yet both themes take their
places easily in the classical form of a sonata.

The second and third movements are visions
of the immediate past, when life and happi-
ness were inalienable attributes of a free peo-
ple. The last movement starts darkly, out of
the immeasurable spaces of Shostakovich’s
homeland. Imperceptibly the element of space
is organized and is transmuted into power.
This power grows irresistibly, until the climax,
which is the victory.

Alexei Tolstoy describes the spirit of the
Seventh Symphony in these impassioned
words: “The Seventh Symphony has its origin
in the spirit of the Russian people, who went
forth unhesitatingly to battle with the dark
forces of evil. Written during the bombing
of Leningrad, it expanded to the dimensions
of a titanic work of art comprehensible to
people in all lands, because it tells the truth
about man in this terrible year of disaster and
trial. Transparent in its vast complexity, the
Seventh Symphony has an austere and mascu-
line lyrical quality. It presses on toward a
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future that opens beyond the borderline where
the victory of man over beast is won.”

Much will be written about Shostakovich’s
Seventh Symphony as one performance follows
another. But, whatever the divergent opinions
of music critics may be, the Seventh will re-
main in history as the most extraordinary
expression, in musical terms, of the great
power of a great people.

Nicoras SLONIMSKY.

Mixed Feelings

Orson Welles’ new film has many virtves
—and faults.

€ HE MAGNIFICENT AMBERSONS” is

Orson Welles’ second film venture,

and it is both exciting and disap-
pointing. The excitement stems from Welles’
original use of the camera, the sound-track—
in fact, the entire film technique. The disap-
pointment rises from his incomplete success
with the story and the medium.

It would be difficult to guess the main
theme of the novel from the movie. As it
emerges in the film, however, that theme is
the somewhat pathological hostility that exists
between young George Amberson Minafer
and the man (Eugene Morgan), his widowed
mother, Isabel, wants to marry. With a “de-
votion” to his mother that suggests the famous
Oedipus complex, young George starts as a
spoiled child of wealth and develops into
a vicious, self-centered, boorish adult.

Now Welles has failed to make this re-
lationship plain to the audience; it becomes
exasperating rather than illuminating of social
relationships in the mid-nineteenth century
he is exploring. Certain reasons can be de-
duced—to be “an Amberson” means some-
thing to George; any Morgan, to him, is un-
worthy of his mother’s hand. Rather than
permit the consummation of his mother’s
youthful love—for Morgan had been a seri-
ously considered suitor before her marriage to
Minafer—young George wrecks her life, lit-
erally driving her to the grave. He wrecks
the life of Eugene Morgan, of his Aunt
Fanny, Isabel’s sister (who also loves Mor-
gan), and he nearly wrecks his own life and
that of Eugene Morgan’s daughter, Lucy,
whom he loves.

You can see that the story pattern is com-
plicated and inter-related. Behind it all, how-
ever, rises a more important theme, a more
basic pattern. That is the conflict between the
Ambersons, who were landed gentry in the
Middle West in the seventies, and the new
industrial civilization that is represented by
Eugene Morgan, inventor of automobile pat-
ents and later a manufacturer of the new
“horseless carriages.”

Welles has revealed with uncommon skill
the atmosphere in which this conflict develops.
Here is the second half of the nineteenth cen-
tury as it must have been lived by the upper
middle class of the period. Here is the great
manse—the showpiece of the town. Here are
the balls and parties, the “motoring” expe-
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ditions, the sleigh rides and the customs and
costumes of the time. The advent of the auto-
mobile is shrewdly revealed; the role that it
will play in the new industrial civilization is
neatly explained. You can see, almost before
your eyes, the widening of streets, the de-
velopment of roads, as the new vehicle pushes
up the speed and convenience of travel.

I feel, however, that Welles has failed
miserably to relate this major theme—the
cracking up of the old agrarian supremacy,
the rise of the new industrialization—to the
people who stand in the foreground of his
picture. You are confused by the complicated
relationships that exist in the film, which are
explained in psychological terms, rather than
in terms of social forces. You are never told
why the Ambersons were so wealthy; nor why
their fortune is dissipated, nor how. You are
left to guess that it had something to do with
the rising civilization represented by Eugene
Mergan—but how that new superstructure
arose, how it operated, and why it effectively
left the Ambersons behind—these things you

. never learn through a medium that might have
been explicit and illuminating.

The film technique Welles carried over to
the screen from his Mercury Theater pro-
ductions is here again—only amplified. There
is no little doubt that Welles could be the
master cinematic artist of our time. He pos-
sesses a vivid imagination—but strangely
enough that imagination plays only over the
surface of things, rather than diving into their
depths. He has been tricked on more than one
occasion by his own ingenuity and stylistic
brilliance.

Now there is a direct relationship between
the fact of these superficial tricks and Welles’
failure to penetrate his material and make it
meaningful. You feel a sense of coldness
throughout the 4mbersons, just as you felt it
in Citizen Kane. You suspect that Welles
really doesn’t give a hoot in hell about human
beings, but regards them as specimens for his
camera eye—fascinating to watch,. although
there is no obligation to feel anything about
them.

