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WORDS CAN BE BULLETS

On the platform at the magazine's "Words Can Be Bullets" dinner: Dr. Max Yergan

above left), executive director, Council on African Affairs; Harry F. Ward

above, right), who chairmanned the dinner; Vito Marcantonio (below, right), US

Congressman from New York; and (below, left to right) Alfred Kreymborg. poet;
and Ralph Ellison, managing editor of the "Negro Quarterly."

E KNOW that you who live great distances from New York

and who couldn’t come to town for our -dinner the other

night would like to hear a little about it. It was truly one
of NEw Massgs’ red-letter days. As you know, we introduced our
new board of contributing editors; some 650 guests were on hand to
welcome therg, The 650 were more than guests: they are participants
in the life of the magazine and they wanted to see and hear the men
and women who will help NM become the “magazine at maximum”
we want to make it these war days. You know who these contributing
editors are—we introduced them in the magazine several weeks ago
and their names will appear regularly on our masthead beginning
next week.

Most striking, perhaps, was the turnout and the enthusiasm at the
dinner. We actually did not have space for all the folk who wanted
to come. As Joseph North said, speaking on behalf of the editors:
“We feel a sense of deep pride, and at the same time, deep humility,
at this demonstration on behalf of NEw Masses. Proud, because we
know no other magazine in the country could elicit such a turnout;
humble, because we recognize the tremendous tasks before us, before
all of us—you, our readers, and we, the editors. There is much to do,
much more than we have ever done. This great war demands it.”

We are sorry, indeed, all of you couldn’t have \{:n on hand that

-evening. It would have done you good to hear i ‘arry F. Ward,

chairman of the affair; Cong. Vito Marcantonio, Bella Dodd, Fred-
erick N. Myers, Max Yergan, Alfred Kreymborg, and the other
speakers. You would have thrilled with us to hear the voice of R.
Palme Dutt come across from Britain. We shall be printing his speech
in a forthcoming issue, but for this occasion let us give you his intro-
ductory remarks: “I should like to express my gratitude to NEw
Massks,” he said, “for the opportunity to speak to my friends in the
United States. May I also take the opportunity to pay tribute to NEw
M assEs on behalf of its many readers in Britain, and to say how much
we value it both for the living closeness with which it brings to us
American democratic policies and progressive thought, and for its
outstanding role as a journal of international progressive opinion.
Today, above all, NEw MAssEs with its expanding circulation in
Britain, the Dominion, and all English speaking countries, is perform-
ing an invaluable role as an international link of the people united in
the common struggle against fascism.” He said many more things
about the obligations of the press, which you'll read in his article.

We want to take this occasion to thank our many friends who
came to the dinner, and to transmit their sense of good will and
endorsement to you who couldn’t come. It is this good will which
makes the magazine what it is today, and it is your desire to partici-
pate fully in the magazine’s life which will help it live up to its
great obligations today.
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THE ITALIAN BOOT GETS READY

Demonstrations, sabotage, mutiny—they are more than specters to Il Duce. The opposition within the
Fascist Party itself. Will the people of Italy make peace with the United Nations?

ATIONAL suicide under fascism, ‘or an
N honorable peace with the United Na-

tions which will bring Italy back
into the community of democratic nations?
Such is the choice facing 40,000,000 Italians
today, the choice which Prime Minister
Churchill put squarely before them in his

speech of November 29. That the Italian -

people would eventually have to face this
alternative was inevitable from the day
Mussolini “marched” into Rome in a comfor-
table pullman car. Now, twenty years later,
the choice will be made, but those twenty
years will add their terrible toll to the cost.

Rumors are flying thick and fast about the
internal situation in Italy. There have been
reports that former Chief of Staff Badoglio
—a monarchist who has often been named as
a leader of the military opposition to Mus-
solini’s pro-Hitler policies—has been arrested
with several hundred other officers and
dissident fascists because of a plot to over-
throw Mussolini. From Berne and Ankara
come stories of mutinies and disputes be-
tween Italian soldiers and Nazis. While
many such stories are without foundation,
or at least greatly exaggerated, there is no
doubt that events are moving in giant strides
and a crisis of the first order is brewing.
The turn in the war, Hitler’s setbacks on
the Russian front, the AEF invasion of Africa
coinciding with the advance of the British
Eighth Army, the terrific bombardment of
Italian cities—all these have intensified the
unrest and defeatism characteristic of the
Italian state of mind since the beginning of
the war.

USSOLINT'S defensive reply to Mr.
Churchill’s speech is revealing in itself.
The “strong man” of the Palazzo Venezia
broke a silence of eighteen months to promise
the Italian people that the Germans would
reenforce Italy with “powerful contribu-
tions,” because the RAF raids on Genoa,
Turin, Milan, and Savona exposed the piti-
ful inadequacy of Italy’s air defenses. The
balcony emperor tried to frighten Italians
with the specter of a peace more humiliating
than the Versailles Treaty, although he him-
self confirmed what has been becoming clearer
and clearer to the most unsuspecting Italian
—that Italy has become nothing more than a
province of the Third Reich. Even his comic
attempt to prove that his role in the Axis is
that of an independent collaborator, rather
than Hitler’s puppet, betrays the depth of the
disillusionment among the Italian people.
Italy’s vassalage to Germany accounts for
the inclusive character of the opposition to
Mussolini and the war. That, coupled with
the disastrous economic situation, the series
of inglorious military defeats and the danger
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that the Italian peninsula may become Hit-
ler's next theater of active military opera-
tions, is having the effect of rallying large
sections of the population around the slogan
of a separate peace which they realize can
only be won if Mussolini and his regime are
destroyed by the Italian people themselves.

It must be remembered that when fas-
cism came to power in Italy twenty years
ago, it sought to base itself on the broadest
social foundations, to imprison the Italian
people in its organizations, and instill in them
its ideology in order to make them the in-
struments of its imperialist policies. This
process was represented as one of national
regeneration; for the-supreme good of the
nation Italians must forego their freedom,
suffer hunger and privation, their wages
slashed, their property confiscated, their small
businesses doomed to bankruptcy.

But after the tragic experience of two and
a half years of this war of fascist aggression,
the mirage which Italian fascism held out to
the people—empire, wealth, a great name—
has faded away, never to return. Instead
there is bondage to Berlin. Italians of every
political and social belief—even among many
fascists themselves—have become aware of the
overwhelming completeness of the catastrophe.

This contradiction was bound to cause a
violent explosion in the whole social struc-
ture. Every institution has felt the shock,
first of all the regime and the fascist state
apparatus itself, which has been directly re-
sponsible for the disaster overtaking the coun-

try. The monarchy has felt it and the High
Command of the Army and even the Vatican.
These groups are beginning to understand
that the moment has come to break away
from the fascist regime in order not to share in
the responsibility for the present crisis.

HUS a real national front, extending

from elements among Catholics, monar-
chists, and high military circles to the es-
tablished underground anti-fascist parties, is
in the process of formation in Italy. And it
is this all-embracing unity around a common
struggle which will save the country. The
unity of the Italian nation which fascism has
tried for twenty years to achieve under its
hegemony is being achieved today against
fascism.

Last May the Committee of Action for the
Union of the Italian People, including repre-
sentatives of the underground Communist,
and Socialist Parties of Italy and of the “Jus-
tice and Liberty” (liberal) groups, launched
the movement for a separate peace with the
United Nations. A manifesto declared that
the “hour for action has struck” and urged
the formation of united “Committees of Ac-
tion” in all centers to direct and develop the
anti-fascist battle. The manifesto called for
greater sabotage, open resistance against the
Nazi invaders, refusal of the peasants to turn
their products over to the requisitioning au-
thorities (both German and Italian). It called
upon the soldiers and sailors to desert and
mutiny, in the name of a Free Italy.

ltalian prisoners captured by the British in Egypt.




Armed resistance against the Nazis and
fascists broke out in Gorizia, near the Yugo-
slav border, last spring. These armed parti-
san bands not only helped the Yugoslav guer-
rillas, but raided the fascist militia and killed
several fascist officials. Many were caught,
tried, and sentenced to death but the fighting
continues and spreads. In this same region,
recently, an Alpine regiment ordered to the
Eastern Front mutinied.

Partisan activity has moved at a quick pace
in Sicily since the American invasion of North
Africa. In the vicinity of Messina alone, par-
tisans killed fifty Germans in a few days.
Martial law has been proclaimed in a number
of cities and mass arrests have taken place.
Black Shirt detachments in the- cities are
vested with the right to use their guns with-
out warning.

Sabotage in vital industrial sectors in-
creases. Peasants in South Italy, especially in
Sicily, have even driven requisitioning agents
from their villages. Disaffection has spread to
the youth, long considered the mainstay of
the fascist regime. More than 1,000 univer-
sity students were arrested (according to the
fascist press itself) and the University of
Rome closed for a few days because of anti-
war demonstrations. Several months ago, at
this same university, a call was sent out for
volunteers for the Eastern Front. Only fif-
teen students enlisted. In Rome Italian boys
of seventeen and eighteen marched past the
barracks of a regiment leaving for the East-

ern Front and when representatives of the
Fascist Party and the High Command ap-
peared, the boys greeted them with cries of:
“We want peace! Down with war! Down
with Mussolini!” A large crowd gathered and
a company of blackshirts, summoned to the
spot, refused to fire on the crowd. Regular
troops arrested twenty demonstrators, among
them eight women.

UT it is the opposition within the Fascist
Party itself which is most indicative of
the trend of events in Italy. Last September
the fascist press reported the expulsion of
66,000 party members for “refusal to do mili-
tary service,” “refusal to join the fascist
militia,” and “lack of interest in party affairs.”
Since then hundreds of other members have
been expelled and the purge has reached into
high party circles and into the state apparatus.
Next came the removal of thirty-six police
prefects in various agricultural provinces. The
police have the task of enforcing Fascist Party
decisions and they are the directing force of
the Fascist Federations in the hinterland.
The thirty-six prefects were replaced by fas-
cists in whom Mussolini could have “more
confidence,” according to the press reports.
‘While the fascist opposition within the Fas-
cist Party itself is in large measure against
the democratic tendencies of the anti-fascist
opposition, nevertheless it is an extremely im-
portant factor in the shifting relationship of
forces within Italy. This fascist opposition

is still legal and is at the center of the Fas-
cist Party and the mass organizations. It de-
mands a change in policy both in foreign
and domestic affairs and in this sense it helps
considerably to weaken Mussolini’s position.

His, then, is the picture of the Italy
which heard Mr. Churchill’s warning
and appeal, this is the Italy which recently
heard from Assistant Secretary of State
Berle, and Mayor LaGuardia. Their appeals
to all that is democratic and great in the
Italian tradition, their call upon Italian pa-
triots to save their country while there is
yet time, will not fall upon deaf ears.
Americans can do many things that will
help Italians decide their fate much sooner.
What kind of peace will we offer the mar-
tyred Italian nation? Will Americans do
everything to help Italians destroy Mussolini
and the entire fascist regime? And will we
help prevent at all cost the restoration of
other fascist puppets? There has already been
talk in certain American newspapers of do-
ing business with Italian quislings. We can-
not for a moment overlook the fact that only
military action either in France or Italy, or
both, will sever Berlin from Rome and create
the conditions in which the Italian people will
map their own destiny. Allied diplomacy will
be of assistance, but an offensive in Europe
is decisive. Fascism of itself will not fall like
a house of cards.
Mary TEsTA.

