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“WHY doesn’t NEW Masses build its
circulation as such-and-such maga-
zines do?” We rather frequently hear that
guery from readers. And usually they tell us
about one of the basic methods used by other
publications to get subscribers. Why don’t
we do that? We’d like to answer that ques-
tion, even if it involves a rather long ex-
planation.

First of all, there are really six basic meth-
ods, though NM is practically the sole user ¢
of one of them. They are:

DIRECT MAIL. Nearly every commercial
magazine builds its subscriptions through mailg
appeals addressed to lists which they pur-
chase. A certain weekly sent out 41,000,000
letters last year and was satisfied with some
400,000 subscriptions in return. This meant
a loss of $1,000,000, but the magazine more
than made it up by boosting its advertising
rates on the basis of the increased circulation.
Commercial advertising-——of which NM car-
ries a minimum—alone makes such an invest-
ment for sub-building profitable.

ADVERTISING. Many publications adver-
tise extensively in other magazines. The sub-
scription returns from this are so slight that
usually one does not even recover the cost of
the ad. Some periodicals, however, can afford
to lose the money for the sake of attracting
the attention of advertisers to their magazine, -
or to build newsstand sales.

" RADIO PROMOTION. The purposes here are
very similar to that of general advertising,
but the subscription results are even smaller.

CREW WORK. There are certain established
concerns which make a business of getting
subs for magazines. They have crews of
solicitors in the major states who operate on
a contract basis, securing anywhere from
fifty to 50,000 new subscriptions a week for
a periodical. The magazine pays the solicitor
and concern about ten cents for each sub and
receives none of the cash payment from the
sub itself. Again, the aim is to build large
quantities of subscriptions in order to get
advertising; for that these commercial maga-
zines are willing to lose money on the subs
themselves. Obviously NM cannot use such

." methods, though it is now attempting to em-
ploy a limited number of field workers to
solicit subscriptions—work which is very im-
portant.

CATALOGUE AGENCIES. A number of con-
cerns print catalogues of magazine prices, in
various combination offers or alone. These
catalogues are distributed all over the coun-
try, to cigar stores, stationery stores, and in-
dividuals. Millions of subscriptions are se-
cured this way. NEw Masses, however, has
relatively little nationwide publicity and a
rather special audience; so that the results it
gets from catalogue agencies are pretty small.

READER SUPPORT. Run-of-the-mill com-
mercial publications get very little from this
method, except at Christmas time when read-
ers send in subs as gifts for their friends.
But it is this reader support that NEW
Masses depends upon from you. If each of
you got one—just oze new subscriber—think
where we’d be. We’ve said it before, and

we’ll say it again. For it is so important and
so true—yes, and so easy. Try it; try it now,
this week. Will you make that a pledge, to
yourself and to us! And for a hint on’ how
to fulfill it—please turn to the back cover.

FOR the past several weeks this page has
been . necessarily turned over to other
matters than “Between Ourselves” items, so
that this is our first opportunity to inform
our readers, most regretfully, that NM as-
sociate editor and movie reviewer Joy Dav-
idman has been compelled to withdraw from
her regular work in order to devote herself
to the project of becoming a mother. How-
ever, she will continue to be associated with
NM as a contributing editor and will, we
hope, be able to write for us from time to
time.

IF You live in Detroit or Cleveland per-
haps you were one of those who made
the acquaintance of NM personally, through
editor Joseph North, who spoke in both those
cities recently. And if you live in San Fran-
cisco, Los Angeles, or Chicago, you will have
a chance to hear him during the coming
weeks, as his speaking tour takes him to those

cities. He will be in San Francisco on
October 8, 9, and 10; Los Angeles, October
15, 16, and 17; and Chicago, on October 29,
30, and 31. He will speak in San Francisco
at eight pM, Friday night, October 8, at the
California Club, 1750 Clay St. The exact
time and place of meetings in the other cities
will be announced in future issues.

THE Workers School, whose faculty has’

numbered many NM editors and con-
tributors, marks its twentieth birthday this
year with the opening of the new fall term.
To list fully its many courses would be im-
possible in this space; the best we can do is
name the six main curriculum categories, to
wit: “The War and the Postwar World,”
“History,” “Marxism-Leninism,” “Econom-
ics,” “Trade Unionism,” and miscellaneous.
The new term opens on October 4 and regis-
tration is now under way at the school, which
is located at 35 East 12th St., New York
City. ’

ONE of the finest things that has come
across our desk in some time is a thirfy-
six page pictorial reveiw of the various war
activities of the International Fur and Leath-
er Workers Union of the United States and
Canada (CIO). Prepared by the union’s edu-
cational department, the document is a beau-
tiful example of photographic art work as
well as a thrilling record of labor at war.
We are glad of this opportunity of calling it
to our readers’ attention.
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Another Willkie

HE Wendell

Willkie who
speaks to the Ameri-
can people from the
pages of the latest
issue of Look maga-
zine bears only a dis-
tant resemblance to the author of Ome
World and the notable speeches of a year
ago. The manner is the same, but the ideas
have lost their robustness and have taken
on a nebulous, evasive character. Partisan
political expendiency has worked havoc
with Mr. Willkie’s candor, and straight

talk has made way for the double variety. .