AT TIMES, and in certain sequences, you
can even sense that the director is ex-
ploiting his actors (read, human beings) and
making them perform for his camera. I'm
thinking particularly of the long and stun-
ning hysterical scene played by the Aunt
Fanny of the film, Agnes Moorehead. For
fully five minutes or more Miss Moorehead,
who is a real artist, is made to wring every
last drop of her very genuine emotion from
the role, while the cold eye of the camera
watches her and misses nothing. This is al-
most indecent to behold, and it has a definite
relationship to Welles’ feelings in the two
films we have seen.

For unless there is compassion in an artist
—however well endowed—there is nothing
but pyrotechnics to enjoy. The emotion is iso-
lated from the context of the material and
held up as a thing unto itself, which it most
certainly is not in life. And these real failures
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ot the director-producer are not compensated
for by the occasional flash of valid intuition
he displays, flashes that are quite evocative of
the way people actually live. Unless an artist
can steadily achieve such evocation, no totality
of ingenious lighting effects or camera angles
can succeed in highlighting human character
or bringing out the dramatic content of the
material.

In The Magnificent Ambersons these suc-
cessful devices are far less frequent than the
unsuccessful tricks that serve only to confuse
the audience. There will be weird angle shots
that illustrate nothing more than the ability
of the director-producer-writer to find new
and really outrageous places for the camera.
There will be scenes—long ones—played in
almost total obscurity, darkness; you strain
your eyes and see nothing. These dark scenes,
and the use of shadows throughout the film,
serve a symbolic purpose—but the symbolism
is rather commonplace and outworn by now.

Even more basic to the failure of The
Magnificent Ambersons is the absence of a
clean narrative line; few pictures I have seen
provoke more readily the phrase, “So what?”
For the Ambersons leave you instructed solely.
in the nature of the facade of their society;
not at all in the inner conflicts of the period
or the development of those forces that made
families like this what they were—money-
mad, land-proud, proud of family, extraordi-
narily arrogant and smug, puritanical and
rakish, conventional and ‘“‘wild.”

For this film Mr. Welles serves as off- -

screen commentator, and his fine, resonant
voice is used to excellent effect wherever he
has felt it necessary to explain the action or
comment on the scene. His cast is well chosen
and excellently directed. It is one of Mr.
Welles’ virtues that he makes use of relatively

“unknown players, and demonstrates the real

talent latent in people who are not stars. For
the role of Isabel Amberson he has resurrected
Miss Dolores Costello, who is an exception-
ally handsome woman and a competent actress.
The daughter is Anne Baxter, a new player
who is smashing the tradition of the ingenue
lead. Miss Baxter is both pretty and accom-
plished; she is sweet without being sticky,
she is young but carries great authority as a
person.

Tim Holt plays the vicious young George
Amberson Minafer with a fine understanding
of the role, and there are excellent characteri-
zations by Ray Collins and Richard Bennett.
But all acting honors of the film belong to
Agnes Moorehead, who plays the homely
maiden-aunt Fanny. Miss Moorehead is an
artist of power, dignity, and deep emotional
force. Her Aunt Fanny is deeply felt and al-
most violently projected — a highly moving
piece of work. ALvAH BESSIE.
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Tha' Man Again We CAN Win India as an Ally NOW!

HEAR
Saroyan flies all over and lands exactly

nowhere. PAUL ROBESON MICHAEL QUILL
HE Broadway season opened last week C' H‘ TOBIAS MAX YERGAN
with “The Saroyan Theater’s” produc- KUMAR GOSHAL

tion of Across the Board on Tomorrow
Morning and Telking to You, and the creak-

ing and groaning of Mr. William Saroyan’s , MASS RALLY

late‘st vehicles were ear»splittiqg. For the erst-
e e i beretom | “TOWARDS A FREE INDIA THROUGH AN INDIAN GOVERNMENT
his gyrations, he rocks and mumbles in bis OF NATIONAL UNITY IN A FIGHTING ALLIANCE WITH

he’s saying. And what you do hear is without THE UN"ED N A"nNS' !

form or content—it’s just Saroyan talking.

Other Speakers to Be Announced

In Across the Board there’s the ubiquitous MANHATTAN CENTER
bar scene, the sticky stock characters, the same ' Sith Street, West of Eighth Avenue
old garrulity, unenlivened by language or Wednesday, SEPTEMBER 2nd, 1942, 8:30 P. M.
ideas. His billboard blondes, wired for sound, ‘ ]
have less to say than usual, and the excitement ADMISSION (tax incl.) :—83c, 55c and 28¢
chart keeps about the level of the chair-rungs Auspices:—COUNCIL ON AFRICAN AFFAIRS, 1123 B'way, WA 9-7967
throughout. WCI’C it not fOI' Canada LCC, as Tickets available at Council, Bookfair, 138 West 44th St., Workers Bookshop, 50 East 13th St., N. Y. C.

one “Thomas Piper, a waiter,” the piece
would be intolerably dull. There are two
Filipino kitchen boys, who as presented are a
mean burlesque on the heroic pCOplﬁ of the THIRD BIG WEEK The Most Important Motion Picture in Your Life!