News dispatches report that Mussolini is suffering from a stomach ailment.
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WHERE HITLER
STANDS .
IN RUSSIA

What's happening in the Stalingrad bag.
The daring plan which most military ana-
lysts didn't grasp. Thunder on the Central
Front. . .. Perspectives in Tunisia and the

Pacific.
A

appeared in the December 1 issue of NEw MAsSEs

was caught off balance by the ever-present and thrice
accursed deadline. The trouble is that it takes several days to
make up and print the magazine and it takes another several
days for the Soviet High Command to announce its military
successes. And so, between the operational hammer and the
editorial anvil, the unfortunate military reviewer is often com-
pletely squashed.

On November 24 the Soviet High Command announced that
a large scale Red Army offensive had been raging for five days
before Stalingrad. The Soviet score for the first week was as
follows:

Sixty-three thousand prisoners were taken by the Red Army,
which also captured 1,863 guns, 3,851 machine guns, 50,000
rifles, 1,320 tanks, 9,000 horses, and 108 dumps of various types
and categories (food, fuel, ammunition, etc.). More than
50,000 Germans were killed—which means that with the pris-
oners and the probable wounded, the enemy in one week at
Stalingrad alone had lost some 200,000 men in battle.

The score of trophies is very impressive, so impressive that it
compares favorably with the score of the Moscow offensive of
December 1941. Here are a few figures for the first five days
of both operations.

M Y ANALYSIS of the situation on the battlefronts which

Moscow Stalingrad
1941 1942
Enemy killed ............. ...l 30,000 50,000
Prisoners .....o.cvvieiiiieiiiiiiiieiineann. very few 36,000
Captured gUNS .....vvvieiiitiiiriieeiaenn 397 1,164
Captured tanks ..........co0viiiiiiininnn.s 457* 431%%
Captured and destroyed trucks ............. 4,300 3,940%*
Captured horses ..........coevervuvenennn.s very few 5,000

* Including those destroyed. ** Captured only.

The number of men and amount of materiel captured at
Stalingrad, in comparison with the figures of the Moscow
operation, underscore the difference between the two great
battles. While at Moscow the Red Army was simply pushing
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and bending back a pair of great pincers which were closing
about the capital, at Stalingrad the Red Army created pincers
itself. Hence the score of captured men and materiel.

HE operation started on November 19 and has now been

developing for seventeen days. Its primary objective was
to encircle and annihilate the entire German-fascist shock army
standing before Stalingrad and battering at the city’s defenses
for exactly eighty-eight days. It was estimated that this shock
army consisted of about 300,000 men. The fact that some
200,000 enemy troops have been put hors de combat to date
does not mean that the encircled army has already been reduced
to only 100,000. A good portion of the fighting has been and is
being done against troops attacking the ring of the Red Army
from the outside, and trying to relieve the plight of those inside
the trap.

The first Soviet breakthrough was made across the Don in a
southerly direction from Serafimovich. So daring and unusual
was the plan that most military analysts did not grasp it. The
Red Army column forced the crossing of the Don in a southerly
direction, reached Chernyshevskaya, and then whipped back
southeastward to recross the Don near Kalach and take the
railroad junction of Sovietsk, lying on the Stalingrad-Likhaya
central railroad. (‘This line bisects the Don loop and runs from
Stalingrad almost due west.)

If you follow the march of this Soviet column you will see
that its route resembles the trajectory of a boomerang. The wide
arc of the column created the first area of encirclement inside
the loop of the Don and, furthermore, began pressing the Ger-
man troops along the Don against the mincing machine of
Stalingrad, much as a cook feeds meat into the grinder with the
pressure of his fingers. Incidentally the plan, in a miniature way,
bears the earmark of the famous Schlieffen plan, which en-
visaged the same sort of boomerang sweep by the German
armies into France in 1914, ending with crushing the French
armies against their own fortifications of the southern part of
the eastern border (the Rhine).

This first thrust actually pushed the fascist troops which were
concentrated inside the loop of the Don into the triangle formed
by the eastern stretch of the Don and the two railroads running
northwest and west of Stalingrad, i.e., into the easternmost
corner of the encirclement area. Several days later the loop of

Whitelaw in the London ‘Daily Hcdl_l"
"It's getting late, Adolph.”
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the Don was almost cleared inside by the capture of the strong-
hold of Kletskaya, where battles had raged ever since the middle
of August. Simultaneously another Soviet thrust developed
south of Stalingrad. Red Army troops, in spite of the flow of
ice in the Volga, had been ferried across from the eastern bank,
had amassed and concentrated east of the Ergehni Hills which
stretch from Stalingrad southward into the Kalwyk steppe.
These troops broke through the German right flank before
Stalingrad and cut the railroad running from Stalingrad to
Tikhoretsk and Novorossisk at Abganerovo.

Thus both railroads feeding the German army at Stalingrad
were cut during the first two days of the offensive. Another sack
was formed, this one between the Don and the above-named
railroad. Finally a third Soviet column broke through the de-
fenses of the famous “bolt” position between the Volga and
Don north and northwest of Stalingrad and knifed in a south-
westerly direction, along the left bank of the Don, in the general
direction of the railroad center of Kalach which had already
been captured by the Red Army. This action initiated the
slicing of the surrounded fascist armies into smaller parts.

At this writing the avenue of escape of the surrounded enemy
troops has been greatly narrowed—from fifty to about twenty
miles. The enemy is counter-attacking both from within the
ring of encirclement, and from without it, with reserves brought
up from Rostov. Some of the surrounded and isolated troops
are being supplied by transport plane, but these planes are being
shot down by Soviet fighters and AA artillery in large numbers.

The situation at present is such that no spectacular advances
by the Red Army can be expected on the Stalingrad front for
some time because the job at hand is to destroy the troops that
are confined within the two sacks. The total area of the en-
circlement is almost 10,000 square miles of heavily fortified
ground, garrisoned by at least 200,000 men. The job of reducing
such a force is not easy. The Red Army, like a huge boa con-
strictor, must digest what it has bitten off.

A BOUT six days after the beginning of the Stalingrad offen-
sive, the Red Army attacked on the Central Front. It
stabbed powerfully at the strongest fortified area of the German
“winter-front”—in the Velikye Luki-Novosokolniki-Nevel tri-
angle—and cut both railroads running out of Velikye Luki
westward and southwestward. Simultaneously operations against
the great German stronghold of Rzhev were started and this
city was isolated by cutting the last remaining railroad, the one
running south to Vyazma.

The fighting here is tough and hard, because Soviet troops
have to operate in a maze of German permanent fortifications
which had been worked upon by the enemy during a whole
year, and more. The central offensive is a good “twin” for the
Stalingrad offensive because it aims to cut off the other great

German salient around Smolensk.

The developments of the last two weeks have shown, among
other things, that while the Nazis this year were able to take
the offensive only on one front, the Red Army is able to take
the offensive on two fronts simultaneously. The progress of the
offensive also shows that the Red Army is better prepared than
it was last year and that its offensive power generally has been
increased, in training, in numbers, and in weapons. This is the
most hopeful sign in the developments of this global war.

HE Allied offensive in Tunisia is stalled. The stab to cut

Tunis off from Bizerte and to cut both off from T'ripoli-
tania has not materialized. The real reason for that seems to
be that the Allied troops are green and cannot right off the bat
carry out a major offensive against the seasoned veterans of the
W ehrmacht. It will take a little time to break them in. Another
reason for the delay, caused by the setback at Meteur, Djedeida,
and Tabourba, is that our side does not seem to have any air-
dromes close enough to the battlelines to use fighters. General
Eisenhower has plenty of fighters, but no “roost” for them.
These will have to be built out of difficult terrain.

On the other hand, General Montgomery stands before the
El Agheila line and does not risk attacking it because a good
part of Rommel’s forces have escaped him and his lines of com-
munications are too long to permit him to chance a grand
assault on a strong position.

Therefore, it may be said generally that a period of about
a month of comparative inactivity on land can be expected on
the African front. In any case the developments of the first
month of the campaign, which has gone well only up to the
point of debarkation, make it impossible that an invasion of
southern Europe from Africa can start before well into the
spring or summer. There is no use kidding ourselves about it.
The Red Army will have to carry the ball for another winter
(with Hanson W. Baldwin’s kind permission).

On New Guinea our troops continue to pound at Buna and
Gona, but generally speaking nothing spectacular is taking
place.

The Eastern Front remains, as before, the most important
and most decisive sector of the war. The center of gravity
of world combat has not shifted from there to Africa. That
much is clear.
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LOADED SACKS—THE NAZI IDEA

Mikhail Sholokhov continues the series he began in "The Science of Hatred." Illustrated

by William Gropper.

ROM behind the smoking, somber pyramids of the slag-
banks the sun is rising. With astonishing swiftness the
violet shadows on the snow grow pale. Then the roofs of
the miners’ dwellings, the windows fluffed with rime, the
frosted boughs of the wayside maples, and the far-away snow-
clad hilltops—all flame at once into dazzling rose color. The
glare from the well-worn, polished road becomes still brighter.

East to west stretch the black columns of people moving along
the highway. A few men in the rear of one of the columns
slacken their pace to roll some cigarettes and light up.

“Who are all these people?” my companion asks. “Are you
going on defense work, by any chance?”

-A man in a greasy, padded jacket inhales with evident satis-
faction the smoke of the coarse, home-grown tobacco before he
replies: ‘“The masters of the Don coal fields—that’s who we are,
and we're off now to put the flooded and blown-up pits in order.
See?”

Then the stragglers run to catch up with the rest, and once
again, in the clear frosty air, their footsteps merge with the
ringing measured tread of hundreds of others like themselves,
the real masters of the Don coal fields, on their way to restore
the ruined coal pits.

There are old folk and midde-aged folk and very young folk
in the ranks. And if the worker bowed with age but returning
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to his job seems the embodiment of the Don coal fields’ past,
then the middle-aged and the striplings stand for the present
and the future. But the flower of the coal fields’ youth will not
be found among these marching men: the young and able are
far away in the West with the innumerable units of the Red
Army, fighting for the liberation of their great country.

HE rumbling of the Italian big guns is answered by our

artillery. The battle, which has gone on all night long,
starts with renewed force at daybreak. The German and Italian
units in the Don coal fields’ area defend themselves with the
fury of despair. It is hard for them to leave the warm houses, to
take leave of places so rich in fuel, and flee into the white
steppe where the low-blowing snow blizzard hisses and the wild
blast sears like flame, piercing to the bone. Yet flee they must.
The thrusts of our troops force them more and more frequently
to change their quarters; leaving arms and equipment on the
roads, they hastily retreat westward.

On the southern front more than on any other perhaps, the
polyglot nature of the fascist soldiery is most widely represented.
Whom will you not find in the contingents of war prisoners
brought in by our men? Germans, Italians, and Rumanians pre-
vail in this scum of disarmed cut-throats who until recently
worked their will on the peaceable population of the Ukraine;



but there are Finns and Hungarians among them, too. Pushkin’s
words truly apply to them:

Of faces and dress what a jumble,

Of dialects, tribes and conditions,

From jail, cell and cottage humble—
Drawn here by their “grabbing” ambitions!