Mr. Willkie has in the past year won
wide popular acclaim because he has articu-
lated with admirable logic and fervor the
great ideas of our time, rooted in the
coalition and liberation aspects of the war
and . the peace. Rising above narrow par-
tisanship, he has supported and amplified
the war policies of the Commander-in-
Chief and thereby become a spokesman for
the whole of America. And his closeness
to the Roosevelt position has served to
strengthen his own position with the Re-
publican rank and file.

In his replies to five questions in Look,
however, Mr. Willkie faces in a different
direction: toward conflict with the Com-
mander-in-Chief and toward accommoda-
tion with the reactionary defeatists and
straddlers who dominate the Republican
Party nationally. Mr. Willkie writes that
in order to seize the opportunity that faces
it in 1944 the Republican Party “must
first win a victory within itself,” that is,
must be liberalized through the action of
its “progressive and courageous members.”
Yet throughout most of his discussion there
is the implicit assumption that this liberal-
ization is either already a fact or is well
on the way toward becoming so, and that
all things evil and reactionary reside ex-
clusively in the Democratic Party. The
actual situation is of course quite different.
The ascendant forces in the Republican
Party—those whom Mr. Willkie will have
to rout if he is to liberalize the party—are
the Hoover-Taft-Vandenberg forces that
stand for defeatism and reaction in both
foreign and domestic policy. The dominant
leadership of the Democratic Party, on the
other hand, is represented, not as Mr.
Willkie states, by the southern poll-taxers

and the big-city political machines, but by

President Roosevelt and his administration,
which enjoy the support of the most pro-

gressive section of the population, organ-
ized labor.

R. WILLKIE makes much of the past
mistakes of the administration’s for-
eign policy. But he says nothing about the

commanding figures of his own party who -

championed America Firstism, flirted with
sedition and treason, and today continue
to sabotage the war effort. And when he
writes that “the Republican Party is draw-
ing closer to unity on a postwar program
every day,” does he have in mind the kind
of “unity” achieved at the recent Mackinac
Island conference, at which his own sup-
porters surrendered to the Vandenberg-
Spangler crowd?

It seems to us that if Mr. Willkie genu-
inely wants to clean house and become the
leader of a liberal, win-the-war Republican
Party, his battle will have to be not against
the President, but against those responsible
for the illiberal, defeatist trend that dom-
inates his own party. And he ought to
learn from the Wendell Willkie of 1942,
the Willkie who spoke up for the second
front and for true coalition warfare, that
it is neither good statesmanship nor good

practical politics to be silent on the key
problem of how most quickly to achieve
victory.

Forrest Fantasies
To ForresT Da-

VIS, a past master
of the fluted adjective
and the overly-ani-
mated verb, we must
be grateful for in-
forming us of a new
danger brewing in certain circles. Unfor-
tunately we have always known about it,
and we have on several occasions com-
mented on the grave risks embodied in the
conception of Anglo-American hegemony
both in the conduct of the war and the
peace. Writing in the Saturday Ewvening
Post of September 18, Davis summarizes
in distinct anti-Soviet tones exactly what
has been troubling many members of the
striped-pants brigade in Washington and
London; he also tells why there is a cam-
paign on to draw both capitals closer. The
truth, Davis says, is that the “enigmatic”
Kremlin wants to “bolshevize’ Europe,
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", .. but due to the usual Russian trickery their winter this year was extended by four
months so they could continue their offensive.”
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and the righteous lads in the State Depart-
ment and in the Foreign Office must unite
against this fancied menace.

It has been a good, long time since we
read anything in a family magazine more
stupid, more blatantly designed to hamper
the forging of a tripartite alliance, unless
it was the irrationalities pronounced by
Max Eastman in a recent issue of Readers’
Digest. On the eve of a conference of the
three powers the publication of the Davis
story is an example of irresponsible jour-
nalism designed to create suspicion and
distrust of the Soviet Union. The founda-
tion for all this is the claim that the Eng-
lish-speaking peoples have been appeasing
Moscow too long and exaggerating her
military  contributions. Davis concludes
that since the “honeymoon of our upper
classes” with Moscow is just about over it
is time to get tough and show the Rus-
sians who the bosses of this world-shaking
conflict really are. What is especially sad
is that Davis is known to be the recipient
of many a State Department “leak’ and
if what he writes is a yardstick of State
Department thinking, there is cause for the
deepest anxiety. Secretary Hull has denied
that the Davis piece has any ground to
support it. But his remarks were polite.
They lacked any of the fury he displayed
in rebuking Drew Pearson.

We can think of no sterner warning
about an exclusive Anglo-American part-
nership than the one recently uttered by
Earl Browder: “Our relations with the
Soviet Union are intimately tied up with
Anglo-American relations. It is an illusion
to think that we can come closer to Britain
by weakening our relations with the Soviet
Union. The opposite is true. The weaken-
ing of one part of the Anglo-Soviet-Amer-
ican alliance weakens the whole structure;
the strengthening of one part of it helps
to strengthen the other. When we take a
course which tends to separate us from our
Soviet ally, we are at the same time de-
stroying the foundations for all world or-
der, we are taking the path of a new iso-
lationism. These are harsh and unpleasant
facts, but it is better that we face them in
all their nakedness.” :