island; a mother disappointingly gives birth Artkino Presents
offstage, after a big build-up entrance; for the “M oscow STRIKES BAcK"
rest, the old hickory-cured flavor floats across
the foot,lights and that’s all. Russian Heroism vs. Nazi Barbarism!
That's all, except for Canada Lee. As the Thrilling Narration by EDWARD G. ROBINSON

waiter who fraternizes with the audience be-
fore the curtain he performs a feat little short Made by |5 Cameramen defying Nazi Bullets! Real Gunsl Real Soldiers! Real Warl
v/ PM—

Of miraculous, infusing Wlth vitality and wit “This movie makes you want to rush out of your seat, grab a gun and join the fighters on the screen to
. . 1 ’ : rub out once and forever the degeneracy, brutality and insensate excesses of Nazism.” John T. McManus
the listless imbecility of Mr. Saroyan’s lines. Tt il ronk seony the srasest of $ts wwpermd. Y. Times

If Mr. Saroyan meant to give us a play, he B’ 46th St., N. Y. C.
called the wrong number. But he did get the GLOBE THEATRE g (l:;?-rconditioned)

right actor.
If 4 cross tlfe Boarfd is innocuous, Talking NOW PLAYING
to You is written with a poison pen. Here

The Most Outstanding Soviet Dramatic Film

s lly gives us the low-down on him-
self. He talks about humanity but docs noe | ““THE BATTLE FOR SIBERIA”

understand it; he talks about pity that has (Defense of Volochayevsk)
no basis in reality; he discusses life in terms directed ‘:’zsg:d‘l’:;:“}:’r" Jrothers
that are vapid and false. His professional love Episodes of the embattled partisan bands of MEN — WOMEN
for hlS brother—man—,—particularly his black Siberia, based on authentic personal experiences. (separate days)
brother—is spread thick. But it amounts to Musical score by (Reduce or Gain)
nothing more in cold fact than a kind of DMITRI SHOSTAKOVICH SUMMER RATES NOW
elated, superstitious awe mingled with a re- STANLEY THEATRE (reductions up to 20%)
. . 7th Ave., bet. 41 & 42nd Sts.—25 1 p.m. — —
volting condescension. axcept Sat., Sun. & Holidays—Late shows Sat. Night T A D e —

. : air-cooled. BICYCLES — WALKING MACHINES — HANDBALL
His treatment of the central character in D PADDLE TENNIS — BODY  BUILDING —

Talking to You, a Negro prizefighter called ROOF GYM — ETC
“Blackstone Boulevard,” again played by SUN DECK.

Canada Lee, is a betrayal of the common SOVIET CINEMA TRIUMPH! Modest Fees

dignity of man. But here again, the actor frgnEtTh‘eE 5ve;r§§le££l§'§llay GOODWIN’S GYMNASIUM
steps in and takes the play away from his and o tho  same program 1457 Broadway at 42nd St
author. Making us feel pity where only bathos “RASPUTIN” Wlsconsin 7-8250

is indicated, forcing us to experience his own IRVING I:LA.CE .THEATRE

fear instead of our boredom and irritation, _lrving Place at 14th St.

“Blackstone Boulevard” gives us his faith in Boneft Bt Torn o R e LA Kok ok ok ok ok kok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok
humanity, in brotherly love, and stirs us to BUY

feel his necessity to die for it. This is no mean

achievement in the fate of the play’s false RU ss IAN § KAZ KA

UNITED STATES

premise. * SAuper_IaﬁveCR_ugsian and WAR BONDS
brid : merican uisine a”d
In addition to Mr. Lee, there' is a remar.k- % Soviet-American Recordings
able Flamenco guitarist—Jeronimo V. Vil- DINNER, 75 SAVINGS STAMPS
larino—who adds considerable spirit to the Late i;acfk: "g;rim:;:'r ;w'"’
scene. DoroTHY SAINTSBURY. Ind. Subway to W. 4th St. * k k Kk k %k Kk Kk Kk k Kk k k % * * %
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" u Know7 a"
We have used "What Do \onceﬂam\‘/ made each

nd
arties we have given-a
one a real success:

arc tough, but it's a first rate job,

Your 760 questions the back of

even if 1 have to refer to the answers n
the book at times.

BUY NM'S QUIZ BOOK NOW - ONLY $1.00, r
SUBSCRIBE TO NM FOR A YEAR AND GET IT, o
SEND IN TWO NEW SUBS AND GET IT FREE

NEW MASSES, 46! Fourth Ave., New York, N. Y.

Please send me a copy of the NEW MASSES QUIZ BOOK, "What Do You Know?"
[ Enclosed find $1 in payment for the QUIZ BOOK.

] Ers:g:(o.d find $5.50 for which enter my sub to NM for a full year, and send me as a premium the QUIZ
B

[0 Enclosed find 2 new subscriptions for NM (either full $5 subs or $1 down installment subs are accopfable)
and send me abso|u+o|y free of charge the QUIZ BOOK. (If you have only one sub now, send it in,
and when you send in the second one, we will ship you the QUIZ BOOK.)

NAME
ADDRESS
CiTY.
STATE
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