It is precisely plunder and robbery that has brought this flock
of rogues and hangmen together under the black banner with
the crooked fascist swastika. It might have been of these thieves,
incendiaries, and murderers, who with their glum spirit of
man-hating have turned our flourishing regions into “waste
lands,” that Pushkin said:

.. . Hazard, blood, debauch and fraud—
The links their dreadful kindred bind;
Theirs is he who with heart of stone
Has passed through guilt of every kind
Who slays with cool and steady hand
The weak who may not him withstand,
W ho makes of infants’ moans a jest,
Who né'er forgives, nor ever spares,
And like to youth at love’s behest,

To foulest deeds with joy repairs.

In capitivity they undergo, outwardly at least, a striking

alteration. See them crowding together in the big room, shiver-
ing and blowing on their fingers to warm them. Their unshaven
faces are dirty and dull, their eyes hold an expression of sadness
that resembles something almost human. The long-unwashed
bodies and filthy uniforms give off a heavy, pungent canine
odor. The cock’s feathers on the helmets of the Italian bersag-
lieri are pitifully bedraggled now. Gone with the wind is the
grooming and swagger of these Germans who have grown scuffy
in the trenches. An Italian officer wearing woolen stockings
stripped off from some collective farm woman holds out his
hand humbly for a cigarette and mumbles haltingly that he has
not had a smoke for fifty days.

That is how they look here. But let us hear from someone
who saw them in very different circumstances. Old Kolesni-
chenko, a collective farmer who only recently escaped from the
fascists’ clutches, has a habit of raising his hand to the collar of
his worn shirt as though even that easy-fitting band chokes him.
And he tells us, taking his time over the story:

“. .. Evening was coming on when a number of their
motorcyclists whisked through the village. Then six tanks
came by, and after these the infantry—the latter in lorries and
on foot. By nightfall a special unit was quartered on us; each
of the soldiers had black lightnings painted on the sides of his
helmet and looked the very devil. . . .

“Then it started—and it turns one sick and bitter to think of

‘it. They drove a lot of our lasses into the schoolhouse, some of

them were ljterally dragged through the snow. After they'd
flouted and ill-treated the girls all they wanted, they murdered
three of them—Martha Solokhina, Dunyasha Pilipenko, and a
young married woman from the next village. Killed them here
in the schoolhouse, pulled the bodies out into the yard and piled
them by the steps, one on top of the other, crosswise.

“All through that night the Germans were prowling about
our yard, butchering the fowls and the cattle, and making the
women cook for them. They went through every trunk and
pantry and store-room. . . . And to hear the cattle bellowing,
the dogs howling, and the girls wailing for the dead—you’d
think the whole place was on fire. It was awful to go out even
in the yard with a din like that going on, believe me!

“It quieted down a bit toward morning, and at daybreak I
went outside my gate. The first thing I see is my neighbor
Trofim Bidyuzhny stretched out by the well and the bucket
lying beside him. He’'d been killed because he went out for a
bucket of water; by German laws civilians aren’t allowed out
even for ordinary needs at night-time. Next morning they shot
a youngster of twelve. It seems he’d gone up to have a look at
one of their motor bikes—you know how keen boys are on
anything like that. A German standing on the steps of the house
fired his revolver at the boy. They wouldn’t even let us bury our
dead. Think what the mother felt seeing her boy lying there!
She looked out of the window—he was lying by the barn with
the snow drifting over him—and after just one glance she fell
to the ground like dead. I saw the dead child when they drove
us out to the assembly. I had to go past the house, and I saw
him . . . the little kid twisted up and frozen to the ground. The
murdered girls were lying outside the schoolhouse with their
skirts pulled over their heads and tied with telephone wire, and
their legs all in bruises. Anyone who had to pass the schoolhouse
went round and kept at a distance. The corpses were only taken
up and buried after that unit had left the village.”

Absently, the old man took the proffered cigarette and
twirled it in his fingers. After a short silence he went on.

“Four of them were quartered on us. The first day they killed
the farrow-sow and two sheep. Part of the meat they gobbled
up right there on the spot, the rest they took with them, the
sheepskins as well. From early morning they were rummaging
about in the trunks and the pantry, and picking out whatever
suited them. They took a deal of stuff away with them, and on
the last day they got round to my felt boots. Already dressed
for the march they were, they’d started the engines of the lorries
and everything, when a big chap with braid on his sleeve pointed
to my boots and made a sign that I was to take them off. They
were the last things I had to put on my feet, so I begged him
not to take them. At that this blackguard with the braid went
white with rage, grabbed his rifle, and pressed the point of the
bayonet to my throat. He shouted at me—what, I don’t know
—and my old woman started crying and wailing: “Take them
off quick, before he kills you!

“I was in a fright, and kept silent, and I just couldn’t bend
down. ‘I'm done for now,” I thought to myself. Then the
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German gave me such a kick in the belly that I fell down on
the bench and couldn’t catch my breath. I kept opening my
mouth as if I was yawning, but I couldn’t draw a breath, and
everything went dark in my eyes. . . . But my old woman
hopped up to me quick as any young one, pulled off my boots,
and held them out to the German. He was getting ready for
another attack and I suppose he was going to slay me, but when
he saw the things he had taken a fancy to in my old woman’s
hands, he thought better of it. He took them, spat in my face,
and started to put them on. The three men with him were
standing in the doorway, laughing. The big fellow got into my
felt boots, stuck his own boots into his sack, and gave a nasty,
crooked kind of sneer as he went out ahead of the others.

“Well, we got rid of that lot, and after a while another
unit came along and acted in the same fashion. In a few days
the village was picked clean.

“A nice sort of army, that!” exclaimed the young lieutenant
with the cheerful, freckled face, who had been listening to the
conversation,

“Army, indeed! They haven’t any army,” the old man said
sternly. “They may have had one once, but they’ve certainly
not got it now. Leastways, I haven’t seen anything of it. I've been
in the army myself in my time. I was in the Russo-Japanese
war, and I fought the fathers of these Germans, too. I think
I know the way things ought to be in the army, but the like of
this I've never seen.

“Who ever heard in those days of soldiers being allowed to
rob civilians and carry sacks of loot about with them? I'm not
going to say we weren’'t tempted by eatables when we found
them, but I'm sure we never touched baby’s diapers or dragged
the last pair of boots off old folks’ feet, or made war on little
children, or slaughtered women. But these Germans aren’t
forbidden anything these days, they can do anything that enters
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their minds. Then, too, an army should be in uniform. And how
are they dressed? Here’s one in an army overcoat, another in a
sheepskin jacket taken off my neighbor’s back, a third in a
woman’s grey blanket-cloth coat worn over his uniform. . . .
Of course they all have guns, but if it comes to that, so did the
evil fellows who used to haunt the highways and waylay people.

“So I had different lots of lodgers in my house: one day one
party, next day—another, and all from different countries. ‘I’m
a Pole,” one would tell you. ‘I'm Hungarian,” another would
say. The third mightn’t say anything, but you could tell for
certain by his stealthy eye that he was a rogue, that is to say &
Nazi. . . . Well, I never believed those who called themselves
one thing and another. ‘You’re lying,’ I thought to myself, ‘curse
the lot of you! There’s nothing of the Pole or the Hungarian
about you. If you were a Pole, you'd fight for your own Poland,
and if you were a Hungarian—for your own Hungary. But
you're as like as toadstools growing on the same dunghill,
breathing the same stink. . ..’

“I saw the following thing, for instance. A German NCO
came into the house and gabbled something to one of these
soldiers who calls himself a Hungarian. And the Hungarian,
as I could plainly see, can’t make out a single word, but just
shrugs his shoulders and spreads out his hands, with the silliest
look in his eyes you ever saw. Then the Hungarian starts to
talk in his own lingo, and it’s the NCO’s turn to shrug and
twitch, and he gets so mad that even his cheeks flush.

“They stand there ready to butt one another like a couple of
rams, each of them gabbling in his own tongue and neither able
to understand the other. That’s the way it is with them, they
haven’t got a common tongue till it comes to robbery, and then
you’ll find they all talk the same: give us bread, eggs, milk, pota-
toes ; or else—‘kaput,’ they say, and either brandish their bayonets
or rattle a box of matches threatening to set your house on fire.
Talk about an army! What sort of an army can that be where




all of them look as if they’d just been let out of the same
prison?”’

T WAS a frosty night. A fine hot coal fire was burning in the
I stove. The old man took his worn overcoat from the head
of the bed and, grunting, started to put it on. With his arms
half in and half out of the sleeves, he repeated stubbornly once
more:

“They haven’t any army. I'm telling you that, believe me.”

It was then that in a staid, respectful manner, the lieutenant
said : .

“You're right, of course, but they have their own idea, too,
that they’re fighting for.”

The old man paused in the act of thrusting his arms into the
sleeves, and then, as though recovering from his astonishment,
demanded sternly:

“What idea can you be talking about? They haven’t any
idea, and I don’t think it’s the proper word to use about them.”

“They have an idea still,” the lieutenant insisted, attempting
to hide the smile which was lurking in his eyes.

Sitting down on the bed, the old man peered into the lieu-
tenant’s face. His reddish, grizzled brows were knitted and his
tone was official and rather cutting.

“Perhaps,” he said, ‘“‘you’ll kindly explain this idea of theirs
to me, comrade commander, because I'm a man of very little
schooling and maybe I haven’t understood the word. . . .”

“Don’t get angry,” the lieutenant said conciliatingly. “Their
idea is exactly as you’ve told us in your story. About five days
ago we surrounded a baggage train of theirs—over thirty cars.
The Germans lay down by them and opened fire. It was all up
with them, they had no chance, but they weren’t giving in.
Alongside me lay a young fellow who had just come out with
reenforcements. When he saw how determined the Germans
seemed to defend themselves, he said: ‘It would seem that these
fascists are fighting for an idea of some kind, comrade lieutenant.
Look—they don’t want to give in.” ‘Just wait till we've killed
them,’ I said, ‘and then we’ll see what kind of an idea theirs is.’

“Well, we wiped them out neatly and then started to look
through the bales and bundles. The baggage train was going
home, and I don’t need to tell you what they send home besides
wounded. We ripped open one big bundle; it was full of chil-
dren’s shoes, cotton dress-lengths and other materials, women’s
coats—some of fur, some of the lighter kind—bags of millet,
galoshes, and all sorts of stuff. We looked in another sack and
found much the same thing. Then I called the boy who had
suspected the Germans of fighting for an idea, and said to him:
‘Do you see what they’ve got here in these sacks?’ He said: ‘Yes,
I can see.’ “‘Well, now, you're looking at the whole idea they’re
fighting for,” I told him. ‘And you can stuff this idea of theirs

into a sack, and it'll have a calico lining. Understand? ‘Oh,
now, I see what they’re up to,” he said, and laughed.”

HE old man had been listening attentively to the lieuten-
ant, but when he spoke there was undisguised superiority
in his voice.

“This isn’t the right kind of talk, sonny, even though you are
a commander. You don’t know what an idea is. Now let me
explain it to you. The chairman of our collective farm, Ivan
Cherepitsa, would say for example: ‘I’ve got an idea it would
be a good thing to bank up the weir at Sukhaya Balka and
breed carp in the pond.” The village took up the idea, carried
it out, and the result was that just before the war we got a
ton-and-a-half of carp for the market, without counting all that
went to the dining rooms.

‘“‘Another time he’'d say: “Well, citizens, how about building a
mill with a turbine? It wasn’t very long before the mill was
ready. Folks from the nearest collective farms used to bring
their grain to us to grind. Then again, there was an idea in
starting bee-keeping, and buying Silesian-breed sheep, and plenty
of other things that are good on a farm.