General Marshall

WE MAKE the frank confession that we

-cannot shed the least light on the
outburst of rumors, assertions, and “au-
thoritative reports” concerning an impend-
ing shift of General Marshall’s position.
There are no facts as yet to guide any in-
telligent opinion. What we have had is a
flood of gossip, largely malicious and pure-
ly speculative. Our Chief of Staff is a
soldier of extraordinary talent. The opera-
tions he has planned in partnership with
others reveal a meticulous sense of organ-
ization. For all the very serious shortcom-
ings of his recent biennial report, it is none-
theless true that the stature which the army

has reached is a tribute to his foresight and
skill. If new military projects are in the
making and require his supervision in an
area outside Washington, then necessity
will create the orders for such a change.
In any event the editorial gauleiters of
the McCormick-Patterson newspapers, es-
pecially Cissy’s Washington Times-Herald,
are again nourishing sinister circles with the
defeatist tidbit that the President and Gen-
eral Marshall have fallen out on the con-
duct of the war. The evil intent of this
invention is so obvious that just to mention
its source is to condemn it.

Storm on the Airwaves

-\ i [ e editorial pol-

o cies of the radio
stations, and particu-
larly of the networks,
are now under attack
Some of the news
analysts are kicking
about the censorship they claim is imposed
upon them. The Federal Communications
Commission, under the chairmanship of
James L. Fly, has raised searching ques-
tions in connection with the transfer of the
Blue Network from one commercial
owner to another and it is demanding an-
swers. The trade unions have publicly
charged discrimination against their speak-
ers, their broadcast proposals and the point
of view which they represent. The issue as
raised by the unions is- perfectly clear-cut:
in essence they demand the right, along
with others, to present all aspects of their
win-the-war program over the air. In illus-
tration of their point, they have charged
among other things that nine major radio
stations refused to sell time to the United
Automobile Workers for a program in
support of the government’s announced
rollback of price levels; that the networks
have frowned upon a CIO proposal for
sponsoring a news commentator; that sta-
tion WMKC of Columbus, Ohio, refused
to let Vice-President Richard T. Franken-
steen of the UAW describe the voting rec-
ords of Ohio congressmen.

Unfortunately the issue has been clouded
in the way it was raised by H. V. Kalten-
born in his attack on CBS and answered
by CBS in full-page newspaper advertise-
ments. Neither Kaltenborn nor CBS has
mentioned support or sabotage of the
war against fascism as the sole desirable
criterion in selecting programs and in
guiding commentators and analysts. Mr.
Kaltenborn’s own record in this. respect
makes him a doubtful champion of free
speech. And the record of the networks,
which gladly sponsor hours and hours of
defeatist propaganda issued under the spon-
sorship of National Association of Manu-
facturers’ advertisers, but refuse time and
employment to progressive sponsors and
speakers, renders them unfit to appear be-

fore the public as guardians of democracy.

In our -opinion ‘the present controversy
will get nowhere if it is not focused upon
‘the cardinal issue of winning the war.
Within the frame-work of their natural
capitalist bias, the radio stations can and
frequently do give vigorous support to the
war effort. The majority of American
firms which buy radio time belong in the
win-the-war camp. It is only a minority,
one which is oriented around the defeatist
clique in the NAM, that sabotages the war.
And it is against these people and their
radio mouthpieces that all democratic forces
—the unions, the FCC, the commentators,
and analysts, and the owners of the broad-
casting industry—must unite. '

The general issue of free speech takes
on meaning only in reference to a specific
situation. The specific situation today is the
life-and-death one of whether or not we
exterminate fascism from the face of the
earth. The controversy over radio censor-
ship and discrimination ought to be dis-
cussed and settled in accordance with that
specific criterion. The FCC has the power
to see to it that the radio stations operate
in the public interest and today the public
interest is defined in only one way, uncon-
ditional victory in the war. All the net-
works and all the independent stations
must be held strictly to that formula.

Labor Front

EVERAL more

trade union con-
ventions have furnish- -
ed evidence that
American workers
and their organiza-
tions are at the fore-
front of this country’s win-the-war forces.
The pace had been set, of course, by the an-
nual convention of the United Electrical,
Radio, and Machine Workers on which we
commented last week. Looking over the
positions taken by the important labor meet-
ings of the recent period we find as an im-
portant common denominator the general
triumph of the constructive, patriotic forces
over those of their opponents, the appeasers
and disrupters of the John L. Lewis stripe.
However, in many instances the former
have won only after a protracted struggle,
as is evident from the fact that defeatist
resolutions have frequently been introduced
and have had to be exposed for what they
were on the convention floor. A small
minority has often registered an opposing
vote to constructive measures. In some cases
the appeasers have shown sufficient strength
to prevent adoption of clear-cut expressions
on the conduct of the war. But the im-
portant thing is that these have been ex-
ceptions. It is apparent that in the main
the dissenters have been so overwhelming- .
ly opposed that their ability to maneuver
and manipulate has been restricted. The
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preponderant rank and file sentiment and
that of the trade union leadership is solidly
on the road to victory over the fascist
enemy.