“Now you see what we mean by an idea? It means, my lad,
something which benefits the people. And here you go hitching
the word on to highway robbery. You should call things by
their proper names—robbery is robbery, and that’s what it’s
commonly known for. Do the Germans rob us? They don’t
ever miss a chance, do they? That means that the very word
‘idea’ is far beyond them, and you can’t utter it anywhere in
connection with them, lest it get soiled from the neighborhood
of these blackguards. You young folks haven’t come yet to a full
understanding of many things in life. And believe me—what
I'm telling you is right.”

HE enemy is still fighting fiercely, and even mentions a

spring offensive, but when spring comes round those who
will be doing the fighting are not the Germans who trampled
our land last year. Those lost color, faded hopelessly when they
felt the devastating blow of the Red Army. A prisoner of war,
Lance Corp. Wilhelm Woitzik, of No. 3 Company of the 160th
Snipers’ Battalion of the 60th Motor Division, says: “The words
‘home’ and ‘back to Germany’ have become a sort of parole with
the soldiers.”

When asked to give the salient points of the reservists called
up in his battalion, this by no means unobservant corporal
replied: “The soldiers of the fresh contingents have one new
feature: they are always silent and they smoke a lot.”

Quite a curious trait! Well, let us see what kind of an offen-
sive the enemy will manage with reservists of this kind.

MIiIKHAIL SHOLOKHOV.
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@ THE WEEK in

LONDON by CLAUDE COCKBURN

THE ILLNESS OF DARLAMNESIA

How the British people regard the employment of "rats against their masters.” The feeling of the
European underground. . . . The significance of the Beveridge report.

London (by wireless).

RIME MINISTER CHURCHILL'S recent
Pspeech analyzing the war situation from
the government’s viewpoint is regarded
here as highly encouraging evidence of a grow-
ing awareness that a swift development of the
offensive, aiming at the European mainland, is
urgent. Within the past two weeks some doubt
had been cast on this subject by the publication
of certain articles in a section of the British
press. These articles seemed to suggest the
perspective of an indefinite pause in land opera-
" tions following a successful cleanup of North
Africa, with concentration on the old “long-
term bombing program” of Germany. Articles
in this vein by the Sunday Times’ air corre-
spondent, who is generally supposed to reflect
the views of the Bomber Command, could
naturally be interpreted as an important indi-
cation that certain influential quarters were
taking this “long-term” viewpoint. The first
reactions to Churchill’s speech are that possibly
there was such a movement in some official
quarters, that these influences have now been
publicly rebuked, and the Prime Minister has
vigorously aligned himself with those who see
the urgency of the situation—who realize that
the gigantic resources of Nazi-occupied Europe
could be organized most dangerously during

the winter if Hitler were given time.
Turning from official to unofficial circles—
there's no doubt that even before the African
offensive was launched there were more or less
influential right wing elements here who were
anxious that the African offensive be regarded
solely as a means of clearing the Mediterranean
and strengthening British positions in the Mid-
dle and Far East. They were alarmed by the
prospect that the African-offensive would de-
velop into that second front on the continent of
Europe which they had so long and so bitterly
opposed. Now that the Prime Minister has
officially explained how urgent the situation
is, it becomes more important than ever that
the “third front” inside Europe should be de-
veloped in the most practical manner possible.
In regard to this front it would be absurd to
deny that Darlanism has already had very
serious results. Dr. Shubert Ripka, minister of
the Czechoslovak government, which has par-
ticularly good information from Europe, told
me this week how grave that situation is—as
evidenced by news reaching London from
Czechoslovakia itself and from other occupied
countries. Masaryk, of the Czech government-
in-exile, already has publicly described how,
upon the news of Darlan’s rise to fame and
power on the Allied side, two “rats” from
collaborationist circles in Prague had attempted
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to enter into negotiations along the same lines.
And it appears that quislings in many parts of
Europe, dreaming of a white Christmas after
all, hope that in regard to their past crimes
the Allies will be afflicted with what may be
called Darlamnesia. In every European coun-
try there are people on the quisling side who,
as they contemplate the sprouting of green
bay trees in the soil of Algeria, are listening
in their heads to the tune “Why Can’t It
Happen to Me?”

Now of course no sensible person here
would disagree with the proposition that if
militarily—totally = militarily—anything can
be gained by employing the rats against their
masters, it is only common sense to deo so.
But it is a gross misuse of a claim to “po-
litical realism” to gain a rat or two at the
expense of profoundly confusing and weaken-
ing the movement of millions of people in
occupied Europe. In other words, it is ques-
tionable that anything will be gained by hav-
ing Darlan keep the streetcars running on
time in Algiers at the expense of not having
the French railroad workers disrupt the Nazi
supply line in the Rhone Valley.

In Britain, Darlanism is a topic that has
excited the most serious and disturbed com-
ment in working class circles; several impor-
tant labor organizations have already protested
the policy vigorously. And from my own im-
pressions of the feeling in Commons, I doubt
that any amount of discussion in secret ses-
sion will do much to allay the fears and
uneasiness among many MP’s of all parties.

T 1s worth noting what a sharp contrast
I exists between Darlanism and its effects
upon serious political warfare in Europe, and
the fine use that British political warfare
chiefs are making of the Beveridge report in
broadcasts to Europe. The effects of the lat-
ter can be measured by the violent reaction
of the Axis press and radio. I should say that
an analysis of that reaction gives one of the
best pictures available of the restiveness
among the masses under the “New Order,”
particularly inside Germany itself. Goebbels
is faced with the necessity, on one hand, of
telling his audience that the Beveridge report
is only Bismarck up-to-date, or only Wilhelm
II up-to-date, and simultaneously declaring,
on the other hand, that this is only the Brit-
ish limping along in the tracks of the Nazi
Party’s social legislation. He has another line
altogether for the reactionary elements in oc-
cupied Europe, to whom he suggests that this
is proof of Bolshevism’s triumph in Britain.

All this is a sure barometer of his audience’s
feelings, proving that Goebbels sees they can
appreciate what* an absurdity the Beveridge
report makes of earlier Nazi propaganda re-
garding the balance of forces within British
“plutocracy.” He knows, too, that the news
of the report helps them to understand some-
thing of Britain’s real mood. That Britain
itself is profoundly excited and delighted by
the report is certain. Of course some people
over-easily swallow propaganda to the effect
that this is “the British revolution” and that
adoption of the report will solve all social
postwar problems. To believe anything of the
kind is to play into the hands of the reac-
tionaries. Obviously the Beveridge report—as
it, itself, more or less clearly admits—does not
attempt anything of the kind. It is a scheme
for social insurance, a scheme which at least
ought to be a minimum program, As such
it represents a great move forward which will
certainly be fought by threatened interests
with the most extreme yet most subtle methods.

AM told that those most closely associated

with Beveridge believe that the best po-
litical tactic would be to concentrate imme-
diately on the demand to establish a Ministry
of Social Security. What they have in mind
probably is the fact that a very large propor-
tion of the Conservative Pgrty would be
not only prepared but eager to support the
establishment of such a Ministry. And it is
dubious that even those who are most bit-
terly determined to oppose enactment of es-
sential clauses in the report would feel able
to oppose the proposed Ministry. What we
may see is a rather sham fight on the issue
of establishing the Ministry, then a real set-to
over the personality of the minister to be ap-
pointed; and, parallel with all this, a real
propaganda battle from the biggest interests
concerned, to prepare the way for opposition
to the detailed propositions in the report.

One point in this connection is clearly go-
ing to be of crucial importance. There is a
possibility that opponents of the report can
do a certain amount of demagogic befuddle-
ment by nominally opposing the report merely
on the ground that contributions by workers
will thereby be increased; and it is true that
there is a strong feeling among workers that
the burdens which would be placed upon them
are unnecessarily heavy. Therefore it will be
necessary for the leaders of the labor move-
ment to exert themselves to secure amendment
of the report on this point as well as on
some- other very important details.
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BOTTLENECK IN SCIENCE

Only twenty percent of our technical and scientific manpower is mobilized for war. The proposal
of Harry Grundfest, secretary of the American Association of Scientific Workers.

As part of “New Masses’” discussion of the mobilization of the
country’s scientific and industrial manpower, we publish below
a paper by Dr. Harry Grundfest, general secretary of the
American Association of Scientific Workers. In the issue of
December 1 we printed an analysis by Dr. Thomas Parran,
surgeon general of the United States Public Health Service, of
the disposition of the nation’s medical personnel and the health
problems created by the shortage of doctors. Next week Dr.
John A. Kingsbury, dauthor of “Health in Handcuffs” and
former director of the Milbank Memorial Fund, will survey
the need for a comprehensive national health plan and the ob-
stacles placed in the way of such a plan by the hierarchy of the
American Medical Association. There will also be comment by
other authorities in the field of health services.

We are grateful to the editors of “Science & Society” for
permission to print Dr. Grundfest's paper which was read by
him at the recent Institute on Problems of the War sponsored
by that quarterly journal. The paper appears here slightly
abridged. In forthcoming issues we will publish articles from
Britain and the Soviet Union describing the status of science
there, in relation to the war effort. We have on hand now an
article by the famous Soviet scientist P. Kapitsa.

Labor adopted a resolution urging President Wilson and
~congressional leaders “‘to foster in every way a broad pro-
gram of scientific and technical research because it forms a
fundamental basis upon which the development of America’s
industries must rest, because it greatly increases the productivity
of industry, advances the health and well-being of the whole
population, and raises the worker’s standard of living.” Today
the labor movement and the scientists are again joined in urging
the formation of a comprehensive national plan to mobilize our
entire economy, including production, manpower, and tech-
nology, so that we may wage a people’s war with the utmost
vigor and achieve a quick and lasting victory.

The iﬁxportance of science and technology in our national
life was first realized in the period of the Civil War, when the
Land Grant Act of 1862 fostered the development of the great
middle-western universities with their special agricultural and
technological bent. A ‘year later came the formation of the
National Academy of Sciences as a scientific advisory body to
aid the Union in its fight for preservation. During the next
half-century scientific and technological development became
very important as a concomitant of the rapidly developing indus-
trial structure. When the first world war threatened to involve
the United States, science and technology were too complex to
be guided adequately by the National Academy alone. New
scientific bodies were set up. In 1915 came the formation of
the National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics, which dis-
burses government funds for its own researches in aeronautical
problems or for work done through university laboratories. The
National Research Council was set up a year later under the
direction and charter of the National Academy. Unlike the
NACA, the Council has the defect of the Academy in that it is
only an advisory body which does not have the right or the funds
to initiate research. It does have the merit, however, that its
220 members are chosen from among government experts, from
scientists at large, and most significantly, by election from about
eighty-five scientific and technical societies. A large number of
committees cover the main fields of science and technology and
about 1,200 scientists in addition to the members of the Council
are appointed to these committees.

l T WAS during the last war that the American Federation of
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HE present war has seen the formation of new agencies,

which work through the National Academy and National
Research Council, but which have money to initiate research
or to promote research in existing laboratories. The top body is
the Office of Scientific Research and Development (OSRD),
directed by Dr. Vannevar Bush. Subsidiary to it are two com-
mittees. The National Defense Research Committee (NDRC),
headed by President Conant, supervises physical and chemical
research. About 1,000 scientists serve without pay in the sixty
sections within NDRC. The Committee on Medical Research,
headed by Prof. A. Newton Richards, has about 250 members
serving on some forty-three committees and subcommittees. As
of June 1, 1942, OSRD has placed 1,001 contracts for research;
663 contracts were within ninety-four colleges and 338 with
industrial establishments. The largest number of these contracts
were placed by NDRC, only 169 of the 1,001 coming from
CMR. The total expenditure to date is about $40,000,000 and
for 1943 the appropriation is about $73,000,000.