THESE generalizations are amply illus-

trated by some of the principal policies
registered by labor bodies during the last
week. An attempt by a Lewis-dominated
local to put the United Rubber Workers
on record against incentive systems of pay
was vigorous defeated. Indeed, the Rubber
Workers condemned John L. Lewis and
. the 'Smith-Connally act, demonstrated full
support of Philip Murray’s leadership, de-
manded labor’s political unity in electing a
win-the-war Congress in 1944,-and urged
cooperation with the CIO’s Political Ac-
tion Committee. They also called for im-
mediate steps to establish unity among the
labor movements of all the United Nations.
The latter point was emphasized in the
first days of the convention (still in session
at the time of writing) of the Industrial
Union of Marine and Shipbuilding Work-
ers. Another early resolution of this body
struck hard at the fifth column tactics of
Negro-baiting, anti-Semitism, and political
strife. The Shipbuilders have backed an
“offensive now” policy. The Rubber
Workers have taken the position that “the
winning of the war in the shortest possible
time is a primary concern of labor.”

‘The Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers,
part of whose convention was noted by us
last week, have come out strongly in favor
of an immediate land invasion of Western
Europe. Both the Boston CIO and the
Massachusetts CIO, the latter at a political
action conference, demanded an immediate
second front. But in New York State a
blow has been struck at the political unity
urged by progressive labor. Following a
generally forward-looking statewide con-
vention in Buffalo, in which full support
to the Commander-in-Chief had been
voted, the State Federation of Labor head-
quarters has come out in favor of the
Dewey-sponsored candidate for Lieutenant
Governor, Senator Joe Hanley, and against
the Democratic-Labor Party candidate,
Lieut. Gen. William N. Haskell.

That action, which obviously contradicts
the expressed desires of the rank and file
workers, together with the failure of a
number of labor bodies to come out force-
fully for an immediate second front, are
examples of weaknesses in labor’s war
performance. These items on the debit side,
however, are heavily outweighed by the
credit picture. American labor as a whole
leads the nation in giving support to the
Commander-in-Chief. The labor move-
ment, especially the CIO, is showing in-
creasing awareness of the need for political
action to influence the present Congress
and assure victory for the win-the-war side
in 1944,

Throughout the labor movement, pa-
triotic forces continue to grow as they de-
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Toward a Policy

HE most modest and most accurate estimate of the Fulbright resolution
has been made by its author. Speaking in the House last week, he said: "I
have no illusions that this resolution is the panacea for our afflictions. It expresses
what | believe the people of this country desire as the fundamental principle
for our conduct toward the other nations of the world. It is simply the first small

step in the process of building a policy which | hope may have better results

than that which we have followed in the past."

First, it ought to be clear that no congressional resolution, however well
fashioned, can ensure that the United States after the war will join with other
nations to maintain peace. Postwar collaboration cannot be created by resolu-
tions, but by policy expressed through specific acts. The policy of the peace is
being shaped by the policy of the war. Only to the extent that full cooperation
among the United Nations is established for winning the war are guarantees
built for continued cooperation in the peace. A statement like the Fulbright
resolution also suffers from. the weakness that it is general enough to invite
lip-service from political trimmers. Thus, among those who voted for it was one
of the most unsavory defeatists in the country, Rep. Hamilton Fish, who is
against everything the United Nations stands for.

Bearing in mind its limitations, the Fulbright resolution or the more detailed
Hill-Hatch-Ball-Burton Senate resolution can, nevertheless, assist in drawing closer
the bonds among the anti-Axis nations. There is no doubt that the 360 to 29
vote by which the House went on record as "favoring the creation of appro-
priate international machinery with power adequate to establish and to main-
tain a just and lasting peace" and as "favoring participation by the United
States therein" truly speaks from the heart of America. The latest survey of the
National Opinion Research Center shows that seven out of every ten Americans
favor participation in some postwar union of nations, and only thirteen percent
are definitely opposed.

Most significant too is the action of the American Legion convention.
Before the war Legion leadership and policy were permeated with that flam-
boyant, jingoistic ultra-"nationalism” which is the twin of America Firstism.
This trend is by no means extinct, as is evident from the recent speeches of the
Legion's retiring national commander, Roane Waring. But so strong is the pro-
war and progressive sentiment of the membership that the present convention
unanimously adopted a forthright resolution reaffirming the Legion's faith in
our government's foreign policy, warmly endorsing the good neighbor policy

~in Latin America, supporting unconditional surrender as the only basis for

peace with the Axis, and declaring that our national interests can best be served
after the war by participation in an association of nations backed up by force
to maintain peace. The Legion burned additional bridges to its own political
past by condemning by name Ham Fish, one of its founders, for permitting
the use of his congressional frank by subversive individuals and groups.

We hope the Senate will lose no time in passing the Fulbright resolution
or its equivalent. What is urgently needed, moreover, is its immediate imple-
mentation through the strengthening of the ties among the leading powers, the
United States, Russia, Britain and China, and through the assumption by the
United States and Britain of the full military obligations of coalition warfare.
In other words, international collaboration tomorrow means, above all, the

western invasion of Europe today.
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feat and isolate their opponents. The pace
of this development, however, must be
greatly accelerated in preparation for the
nationwide conventions of the AFL (Oc-
tober 4) and the CIO (November 1).

555
Goon news for all

: who know the
splendid. work of the
organized teachers of
New York is the an-
nouncement that Lo-
cal 5, Teachers

Union, and Local 537, -New York
College Teachers Union, have affiliated to
the State, County, and Municipal Work-
ers of America, CIO. The two locals have
combined and have been granted a charter
as Local 555 of the New York District of
the SCMWA. _

The New York teachers’ locals, which
for years constituted the largest and most
vigorous group in the American Federa-
tion of Teachers, AFL, were expelled from
that organization in 1941 at the instigation
of persons who saw Red at every sign of
progressivism. One of those responsible for

this purge was Prof. George S. Counts,
who has since become a moving spirit in the
right wing cabal which has been attempt-
ing to disrupt and Hearstize the American
Labor Party. During the two years of their
independent existence the two teachers’
union locals continued to champion the in-
terests of New York teachers and exer-
cised wide influence in the labor and pro-
gressive movement. With their affiliation
to one of the flourishing unions of the
CIO, we feel certain that their usefulness
both to the teaching profession and to their
community will be further enhanced.

MANPOWER SHORTAGE?

Washington.

HE return of Congress resembled
I nothing so much as the opening of
school after a long summer vacation,
with the same swapping of stories, the same
back-slapping and noisy welcomes. ‘The
main question, of course, in the minds of
most observers is whether the temper of
Congress changed during the three-month
lay-off, and if it has, how much? Most
members met their constituents, many
talked with organized labor. Did what they
heard and saw during the summer alter
any viewpoints and will the members talk
and act differently from now on?
Frankly, I don’t know the answer. I
have talked to some of the returning legis-
lators, but their remarks were inclined to
be general. All of them say they were
mighty glad for the opportunity to see the
folks back home. Some were impressed by
the ‘meetings arranged by organized labor.
But how seriously the majority were af-
fected remains to be seen. The only indi-
cation so far—a week after the House and
Senate were called to order—is the fact
that no one appears anxious to stick his
neck out. Things have started slowly. The
Wheeler bill to forbid the drafting of pre-
Pearl Harbor fathers failed to get-the sup-
port the reactionaries confidently expected
for it. The overwhelming passage of the
House Fulbright resolution is another posi-
tive, symptom. What next? Sooner or later,
Congress must act on taxes, economic sta-
bilization, repeal of the Smith-Connally act,
the poll tax, and other fundamental issues.
But how it will act is impossible to predict.
Actually, it would be a mistake to con-
sider whatever groundwork was laid in the
past three months to bring Congress into
line with the needs of the war, as in itself

decisive. That is, congressional attitudes
will be determined not so much by what
happened this summer as by the effective-
ness of the follow-up. This follow-up must
be three-fold: (1) there is an imperative
need for definite and firm administration
leadership; (2) the people’s movements,
and in particular organized labor, must
bring continual and increasingly powerful
pressure on the legislators; (3) and, of
immediate import, there must be a heavy
increase of voting registrations, especially
in industrial areas, because unless labor can
point to a significant registration of work-
ers in localities where the unions expect to
exercise their influence, the legislators are
apt to be unimpressed by labor’s political
demands. The formation of the CIO’s po-
litical action committee under the direc-
tion of Sidney Hillman is therefore of great-
est significance, for that is the sort of ap-
proach which congressmen, of all people,
most readily understand and respond- to.

THE first big show put on by the recon-
vened Congress was the Senate Mili-

"tary Affairs Committee hearing on the

father draft, at which the Chief of Staff,
General Marshall, and the Commander-in-
Chief of the Navy, Admiral King, testified.
The cameramen turned out in force along
with the press, and even the florid and
dapper chairman, Senator Reynolds, who
devotes his time to® stirring up anti-Semi-
tism, anti-Negro hatred, and anti-Com-
munism, was on hand with 2 new and
quite modish moustache in dull red, the
pride of his summer’s leisure. He seemed
to lose interest in the proceedings as Gen-
eral Marshall incisively emphasized that
any delay in drafting fathers risked pro-

longation of the war. It soon became ob-
vious as General Marshall spoke that
Wheeler’s attempt to block the draft was
doomed. Naturally, Wheeler did not give
up trying; he questioned Marshall like a
prosecuting attorney who hopes that the
witness will make a slip of the tongue that
can be used with devastating effect. But
for all their eagerness, Wheeler and his
pals came off second best. And General
Marshall brought out several facts crucial
to an understanding of the war.

The General pointed out that all troops
now mobilized are on demand at a certain
time and a certain place; any cut back in
the draft would necessitate dangerous re-
ductions in the size of the army and a
change of strategy, at a cost exceeding ex-
pected losses from enemy action. More-
over, the General stated that so far only
“rather small ground forces of the army
have been in action,” and that from now
on the need is to throw greater and greater
forces into decisive combat. “Everything
we do should be done to avoid involving us
in a protracted struggle,” the General in-
sisted; the longer the war, the greater the
cost in lives. The need now is to strike im-
mediately with every man and every
weapon we can muster. And although the
second front was not mentioned in so
many words, there were implications in
General Marshall’s remarks which ought
to be clear enough.

HE father-draft flurry, engineered by
Wheeler and his friends—by the time
this appears in print they may have already
gone down to defeat on this disruptive issue
—raises the problem of manpower mobili-
zation. There are those in Congress eager



to rush through the Austin-Wadsworth
bill, a national service act authorizing the
use of the most rigorous compulsion against
labor. The excuse for this is the so-called
manpower shortage. The bill is backed by
those who -seek an opportunity to use the
war emergency to smash the unions and to
make the country safe for what they call
“free enterprise,” so dear to the heart of
the NAM.