OSRD and its subsidiaries have done a good job in the fields
with which they have been mainly concerned. Cooperation with
the War and Navy Departments is close. The gap between
laboratory research and mass production of the equipment re-
sulting out of it is being shortened considerably. For instance,
the War Department has placed orders amounting to $560,-
000,000 for items developed by one section of NDRC. Other
developments of research workers are also being put to use with
rapidity. A new process for making explosives developed by
another section of NDRC has already resulted in an initial
saving of $100,000,000 in the construction of explosives
factories.

Nevertheless, a recent estimate indicates that only about
twenty percent of all scientific and technical manpower is being
utilized in the war effort, and utilization of manpower and
resources is very unevenly distributed in the various fields. The
highest rate of utilization is among physicists, mathematicians,
and -radio engineers. Our 14,000 physicists are insufficient. for
the needs of war research and of essential teaching, and many
scientists from related fields have been drawn upon to supply
the demand. . . .

Teaching of new forces to supplement the number of people
doing physical research is also an important war activity. Here
there is evidence that facilities and personnel are not being used
to best advantage. In one of our best departments of electrical
engineering, it is estimated that teaching is being done to only
one-fifth of full capacity.

Up to July of this year few of our 10,000 geologists and
geophysicists had been active in war research., More recently
new activity has been developed and, also, many geologists have
shifted to other branches of war work. There are about 100,000
chemists in this country. Only a small number have been used
by government research. It has been supposed that most chemists
were probably employed in war work through the large chem-
ical industries, but this seems not to be the case. I quote from
a recent article by a Chicago chemist: “Considerable dissatisfac-
tion exists among many American chemists because their energy
and patriotism have not been harnessed to obviously pressing
national needs.”

There are nearly 250,000 physicians, dentists, and veterin-
arians in the medical fields. About twenty percent have already
gone into the armed forces. More are scheduled to go. With
those remaining, the problem is one of establishing distribution
so that civilian health needs can be met. Maximum industrial
efficiency requires careful medical supervision of the health of
the workers and of the working conditions. The NY Physicians
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Forum has recently recommended that all factories employing
250 or more persons provide a doctor, though not necessarily
full time. At present the mushroom growth of new industrial
communities is creating a serious health problem, as well as an
inefficient production setup. It is therefore necessary to distribute
medical personnel more evenly throughout the country, in rela-
tion to need rather than profit. This will have to be done either
by drafting physicians and dentists for specific jobs or by other
means.

In the field of medical research, utilization is far from ade-
quate. I quote from the letter of a leading medical scientist on
the West Coast: “Out here on the West Coast my laboratory,
and, I know, many others, wait hopefully from week to week
and now from month to month to be mobilized for the war. We
write projects in complete ignorance of what is being done or
should be done and after long waiting may be turned down.
Or, we write letters asking what we should do. We get nothing
but polite refusals to give us any but negative advice. In the
meanwhile, the war morale of all our groups of workers is
disintegrating while we continue our academic investigations
but without the old intensity. We know we can do good work.
We think we have a right to expect that we be used, and we are
becoming more and more impatient with this enforced in-
activity.”

Likewise, when the New York branch of our Association
called together workers in the various bacteriological fields to
consider what could be done to develop war research, nearly
250 people turned out in response to less than 300 invitations.

PROBABLY the largest single group of scientific workers who
are very little utilized in the war effort is that of the nearly
70,000 scientists in the various botanical, zoological, and agri-
cultural branches of biology. The OSRD has concentrated
chiefly on problems which are turned over to it by the military
experts. The military man understands the need for weapons
and military gear and is anxious to see them developed. Since
the beginning of this century, he has become aware of the advan-
tages of having a healthy army. But few military men under-
stand the contributions which biological science can make to

the war effort. The mobilization of biology has been almost
completely neglected in consequence. This is a serious situation,
because biologists have themselves seen a number of fields in
which they can make important contributions to the war effort.
For instance, maximum fighting efficiency requires a well fed
soldier. Soldiers therefore eat about 4,500 calories a day,
while the average civilian consumption is less than 3,500. This
fact alone raises tremendously the food requirements of our
army and of those of our allies. It is in part responsible for the
shortages which we are now experiencing. Agricultural science
needs to be mobilized to provide more food for us and for the
devastated countries of our allies.

The food requirements of the worker are also very important.
The British have found that providing a nutritious lunch in
war factories led to increased production without increased ef-
fort by the workers. Productien increases of from ten to twenty-
five percent have been found in Canada when cafeteria service
is provided at or below cost. Recent surveys in this country have
shown that only a small fraction of workers is well fed. Nutri-
tion experts and dietitians should be attached to factories, and,
most important, provision should be made that every worker
receive a balanced meal at least once a day at every factory.
Production can be greatly increased, too, by giving the workers
pleasant surroundings, music, lectures, and entertainment. Thus,
psychologists, educators, painters, musicians, and artists of every
field can contribute a lot to war production through proper use
of their skills.

WITH our armies scattered over the globe we are running
serious risks of great epidemics of disease. India, China,
and Africa are places where malaria, yellow fever, cholera,
bubonic plague, and other scourges are found continuously. We
must learn quickly what are the agents which transmit the dis-
eases, how our troops can avoid contracting the diseases, how we
can limit the spread and how to obtain cures. All these problems
require teamwork from biological and medical scientists. . . .

There is no effective governmental agency to start investiga-
tions in this field. While biologists, therefore, are eating their
hearts out searching for ways in which they can be useful to the

. e

A scientist in the Army Medical School's Division of Bacteriology preserves bacterial cultures and viruses by freezing and drying in vacuum.
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war effort, those necessary problems are by and . large going
untackled.

What is holding up effective mobilization of the huge mass
of our scientists? One reason given at the Kilgore bill hearings
by Dr. Lyman Chalkley and by Mr. Waldemar Kaempffert is
that OSRD has construed its functions too narrowly. OSRD is
empowered by presidential order to act in the national defense
in the following ways:

1. To advise the President on the present status of scientific
research and to suggest measures for continued progress in
science.

2. To serve as a center for mobilizing scientific personnel
and resources so that they may receive maximum utilization to
defense purposes.

3. To coordinate and supplement governmental research.

4. To initiate and support research on mechanisms and
devices of warfare.

It is this last aim which seems to be uppermost in the minds
of those who determine the policy of OSRD. Dr. Bush [direc-
tor of OSRD] has written me as follows: “To date . . . it
has seemed neither profitable nor necessary to set up projects
which would utilize the entire available manpower of those
having scientific training. . . . The major portion of our activity
has developed by reasons of requests for research and develop-
mient submitted by the armed forces, and quite naturally these
requests in general have covered investigations in the field of the
physical sciences. It is also true that some projects are initiated
directly by the OSRD itself as a result of its contacts with and
understanding of the needs of the Army and Navy, but we do
not look to the public or the scientific world at large for scien-
tific problems or projects which require solution. . . .”

HE view that OSRD does not look to the scientific world

at large for scientific problems or projects does not seem
to be held by one of Dr. Bush’s colleagues, for Dr. Richards
has written me as follows: “Speaking for the Committee on
Medical Research I can tell you that proposals for contracts in
the field of military medicine are recommended from any re-
sponsible source.” Nor does the scientific public consider such
restrictions useful. One chemist has recently stated: “Perhaps
more problems would be available if we were allowed to hunt
them up ourselves rather than wait for the military men to
bring them to us.” How many problems could be brought for-
ward may be judged from a survey conducted by one scientist
who found that eighty percent of those asked had ideas on
problems pertaining to the war effort, but only two percent had
submitted their ideas to the authorities.

Dr. Bush’s view that “it has seemed neither profitable nor
necessary to . . . utilize the entire available manpower of those
having scientific training” is being challenged today by most
scientists. I have given you some evidence of the views of
scientists in many fields who feel that they have much to con-
tribute, and one member of the National Research Council
recently spoke of the “‘growing demand for complete utilization
of the scientifically trained personnel.”

Mechanisms by which this demand may be expressed are
limited. The majority of scientists are not consulted on policies,
plans, or ideas with regard to the war effort. Control of these
policies has been centralized in the National Academy, in the
NRC, and in the OSRD, all of which overlap considerably.
This centralization is not necessarily harmful, since the National
Academy represents the outstanding scientific leaders of the
nation. But frequent and broad contacts with the body of scien-
tists in the country is essential for the efficient working of this
central command. To date, these contacts have been lacking.
At the meetings of the scientific societies there has been little
serious discussion of policies concerning the war effort of the
professional groups. At some meetings, in fact, the war has
hardly entered the picture at all. . . .

New efforts and new ideas have broken out in various parts
of the country, although the majority- of scientists are still
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waiting, passive and puzzled, until the authorities call on their
skills. The new efforts have taken a number of different forms,
some designed primarily to secure better utilization of local
groups, others having the additional aim of providing a demon-
stration of the value of the approach as a model for nationwide
action by the authorities. _

A State Scientific Advisory Committee to Minnesota War
Industries has been set up by Governor Stassen. It is composed
of members from various departments of the University of
Minnesota and in its brief existence has already undertaken a
number of problems submitted by industry. Similar committees
could be set up in other industrial areas and in New York, for
example, where the problem of converting small firms to war
work is very acute; a committee appointed by Mayor LaGuardia
would serve a very good purpose.

. The resources of twenty-five local scientific and technical so-
cieties in the Chicago area have been joined in the Associated De-
fense Committee of the Chicago Technical Societies. The ADC
has worked closely with the Chicago Ordnance District and with
WPB on all sorts of military and industrial problems. Similar
committees have been set up in Milwaukee and in South Bend.
In Baltimore the local branch of our Assoc1at10n has set about
organizing a similar group.

The elaboration of methods by which local groups can formu-
late war research projects has been the concern of our New
York branch. They started with the premise that a group of
scientists from a given field, by pooling their ideas and their
somewhat varied training, could overcome the barriers of
unfamiliarity with war problems, and could evolve worthwhile
projects. This has proved to be a correct premise and various
small groups are now in existence. Their success has recently led
to an expansion of the plan and at the first meeting of the
Bacteriologists’s War Research Projects Group, about 250 at-
tended a discussion on the problem of enteric diseases. Six
projects deemed worthy of research were developed in this one
field alone.from this single meeting.

Another mode of approach has been tried on the West Coast.
Members of the various biological and medical departments of
Stanford and California Universities, from professors to assist-
ants, have formed a committee which meets regularly to discuss
projects brought in by scientists of the San Francisco area. The
committee is well equipped to advise the national authorities on
the facilities and personnel available in their area to do war
research. They are asking the authorities to make use of their
special knowledge.