From all indications, President Roose-
velt is firmly opposed to the Austin-Wads-
worth typé of repressive legislation. Yet,
even though there may be doubt as to how
much credence should be given the present

cry of certain industrialists about a man-"

power ‘‘shortage,” there can be no doubt
that a severe crisis exists in the distribution
and utilization of manpower. In Washing-
ton, it is pretty much taken for granted
that the recent Baruch report on man-
power was made with the double intent of
solving this crisis and of deflating the ad-
vocates’ of the Austin-Wadsworth bill be-
fore Congress decided to act on it. The
question logically arises as to how effective
are the solutions proposed by Baruch.

Supposedly on the basis of the Baruch
report, War Mobilization Director Byrnes
announced what he called the West Coast
plan to cut through manpower difficulties,
particularly in airplane manufacture. But
Byrnes’ proposals for the far west do not
follow the suggestions in the Baruch re-
port. They are based on an over-simplified
mathematical approach—committees will
reappraise outstanding contracts, they will
grant manpower priorities to this or that
plant. on the basis of the reappraisal, anfl
having determined where manpower 18
needed and in what numbers, they will
shovel workers into the plants in order of
their priority. This mechanistic “solution”
is bound to fail, since it does not attempt
to determine whether manpower is being
fully utilized, whether hoarding is being
eliminated, whether the demands by em-
ployers for more labor are based on bed-
rock needs.

Actually, without labor-management
committees in the plants themselves (and
they do not exist in aircraft factories) there
is no adequate check on the utilization of
manpower. Byrnes’ proposals provide for

no checking of any sort. True, the War

Manpower Commissipn has authority to in-
spect plants, but so far it has never exer-
cised this power, and Byrnes does not urge
inspection. Instead, he is content to take
the employers’ estimate of manpower re-
quirements, with the result that there is no
way to diminish hoarding, or the inefficient
and inadequate utilization of the labor sup-
ply, or a myriad of other abuses.

The rumor circulates here that Byrnes,
known to favor national service legis-
lation, has put forwatd the West Coast
plan with full knowledge that it will fail

as the last “alternative” to the Aystin-
Wadsworth bill or something very much
like it. But those who go on to accuse
Baruch of playing the same tricky game
tread on less substantial ground. For the
Baruch report is far more satisfactory than
Byrnes’ action, and by implication places
most of the blame for improper manpower
mobilization on Byrnes, who has steadfast-
ly refused to carry out the President’s di-
rective for over-all production planning,
and who has evaded his responsibility to
integrate manpower and _production
through coordinated, centralized planning.

The Baruch report can actually be util-
ized to support the case for labor-manage-
ment committees and for labor participa-
tion in solving the manpower crisis. At this
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IT SHOULDN’T surprise anyone that

the same tories in the Polish gov-
ernment-in-exile who are so bitterly
anti-Soviet should also be waging a

whom they consider to be “too pro-
Soviet.” It is these Poles who also
deny Czechoslovak claims to that
‘part of Silesia which was torn away
from Czechoslovakia by Poland dur-
ing the Munich “settlement.”

Nevertheless the people of former
Polish and Czechoslovak Silesia work
closely together against their com-
mon enemy, Hitler, and his occupa-
tion authorities. The Beskid Moun-
tains, a densely wooded and rough
mountain chain in southern Silesia,
are full of small groups of Czech and
Lach and Polish partisans. The first
groups of guerrillas were Czech
workers from the huge armament
and metal plants in the Silesian-Mor-
avian industrial triangle near Morav-
ska-Ostrava-Vitkovice-Tesin. Miners
from the Silesian coal pits also
flocked to the mountains as early as
December, 1941. But the partisan
movement in the Beskids really got
under way during the months of the
great Soviet offensive last winter.

A large band of them known as
the “Sons of the Beskids” raided sev-
eral German food stores in Silesia.
The stores had been accumulated by
the Gestapo and army foraging de-
tails in cooperation with the Czech

took place early in January 1943.
Now underground reports reaching
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war of words against Czechoslovaks,

quisling government at Prague. This -

writing, neither the CIO nor the AFL has
expressed definite reactions to the report.
But the way is open for them to stress that
the failure up to now to utilize manpower
intelligently stems directly from Byrnes’
refusal to plan.

When I mentioned earlier that the tem-
per of Congress will be determined to a
large extent by the pressure exerted by the
people, and by labor in particular, one of
the things I had in mind was the Baruch
report. Labor has an. opportunity to use
this report to great advantage. For while

" it is too soon to guess how Congress will

respond in the coming session, it is not.too
soon to predict that congressional action
will be colored by the weight of popular
pressure brought to bear on Washington.

London from the Beskid region tell
the story of a most daring attack by
these guerrillas. One of the key
railroad lines connecting the German
eastern front with its armament
bases in Festung Europa—the line
from the Bohemian munitions center
of Pilsen (the Skoda works) to Polish
Galicia—runs for several miles on
the fringe of the Beskids. The vital
Kosice-Oderberg railroad, necessary
for the transportation of Rumanian
oil and, Slovak pulp to the German
Upper Silesian ‘industrial area, also
passes through the Beskid foothills.
Both railroad lines were cut by the
guerrillas in March 1943. Czech
and Polish partisans collaborated in
this operation, which bottled up traffic
by destroying four bridges and tun-
nels.

Nazi authorities at Prague and
Cracow raged. An award of 100,-
000 marks was offered anyone who
could lead to the capture or anni-
hilation of the “‘Sons of the Beskids.”
Supreme Gestapo chief Kaltenbrun-
ner, the successor of Heydrich who .
was killed at Prague, came to Silesia
to organize personally a vast man-
hunt. But they caught no qne. Two
small villagés in the Beskids were
burned to the ground by the Nazis
and the monument of the great poet-
of the Beskid people, Petr Bezruc,
was smashed. A few days after the
manhunt, the “Sons of the Beskids”
flooded the region with leaflets bear-
ing as their title the words: “We were
—we are—and we shall be, despite
the Gestapo.” '

S

NM SPOT|




by COLONEI. T.

RED ARMY AVALANCHE

HE situation today, as never before
| during this war, favors a quick vic-
tory over Germany. Quick, of course,
does not mean easy and bloodless. There
will be no easy and bloodless victory, but a
quick one can be achieved in Europe. The
Red Army, in one mighty, overwhelming
sweep, has thrust the battle line back to its
position of two years ago (with minor vari-
ations: for instance two years ago the Ger-
mans did not hold the Crimea, but, on the
other hand, held the Chernigov Region).
In September 1941, all the operational
arrows on the map were pointing eastward.
Now they point westward.
What were then German offensive
salients now are nothing but Soviet-made

traps. And vice versa, what were German-

made traps are now Soviet offensive sal-
ients. The strategic situation has radically
changed.

The so-called ‘“Washington military
circles” in May of this year were still ap-
prehensive of Germany crushing the
USSR in one mighty last blow (see Glen
Derry’s article on this in the New York
Sun of Thursday, September 23). Nat-
urally, they did not expect the Red Army
to take the offensive in the summer. Those
circles are “astounded,” which seems to be
a sort of permanent state with them, at
least as far as Red Army achievements are
concerned.

This time, however, they have more
right to be astounded—for the spectacle of
the German defeat is really awe-inspiring.
Every stategic objective Hitler ever had in
Russia has been kicked to kingdom come.

His plans for the destruction of the Red

Army, the overthrow of the Soviet regime,
the capitulation of the USSR, the capture
of Moscow, Leningrad and Baku, the oil,
the wheat, the coal, and iron—all have
evaporated in the heat of the Red Army’s
fire.

And in this same heat the mighty Wehr-
macht is melting and “running”—excuse
me: “conducting a series of elastic detach-
ing maneuvers.”

THE Red Army is rolling smack up to

the Dnieper line on a 500 mile front.
[Col. T.’s analysis was written before the
latest news—which fills the headlines as we
go to press—that the Soviets have pierced
the Dnieper river line north and south of
Kiev.—Editors.] In the center the Red
Army is threatening to press the German
army groups against the terrible Pripet

marshes which stretch, oval-shaped, from
the Dnieper roughly opposite Gomel west
to the Soviet border at Brest-Litovsk, 100
miles wide (north to south) and 250 mile
long (east to west). '
The great pillars of the strategic “Gate
of Smolensk,” which is a gap through
which both the Dnieper and the Dvina can
be outflanked—Smolensk and Vitebsk—
are in imminent danger of capture. At this
writing (Friday, September 24) the
pentagon of the fortresses Vitebsk-Smo-
lensk-Roslavl-Unecha-Gomel has lost it
Unecha cornerstone, is losing Roslavl an
is about to lose Smolensk and Gomel. The

- so-called spinal column of the German

front—the line from Leningrad to Odessa
line is under direct and immediate attack
along a 500-mile front (Cherkassy-Kiev-
{omel - Mohilev - Orsha - Vitebsk - Nevel).
Two great Soviet salients at Velikie Luki
and at Kiev, are only 275 and 250 miles
from the Soviet border, respectively.

The -military position of the Germans is
such that the emergence of a two-front
phase of the war would bring about dis-
aster for Hitler by fostering complete de-
spair among the officers and generals of
the Wehrmacht. This aside from the pure-
ly military effect, which is obvious. The
officer class would fold up under the blow,
for they know well enough the military
meaning of a second front. They don’t
think it is a “political issue.”

THE Germans, as we said, are facing a

military disaster of great, but not yet
final, magnitude in the USSR. And at Sa-
lerno they have lost the rearguard action,
they will lose Naples, and even Rome,
pretty soon. The air front is creeping up
on them steadily. Nights are getting longer
and the “bombing time” increases, while
the length of the bomber flights to the
targets decreases.

But all this will not end the war in 1943
unless a second front in western Europe
is opened now, when the now famous
“autumn leaves” are already falling. I have
been claiming stubbornly and steadfastly
that to open such a front was possible—
claiming it for eighteen months, or more.
As a matter of fact, in the September 1,
1942 issue of NEw Masses I wrote an
article entitled “Dieppe Proved It.” What
did Dieppe prove? That the Atlantic de-
fenses of the Germans could be broken by
a determined and well organized attack.
And 'if it was possible to break the “At-

lantic wall” then, it is surely possible to do
so now. Several months after Dieppe,
Canadian General MacNaughton said that
“the operation could have been made to
stick,” or words to that effect.

And now a bombshell is dropped right
in the staid precincts of the House of
Commons. Commander Redvers M. Prior,
R.N,, DS.O., DS.C., M.P. (Conserva-
tive) made his maiden speech on Septem-
ber 22. Commander Prior, a hero of Dun-
kerque, was wounded at Dieppe and left .
on the beach where he was taken prisoner
by the Germans. He escaped from the Ger-
man hospital train and after months of
hiding and wandering through France,
reached Spain and Gibraltar and thence
was repatriated to England where he took
his seat in Parliament.