All these activitjes are preliminary and sporadic. They can be
organized on a nationwide. scale only through the assistance of
the authorities, and in full development might play a role
similar to that of the labor-management committees or of local
OCD groups. They could enlist other very important groups
of technically trained people which I have not hitherto dis-
cussed. For example, the experts and technicians without college
degrees, the high school and college science teachers and the
students in the science courses of these schools could all be en-
listed in the war effort through these decentralized, but centrally
encouraged groups. )

HESE actions are not all, or necessarily the most important,

of the steps which need to be taken to assure the maximum
utilization of science and technology. In our complex national
life we have developed a multitude of agencies carrying on scien-
tific work of a special nature which is either unprofitable for
private industry or enterprise, or which are too important to the
national safety and welfare to be left in private hands. These
need coordination into a national plan. We also need to develop
machinery through which the applications of science and tech-
nology will be rapidly and surely made; through which defects
in our productive mechanism can be anticipated and forestalled ;
and through which new advances will be sought and found.
Machinery is needed which will be responsible for supplying
technical information on technological policy so that responsible
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Research in fuels. Coal is examined under the microscope by workers in th e US Bureau of Mines to determine amount of oil that can be produced.

government administrators can make decisions on policy which
are free from influence by private groups.

This machinery has been recently designed by the Kilgore
bill, which was introduced into the Senate on August 17.
Hearings on the bill are now going on before the Senate Com-
mittee on Military Affairs. The Kilgore Bill aims “To mobilize
for maximum war effort the full powers of our technically
trained manhood ; and similarly to mobilize all technical facili-
ties, equipment, and processes, inventions and knowledge; and
to accomplish the objectives:

“l. By breaking bottlenecks that today choke up these tech-
nical forces; ,

“2. By fully utilizing the facilities of small business, techno-
logical laboratories, inventions and inventors, and maximizing
the output of war goods and essential civilian supplies;

“3. By providing adequate supplies of substitutes . . . and
by discovering and developing new sources of critical raw ma-
terials;

“4, By stimulating new discoveries and inventions, develop-
ing more efficient materials and products, and improving stand-
ards of production;. ..

“S. By promoting the use and development of those processes,
products and materials most efficient for the successful prose-
cution of the war to a speedy and secure victory.”

To do all these things, the Kilgore bill wishes to set up
an Office of Technological Mobilization with the following
rights and duties. It is to mobilize all personnel and facilities
by securing information on them; by appraising their current
use; and by allocation of them wherever they may be used in
work deemed essential. To promote the development of new
techniques, processes, and products, it is directed to review all
projects and developments, including practical development of
inventions. It is directed to promote such projects as it deems
appropriate and is empowered to do so through a variety of
means. OTM is further directed to review established produc-
tion facilities, etc., with a view to their improvement or im-
proved use.

OTM is also integrated into the entire War Production
Program. It is directed to give technical aid and information
to all government agencies; to check on inefficient production
of war or essential civilian supplies; and to dissolve hindrances
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to maximum technical efficiency in production by compelling
the licensing of all patents, secret processes, and special techni-
cal information at reasonable rates of compensation.

The Office of Technological Mobilization is enabled to do
all these things by the allocation of a fund of $200,000,000.
Reports are to be submitted to the President, Vice-President,
and Speaker every sixty days and all that material in the re-
ports which does not give aid or comfort to the enemy is to
be published.

On the whole, the Kilgore bill provides nearly all the needs
of technological mobilization. It has been studied and approved
by the New York branch of our Association, which has also
suggested some modifications. The bill deserves the approval
of all people who wish to effect the rapid victory of our war
effort. The bill, furthermore, works out in detail the program
of the Office of Technological Mobilization which is called for
by the Tolan-Pepper Kilgore bill which was introduced more
recently in both houses of Congress. . . .

wisH to conclude this discussion with a few brief remarks

on mobilization on an international scale. Science and tech-
nology are international and they are extremely sensitive to
events all over the world. But this sensitivity is particularly
important in wartime and it is very necessary to develop it
to its maximum. We have a great deal to learn from the battle
experience of our scientific colleagues in the United Nations.
A considerable amount of interchange is now going on be-
tween British and American scientists. Britishr and Soviet col-
laboration is also developing, but we know from the press and
from sources such as the Baruch Rubber Report that coopera-
tion and scientific interchange between American and Soviet
science are not very close. This seems to be a defect which
should be corrected as soon as possible, since we apparently
can learn a great deal from our Soviet allies about the utiliza-
tion of scientists. It is a very striking fact that in the various
reports of scientists from the United Nations and the hearings
on technological mobilization now being held before the Kil-
gore committee, there is universal agreement that the Soviet
Union has done the best job of all the nations in mobilizing
its science and technology both for peace and for war.

HARrRrRY GRUNDFEST.
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HE forgotten man at the convention of the National

Association of Manufacturers was Adolph Hitler. If

anybody bothered to offer a reminder (remember him?
he’s the fellow we’re supposed to be fighting), this interrup-
tion was not disclosed to the public. As in 1935, 1936, 1937,
etc., Public Enemy Number One was in Washington, not
Berlin. It wasn’t necessary to mention him by name; all these
warnings about the “threat” to our system of “free enter-
prise,” the tirades against the “sovietizing” of American indus-
try by labor and the fulminations against organized control of
war production had an unmistakable target.

These annual NAM conventions are all of a piece. A few
government officials are invited to speak in order to give the
affair a tone of statesmanlike gravity; there is generally a
Congressman of the extreme right wing persuasion; there are
a couple of professors to do some ideological needling about the
trend toward ‘“‘socialism”; and there are canned speeches by a
number of leading industrialists which are mostly variations in
vitriol on the theme of That Man and his works. Out of it all
there are fashioned in small committees resolutions and a plat-
form which sometimes bluntly, sometimes obliquely (depending
on which strategy the public relations boys decide is most ex-
‘pedient) summarize the familiar credo of the NAM: hierarchy.

But, you will say, this isn’t 1935 or even 1941. This is war.
Our country is fighting for its life. And the NAM convention
was entitled the War Congress of American Industry. Didn’t
it adopt a program which began: ‘“Victory in battle can come
for our fighting men if all of us at home make the job of win-
ning the war overshadow everything else”? Lest there be any
doubt as to which war the NAM leaders want to win, listen to
Harley L. Lutz, professor of public finance at Princeton Uni-
versity, one of the featured speakers at the convention:

“. . . the war on the military and naval front is not our
only war. The other war is a kind of desperate civil war between
those whose purpose is to destroy the American way of life
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THE MAN THE N.A.M.

They called it a war convention, but they chose the wrong enemy. |

and those who would preserve it. No one need feel concern over

In oth
the final outcome of the military war; but there is reason for that dom
the gravest concern over the outcome of our civil war—the war Committe
of the screwy social reformers against the American way of life.” New M:

And Professor Lutz concluded his address as follows: “Amer- of what
ican business has signed up 100 percent for the duration of the story that
military war. It should sign up 100 percent for the duration of try. The
the civil war, because defeat in this war will mean that you will of Thomg
have fought two wars in vain.” {{ of the N.

1 run.” Th
NOW just consider those two statements. Professor Lutz ¥ was Lam
says that our chief concern should be not the war for ! Nemours
which thousands of Americans are sacrificing and shedding their rest of the
blood, the great people’s war against the Axis, but the war market. .
against the Roosevelt administration, our own government. And pay the r
he insists that unless the war against our government is won, further e
victory over the Axis will be in vain. Well, there is no greater said: “If
enemy of the American government than Adolph Hitler. There - of socialis
is ne one more likely to see eye to eye with Professor Lutz in over here
his estimate of where the heaviest fire should be directed. Is it I subm
really necessary to point out what the sum of two plus two is? vention,
Isn’t it obvious that the logic of Professor Lutz’ position is— certain t’s
negotiated peace with Hitler?

But, you may say, perhaps this speech was exceptional. Un- T WOU!
fortunately, it was #ypical. I have carefully read through prac- War
tically all of the addresses at the NAM convention. Omitting of the na
those by government officials, who, of course, are not responsible about 6,0
for what happened at the sessions, nine-tenths of the others in the cou
were couched in the spirit of Professor Lutz’ invitation to of the big
surrender. And it was appropriate that the only political leader mittee iny
who addressed the gathering was the grand poobah of de- NAM w:
featism, Herbert Hoover, and the only member of Congress with the
who spoke was the notorious Rep. Melvin J. Maas of Minne- du Ponts.
sota, who once more urged that we forget about Hitler and sents an e
concentrate on Japan in the Pacific. at the Re

Here are some samples of the labor press' response to Bruce Minton's expose (November
17) of the NAM Resolution Committee's secret meeting at the Hotel Pennsylvania in

ESHELDA

New York on September 17. Minton revealed, among other things, that the delegates to
that meeting, representing a minority of the NAM, boasted that they had President
Roosevelt “on the run" and would "keep him on the run." Lammot du Pont, the guiding
force of the meeting, demanded a "right price” from the government for cooperation in
the war effort. Minfon's expose got not a line in the big metropolitan press—but labor
papers throughout the country used the Federated Press summary of the expose, playing
it in headlines like those reproduced here. "In Fact" also published a story about it.
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In other words, the same clique controlled the convention
that dominated the closed meeting of the NAM: Resolutions
Committee, held September 17 at the Hotel Pennsylvania. In
New Masses of November 17 Bruce Minton told the story
of what happened at the Resolutions Committee meeting—a
story that was suppressed by the entire daily press of the coun-
try. The chairman of that meeting was F. C. Crawford, head
of Thompson Products, Inc., Cleveland (he is the new president
of the NAM), who shouted: “Keep him [Roosevelt] on the
run.” The most influential figure at the September 17 meeting
was Lammot du Pont, chairman of the E. I. du Pont de
Nemours & Co., who said: “Deal with the government and the
rest of the squawkers the way you deal with a buyer in a seller’s
market. . . . They want what we've got. Good. Make them
pay the right price for it.” And the spirit of that meeting was
further exemplified by the cheers which greeted a speaker who
said: “If we are to come out of this war with a Marxist brand
of socialism, then I say negotiate peace now and bring Adolph
over here to run the show. He knows how.”

I submit that the speeches and decisions of the NAM con-
vention, while they omitted dotting certain i’s and crossing
certain t’s, were of the same pattern.

T WOULD, however, be a mistake to assume that this so-called
War Congress of American Industry speaks for a majority

of the nation’s industrialists. The NAM itself comprises only
about 6,000 or 7,000 manufacturing firms out of some 184,000
in the country. Nor can it even be said to speak for a majority
of the big industrialists. In 1938 the Senate La Follette com-
mittee investigating violations of civil liberties showed that the
NAM was controlled by only five percent of its membership,
with the largest financial contributions coming from the
du Ponts. Today it is probable that the dominant clique repre-
sents an even smaller percentage of the NAM membership. Both
at the Resolutions Committee meeting in September and at the
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convention the leaders of American war industry were, with
the exception of du Pont and Henry J. Kaiser (whose speech
on postwar perspectives was in a different vein from most of the
others), conspicuous by their absence. Last year, for ex-
ample, C. E. Wilson, president of General Motors, was
chairman of the Resolutions Committee; this year he did
not even attend. And among the speakers at the convention
there were no such figures as Alfred P. Sloan, Jr., chairman of
General Motors, and K. T. Keller, president of Chrysler, who
addressed last year’s gathering. The econclusion is inescapable
that the strident voices at the NAM convention represented a
defeatist minority not only in the country, but within big
business itself. However, one must not ignore the power for
evil this minority possesses or the influence it wields among
the win-the-war industrialists, many of whom are so bogged
down in business-as-usual prejudices that they are often induced
to support policies which play into the defeatists’ hands and
undermine the war effort.

In a speech at the NAM convention Walter B. Weisen-
burger, the organization’s executive vice-president, found it
necessary to take note of the New MassEs article. He said that
NEW MassEs “so fears our public information program’s ability
to popularize the resolutions to be passed at this War Congress
that it recently warned its readers not to believe what the
resolutions will say.” The resolutions that were passed show
that the NAM'’s public relations experts did, as du Pont put it
at the September 17 meeting, “sweeten up the bitter pill.” But
that is all the more reason for the American public, for all those
who truly “make the job of winning the war overshadow every-
thing else,” to be on their guard against this compound from
the Nazi pharmacopoeia. The road to Berlin may, after all,
lead through Wilmington, Del. A. B. MagIL.

Mr. Magil will continue his discussion of the NAM convention
in the next issue.
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WAGES PLUS SERVICES

Protection of worker's efficiency and standards is a war necessity. But living costs have not remained
static. How services can supplement wages to keep labor's health at maximum.

W ashington.
NTIL recently the effort to raise wage
l l rates in dollars and cents occupied the
labor movement’s attention more than
any other issue. Today, however, the accent
shifts. As yet organized labor has not fully
formulated new ways of protecting its mem-
bership; but every day the unions come closer
to the viewpoint that money wages at this mo-
ment are relatively secondary in the ever-pres-
ent struggle to improve conditions of men and
women in factories, mines, and mills.
When, in January 1942, on the suggestion
of the CIO and AFL, President Roosevelt cre-
ated the National War Labor Board, he urged
the stabilization of wages. Since then, de-
cisions on most important wage disputes have
been handed down by the War Labor Board—
including cases involving the steel, automo-
bile, non-ferrous metals, and electrical indus-
tries. In these and other instances (with the
one exception of non-ferrous metals), the
Board followed a formula first enunciated in
the Little Steel settlement—that wage in-
creases should be restricted to a rise of fifteen
percent, which according to the Board repre-
sented the increase in living costs between
Jan. 1, 1941, and May 1, 1942, when the
President outlined his seven-point program for
America’s wartime economy. A further execu-
tive order on October 3 provided that all wage
increases, however arrived at, must be re-
viewed by the Board; only gross inequities,
substandard rates, or severe inequalities would
in the future be considered sufficient reason
for wage rises; in addition, the Little Steel
formula was made applicable to all wages.
To organized labor the War Labor Board
formula contained a flaw in reasoning. If
after May 1942, living costs had remained
fixed, then tying wages to these costs for the
duration could probably have been considered
justifiable. But living costs have proved far
from static. Since May food, clothing, ser-
vices of all kinds, even rents have risen further.
Yet wages remained constant once the gap be-
tween January 1941 and May 1942 had sup-
posedly been closed by a fifteen percent boost.
The Little Steel formula resulted from an
analysis of a living cost index covering the en-
tire nation. Even those who made the index
privately admit its inaccuracy, particularly
when it is applied regionally. A wage rise of
fifteen percent in the South, for example, does
not eliminate the South-North differential, or
bring wages below the Mason-Dixon line to
efficiency levels. The WLB chairman, Wil-
liam H. Davis, went on the air November 25
to announce: “Briefly, the Board will act upon
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the presumption that the wage and salary rates
which prevailed on Sept. 15, 1942, are proper
rates.” Davis accented “proper.” He added
that the Board would not raise wages except
in cases of gross maladjustment or inequality.
However, other WLB decisions help
brighten the outlook. The Board recently ruled
that wages of women workers can, without
prior WLB approval, be brought up to the
level of men’s wages for equal work, a deci-
sion of great positive significance. In addition,
, there is no ban on increased earnings on piece
rates, or through other incentive methods;
bonuses and higher pay as a result of promo-
tions are permitted, while there are no restric-
tions at all on wage raises in companies with
eight or less workers.

Yet there are cases where WLB policy may
not be sufficiently flexiblee What im-
presses me these days in talking to unionists
either working here or coming into Wash-
ington for Board hearings, is the tendency
among them to redefine their whole approach
to the wage question. They all point out that
increases in money wages allow workers to
command more necessities. If the Board sticks
too rigidly to its formula, unions face the al-
ternative of winning necessities for their mem-
bers by other means. Every unionist I’ve met
recently has reached much the same conclusion
—independently, because as yet there has been

"WATCH on the POTOMAC by BRUCE MINTON

no general policy laid down on this question.
All feel that contracts in the future will stress
services and products. If wage rises are out,
then let the company come across with hos-
pitalization, medical care, insurance, decent
housing, proper food, work clothes, other so-
cial services. Chairman Davis made clear that
the War Labor Board did not oppose wage
increases because of any inability on the part
of management to pay higher rates. Rather,
the Board was ruled by its “inflation” theory.
Very well, say the unionists, after this, con-
tracts should contain substitutes for more
money. Let the employers guarantee severance
payments to all, thus alleviating fears of tem-
porary unemployment. Let them provide all
the other services that cost money but which
are essential to health and efficiency.

ARL BROWDER pointed out in his now fa-
mous discussion of the needs of a war-
time economy : ‘““Wages must now be expressed
in a guaranteed supply of the workers’ needs
as a producer.” Many are coming around to this
viewpoint. The larger unions, having won
wage rises in 1942, have no illusions about per-
suading the Board to authorize further in-
creases when they renegotiate contracts this
coming year. So instead of talking wages, they
are beginning to think of demands that will
provide necessities beyond reach at present
wage rates and present living costs.

Take the case of brickyard workers in a
small town near St. Louis. The local asked
its national office in Washington for advice.
Weages are now 4714 cents an hour, below
efficiency, though the rate includes a 15 per-
cent increase recently awarded. Nor is the
wage substandard in the eyes of the Board,
since it surpasses levels in other brickyards of
the region. The local complains that it hasn’t
a chance of getting a wage increase, though its
members are underpaid in relation to their
needs. What should it do? The union’s na-
tional office has responded with the advice that
the local negotiate a contract wherein manage-
ment agrees to provide medical care, hospitali-
zation, work clothes, free lunches. Thus the
brickyard workers’ standard of living would
improve while wages remained undisturbed.

There is little need to point out here that
a great proportion of present-day dislocations
could have been avoided had all seven points
of the President’s program been heeded. And
until the economy is readjusted as a
whole, labor’s problem is difficult and pressing.
Hence, the unions are rapidly becoming con-
vinced that their accent must be placed on
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supplements to wage rates. Protection of work-
ers’ efficiency and health dare not be neg-
lected. Otherwise, the war effort is endan-
gered.

*-

UITE an argument broke out last week
Q up at the swanky national headquarters
of the American Red Cross. Old timers in
several departments were outraged when they
looked over drawings of a proposed poster,
with the slogan across the top ‘“‘Support the
Red Cross for Victory.” To those who still re-
gard any one who has come to Washington
since the Hoover administration as an inter-
loper, the word “victory” violates the classic

“neutrality” of the Red Cross. Mabel Board-
man, a fixture in Washington society, was
particularly disturbed. She and other relics of
the twenties protested loud and vigorously to
the chairman, Norman Davis. The offending
word was liquidated.

But the younger, energetic, and more
far-seeing men and women who have come
into the Red Cross (like Mrs. Archibald Mac-
Leish, the wives of younger State Department
officials, almost the entire paid personnel) dis-
agreed with the decision—and violently. For-
tunately the Red Cross is no longer the pri-
vate property of a few who feel that the out-
come of the war against the Axis is utterly

extraneous. This vear, for the first time, the
Red Cross is using the union label on its print-
ing; its labor unit has been highly successful
in winning the support and collaboration of
organized labor. But the faction which still
sighs for the good old Hoover days manages
to exert a great deal of influence on Red Cross
policy. The outrage of these people is truly
olympian when they learn that “radicals” have
invaded their organization, and have the nerve
to advocate such subversive, even ‘“Communis-
tic” ideas as the theory that there is nothing
contradictory in the humanitarian Red Cross
working consciously and deliberately to wipe
out the scourge of Hitlerism and win the war.

0

WHAT WE HAVE LEARNED

MORE STATEMENTS FROM PROMINENT AMERICANS ON ACHIEVEMENTS SINCE PEARL HARBOR AND THE JOBS AHEAD.

I

Stanley M. Isaacs
Member, New York City Council

T 1S obvious that unity
I at home and com-
plete understanding and
cooperation with all our
allies is essential if we
are to win the war soon.
But we still seem far
from these goals. There
are some here, less vocal
than heretofore, who did
not want to see our
armed forces take any risk in order to relieve
Russia from the onslaught of the massed Ger-
man armies. Their prejudices outweigh their
loyalty. This group, however, is rapidly di-
minishing in number, and the splendid Congress
of American-Soviet Friendship, terminating in
the Garden meeting on November 8, evi-
dences broad progress in all circles toward
better understanding.

We still have leaders at home who took
heart from the last election and are ready to
promote disunity and division if they can; who
still regard isolation as a sound policy for our
nation. The moral is clear: we must advance
in public life only those men and women who
are wholeheartedly for winning this war, and
who are equally wholeheartedly for winning
the kind of peace that Roosevelt, Wallace,
and Willkie plan. All the great democratic
nations of the world must be united in an
effort to preserve civilization from another
war. We must share in this effort and policy.
A sound foundation of justice and liberty for
all peoples, of all races and creeds, is essential
if that goal is to be achieved. The new world
that these great statesmen envision involves
no revolution—simply honest devotion to de-
mocracy as our forefathers understood that
word ; honest admission that when we say all
men are entitled to life, liberty, and the pur-
suit of happiness, we mean a/l men; and that
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men are men whether their skins are white,
black, or yellow; and faith in the fact that
the nations of the world can successfully unite
and cooperate to achieve security and freedom
for all mankind.

Malcolm S. Maclean

President, Hampton Institute.
Chairman, Fair Employment Practice Committee.

SOLDIER disdained at

Bracketville, Tex.,
tolerated at Sidney, Aus-
tralia, and cheered in
London, himself always
at war, the Negro
broods -upon the chances
of War II. And what
lessons do his experiences
teach?

He is caught up in this global storm in
which freedom is the stake. He sees that de-
nial of freedom has thrived on barriers of
racial exclusion and denial of opportunity. In
the year since Pearl Harbor the Negro has
seen federal government, as always in democ-
racy, at odds with itself. Administration pol-
icy is forthright in statement and aim, but exe-
cution of this policy of universal freedom is
hampered and slowed by the igorant or the
hard pressed reactionaries who filibuster away
the freedom of 10,000,000 at home. For free-
dom, Negro soldiers man the business end of
155 mm howitzers in the jungles of primitive
New Guinea, but Negro skilled workers are
not yet all free to work in the factory where
those guns are made in Detroit. Qualified
Negro chemists, mechanics, and electricians
eke out a pittance in struggling schools and
small towns, while the Civil Service Commis-
sion broadsides colleges with announcements
of war service employment opportunities. In
a recent survey of the hiring schedules of se-
lected defense employers, the Bureau of Em-
ployment Security reported that fifty-one per-

cent of 282,245 expected job openings were
still barred to Negro workers. Obviously, the
first lesson—the lesson yet to be learned—is
that freedom, like charity, begins at home.

In the meantime, jerkily—like infants mak-
ing first, puny steps—thousands of white
Americans are learning how to work with
Negroes. A certain aircraft corporation em-
ploying 40,000 workers had, in September
1941, never before hired a Negro; but by Feb-
ruary 1942 the company had 350 Negroes at
work—mainly in production. Other Americans
are learning how to ride with Negroes in rail-
road coaches down through the deep South.

A revealing lesson that, to those benighted
souls who had been taught from infancy never
to endure association with Negroes! More
white Americans are now sitting in confer-
ences with Negro Americans, and not becom-
ing contaminated by the virus of “social equal-
ity.” Still others, the illuminati, are belatedly
discovering that teaching salary checks are no
less valuable if Negro teachers with compara-
ble qualifications receive comparable pay.

Lastly, in two conspicuous state campaigns
the worthy citizens appear to have learned
that the old vote-getting spell of race-baiting
has been broken—at least temporarily.

‘What, then, is the score? For the Negro
a year of War II has brought equivocal les-
sons: in some quarters reaction firmly in the
saddle, in other quarters slow steps toward
ideals of freedom. It is therefore obvious that
the all-front struggle for liberation must not
be softened or delayed. Constant appraisal of
the facts—such as this by New MAssgs—
must go on.

The yeoman service of a few men and wo-
men now passionately devoted to the cause of
freedlom must surge to an unflagging, all-
American drive if the nation is to deserve the
victory for which it fights.

[Additional statements «will appear in forthcoming
1ssues.]
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THE LIFE AND DEATH OF LEM WARD

"He was more than a stage director . . . he was a force."” The theater loses a friend and a genius; the
battle for democracy loses a soldier. A tribute by Alvah Bessie.

tinguished people to write, “His (or her)

loss will be felt deeply.” Now this is not
an obituary—it is an attempt at an apprecia-
tion. But in the case of Lem Ward, the stage
director, who died on the threshold of a bril-
liant career, the commonplace phrase becomes
true; the words assume the flesh of life.

Lem was a young man—in his early thirties.
He was a stage director: he took the raw
bones of a playwright’s work, and with a stage
designer, a lighting expert, a cast of actors, a
costumer, and stagehands, he made a new syn-
thesis we call a play.

A play is more than the sum of its parts, as
any beginning student of the theater knows.
But it can be said of Lem that, more than
most directors of his day, he was able to
achieve this synthesis, to clothe the raw bones
of the play with glowing life. That he could
do this even when hampered with poor ma-
terial was the proof of his genius in his field.
And this genius—or rather its absence—is the
loss that will be felt. For Lem Ward was
more than a stage director in New Yeork. He
was a force.

The man himself was born in Philadelphia
where, as a child, he thought of himself as an
artist—a graphic artist. Wearing his first long
pants he competed for a European fellowship
through the Pennsylvania Academy of Fine
Arts. He didn’t get it. Instead he took a
course preparatory to teaching art and educa-
tion, and in his second year at the University
of Pennsylvania’s School of Fine Arts, he be-
came an instructor. For nine years, off and on,
Lem taught at this institution, and it was here
that he entered the theater—via the brush.
For it is only a small step from designing stage
sets to working with actors.

Lem worked with Jasper Deeter at the
Hedgerow Theater for three years and his
summers were spent at Unity House in Forest
Park, Pa., where he was recreational director
for this ILGWU camp. It was here that he
came into contact with an individual and a
force. The individual was the costume de-
signer Toni Michael, whom he loved and
married. The force was the labor movement—
which he loved; to which he became wedded.

IT 1s a commonplace in obituaries of dis-

HE man was many-sided. He could act;
he could dance; design sets, manipulate
marionettes, direct. He did all these things
simultaneously. He founded the Labor Ly-

ceum in Philadelphia; he experimented with’

films ; established a marionette theater and in-
vented a simplified control for puppets; and
he produced such difficult works as /7 ozzeck,
The Emperor Jones, Stravinsky’'s operas
(with music), Oedipus Rex, and L’Histoire
d’'un Soldat. That was from 1934 to 1936.
The second date is significant; it coincides
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with the great popular effort in America that
was known as the People’s Front. Founding
a New Theater League in Philadelphia, Lem
produced Let Freedom Ring, Black Pit, Bury
the Dead, and Marching Song—at night.
During the day he taught full time at the
University of Pennsylvania’s School of Design.
It was the depth of the depression. Ward was
fatigued, asked for a year’s leave of absence
from the school, didn’t get it.

But circumstances alter cases. He was called
to New York, as a result of his direction of
Marching Song, to assist in the Theater
Union’s production of this John Howard
Lawson play. There he met another individual
who is a force in cultural America—Lawson.
For the Federal Theater of New York Lem
restaged Lawson’s impressionistic play Proces-
sional. And in the Federal Theater he met his
two brilliant collaborators, Howard Bay the
designer and Moe Hack the lighting expert.
These three became a triumvirate of outstand-
ing theatrical work that persisted to the day
of Lem’s death. They worked together on all
Lem’s assignments—on One-Third of a Na-
tion (the production of this Living News-
paper, as conceived by Lem, has directly in-
fluenced any number of subsequent productions
of plays in no way comparable to it).

1s versatility was such that he could sit on
H the production board of the New York
Federal Theater, move from there to the F'T
marionette stages, direct Clinton Street (in
Yiddish) for the Artef, entrain to St. Louis
and produce a stupendous pageant (in 1940)
to celebrate the Jefferson Memorial. Simul-
taneously he taught and directed for the New
Theater School, taught playwriting at the
Writers’ School of the League of American
Wrriters, acted as production chairman for
the “Lunch Time” follies, and produced,

anonymously, many anti-fascist pageants.
These are the bare facts of almost any
man’s career. What is important is the con-

Lem Ward

tent of these facts; the over-all complexion
Ward brought to his work. To appreciate
fully the nature of his contribution to our
theater you have to talk to his collaborators
and colleagues.

Said Maxwell Anderson: “My own experi-
ence with Lem Ward’s direction makes me
believe that not since 1 came into the theater
have I seen a director of his stature and ability.
Looking on at what he did with my play, I
have the distinct impression that here, for the
first time in my experience, I saw a directorial
genius at work.”

The word genius is used by everyone asso-
ciated with Lem. You will find it in the
mouth of a stagehand, a lighting director, a
scene designer, a house manager, an actor, a
publicity man. What is it young Lem gave all
these people that they miss so much?

He gave them his understanding of the
world—the world of the collective man, work-
ing together as a team (as a bomber crew
works together, as men and women work to-
gether in a trade union, in a soviet). He was
both a leader and a guide. He could come into
the theater and, instead of saying, “Let’s try
it this way, and see how it looks,” he would
say, “We’ll do it this way.” And it was in-
variably right. That is leadership.

The guidance came in the progressive devel-
opment of rehearsals, where Ward felt that
his place in the production should become less
and less apparent as the work went on. He
effaced himself; the leadership he had given
was subsumed by his colleagues, who made it
a part of themselves and carried it forward in
deeper understanding, in finer ‘projection of
the values he had pointed out. “He plays no
tricks,” said Maxwell Anderson. “He con-
ceals nothing. He merely works with brilliant
good sense and true imagination.”

HAT was the man who is gone from us
Tnow, and it is a hard fact for anyone
who loves the theater—who loves people—to
face. I can recall several arguments with Lem
that left us both exhausted, and it does no
good to say I would give a lot to have another
one—to watch that sharp face in action, those
keen eyes, those expressive hands.

An artist in any medium is a part of the
collective spirit of mankind; a people’s artist
is a conscious part of that spirit. The struggle
against fascism is weakened to a measurable
extent by the loss of Lem, but he would have
been the first to say, “Pick up the pieces and
get going. No individual is that important.”
Of course he would be right. But we will have
to work that much harder till the final
victory is won. How Lem would have loved to
see that victory! What a pageant he would
have directed! What a play!

ALvaH BESsSIE.
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The Beveridge Plan

E WONDER whether the millions of
Britain’s Tommy Atkins’ will under-
stand the ripple of fright which ran through
Tory minds when Sir William Beveridge pre-
sented his postwar social security blueprint. Sir
William is a mild mannered economist whose
thinking is even milder. Yet it is an act of
courage to offer a valuable document which
tells the giant industrial insurance companies
that their schemes have failed and that a
government program will have to take hold.
While it is far from being “revolutionary”
—Sir William insists that it was beyond his
jurisdiction to probe the roots of unemploy-
ment—the plan proposes that a Ministry of
Social Security be responsible for the welfare
of every Briton from the cradle to the grave.
Before the war the well known Rowntree in-
vestigation uncovered the fact that almost a
third of the wage earning population scratched
along in poverty due to joblessness. Under the
Beveridge plan, according to cabled reports, an
unemployed married worker with two children
would receive $11.20 a week. Health insur-
ance provides for the same amount as that for
unemployment. Medical and hospital treat-
ment would be available without charge to all
income groups. There would be a lump sum
marriage grant of forty dollars, a thirteen-
week childbirth grant of about ninety dollars,
and a small weekly family allowance for chil-
dren. On retirement, husband and wife would
be paid upward of eight dollars a week. There
would be an eighty-dollar burial grant for
adults and twenty-four dollars for infants.
And at long last housewives are acknowledged
as performing useful work through the estab-
lishment of housewives’ policies—premiums on
which are paid before marriage. All women
workers are benefited on an equal basis with
men. These latter two principles as embodied
in the plan mark a giant stride forward.

Here is evidence, then, that the war in
England has set in motion the wheels of useful
reform. Pre-war conditions slowly evaporate
before the idea that government is in large
measure responsible for blocking peacetime af-
flictions. Undoubtedly the Beveridge plan will
have a decided effect on British morale. But
at best all plans at this stage, particularly
those devised by top committees or by an indi-
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vidual, cannot cope with the hard facts that
will emerge in a postwar world.

Intrinsic in the thinking behind the Bev-
eridge plan is that the close of the war will
find at least 1,500,000 unemployed in the
British Isles. The assumption is not far fetched
that these jobless men will come from both
the ranks of the armed forces and those now
in war production. They will ask themselves
questions, the core of which will be: Why can-
not the scale of production in wartime which
reduced unemployment to very small totals
be carried over into peacetime? The answer of
necessity will have bearing on the roots of
unemployment—monopoly domination and the
private ownership of England’s economy.

Such an approach is fundamentally different
from the approach on which the Beveridge
plan rests. And no plan for the future can be
considered as having rational foundations for
a postwar Britain which does not reckon with
“the basic causes of crises, unemployment, and
poverty”’ as the London Daily W orker notes.

Perspectives are helpful if the time and
energy devoted to them do not collide with
the planning and work for victory. Undeniably
certain problems which only a short time ago
were regarded as belonging in a postwar cate-
gory now present themselves as requiring
prompt solution. But what the future brings,
needless to say, will have its origins in the
present, in the strength of the Allied coalition,
in the will of all peoples to destroy the great-
est threat to their security. Otherwise all
schemes for tomorrow will be the jokes of the
keepers of a world Dachau. .

Rogues of Europe

6 KAISER” Otto of Hapsburg, by some secret

process of witchcraft, is being promoted
as the leader of a free Austria. The unfortu-
nate impression created by Secretary of War
Stimson’s letter to Otto has helped this pre-
tender’s ambitions to a throne which exists
only in the imagination of some Hollywood
producers of waltz extravaganzas. Otto, by
way of understatement, is no friend of a free
Austria. Millions of Hungarians and Yugo-
slavs, as well as Austrians, remember the

nightmare of emperor rule. They know of
Otto’s association - with Tibor Eckhardt,
Hungarian Hapsburg -agent, who was the
founder of an anti-Semitic movement called
“Awakening Hungarians.” They remember
Otto’s bid for the monarchy by offering an
Austrian brand of fascism in place of the
authentic package from Berlin. “There are
only two roads which are open,” wrote Otto
in the days of Schuschnigg, “those to mon-
archism, or to national socialism<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>