Commander Prior ought to know what
the situation was at Dieppe. Like. the pro-
verbial Charley—he was there, and stayed
there, getting a good look at the “Atlantic
wall” from backstage. And on September
22 he told a hushed house how near the
assault forces* came to breaking through
at Dieppe. He said he believed that Hitler’s
westwall could be breached by determined,
well organized assault. A French officer
told Commander Prior that during the St.
Nazaire raid by Allied Commandos, hun-
dreds of Nazis were giving themselves up
to Frenchmen and that, in this officer’s
opinion, 10,000 Allied troops could have
broken through the German line at that
time and “pitched the Nazis out of the
Brest peninsula.” .

In other words, a hero, a British of-
ficer and a participant in the Dieppe raid,
a man who saw the workings of the Ger-
man defense line from the rear, claims that
a real second front could have been estab-
lished thirteen months ago. We are told
then that we had no shipping, but less than
three months later 3,000 Allied ships were
steaming along the 2,500 mile sea route to
North Africa. And we were asking only
for those same ships, but on a twenty-five
mile run! Were we so unreasonable, or so
“political”?

Commander Prior’s story rated the
front pages, but it was buried in the back
pages of most of the papers. It is a real
bombshell in the lap of the “anti-second-
fronters”—and coming from a member of
Mr. Churchill’s own party, too! -

It is clear that a second front is possible
now, because it was possible a year ago.
And it is even more urgent today.
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MR. CHURCHILL AND THE EXPERTS

Churchill, before he addressed Parlia-

ment last week, was in total ignorance
of the surge of events on the Eastern Front.
However, he apparently chose to disregard
them. It was the American newspaper cor-
respondents who showed greater perception
of what the capture of Smolensk and the
siege of Kiev meant in the way of rich
opportunities for breaching the Nazis’ At-

IT couLDp not have been that Mr.

lantic defenses. The disparateness between

what the reporters knew and what Mr.
Churchill said becomes even clearer from a
London report by Drew Middleton to the
New York Times of September 26. This
able observer has concluded that the Rus-
sian victories demand a drastic revision of
plans for the invasion of Europe. Middleton
carefully emphasizes that he is not speaking
for himself but transmitting the opinions of
qualified military men. These experts, even
those who in the past were “violent” op-
ponents of a full scale attack, are admitting
that such operations are now feasible. They
see that German strength is being dispersed
from France into Italy; that the condition
of Germany is such that whatever rein-
forcements have been made of the French

-

garrison are unlikely to be “as good as the

troops rushed to Italy.”

As for the Italian campaign, Middleton
indicates that here the Allied drive is forc-
ing the Wehrmacht back into Lombardy,
not into Germany. And finally Middleton
reports that “the hazards and difficulties of
a second front are great but are not as im-
posing as heretofore in the opinion of many
judges. They add that the military and
political urgency is greater than it ever was
before not only from the point of view of
‘military victory but also in the making of
the peace.”

It is easy to see why Mr. Churchill’s
speech, compared to the opinions reported
by Drew Middleton, did little to dispel the
gloom pervading the Island fortress since
the Quebec meeting.

HE ARGUED with his critics but failed to
answer them. And what took place in
the House of Commons is a concentrated
sample of an intense national debate rang-
ing from war factories to training camps
into all those democratic organizations in
Britain that have given spirit and drive to
the war enterprise. Of all the questions
that trouble the average, enlightened Eng-
lishman, one stands in the forefront: Why
does his government delay operations across
the Channel into France?
The Prime Minister’s reply was as

By the Editors

usual cloaked in rhythmic phrases but it
lacked substance. No evasion of the critical
issue of the second front can be satisfactory,
no matter what the stature or authority of
the evader. Because apparent even to the
inexpert eye is the singular truth that every
military need for a western invasion has
been fulfilled. A fresh wrinkle in Mr,
Churchill’s report is that Germany is de-
veloping new weapons which must be met
with countermeasures. But this can hardly
serve to justify delay for it is a problem
that will exist as long as the war contiues.
The enemy has no tactical secrets which
cannot be mastered in the process of an-
nihilating his forces. There were several
other military difficulties over which Mr.
Churchill expressed anxiety. He has, how-
ever, been worried about them before and
they will remain a source of concern to
the last day of combat. But they cannot be
inflated at this late date beyond their ac-
tual significance, and they cannot be lifted
to the surface repeatedly as the reason for
holding back the command to move for-
ward.

And finally, Mr. Churchill, in the face
of what is an overwhelming desire for a
decisive commitment in France, resorted
to the ancient plea that only the experts
are in a position to make the decision. This
worship of the experts, this peculiar idola-
try, is too threadbare a religion for Mr.
Churchill to hide behind especially when
the uniformed gods disagree among them-
selves. Mr. GGallacher, the Communist
member of Parliament, put it exactly right
when in effect he asked the Prime Minis-
ter whether among his experts he included
Stalin. It was a beautiful question, expertly
evaded by Mr. Churchill. All he could say
by way of refutation was to engage in a
bit of Red-baiting unworthy of a war
leader.

HERE is every reason to believe that

Mr. Churchill has become the out-
standing proponent of delaying a second
front—perhaps not indefinitely but certain-
ly for the immediate future. Pressure may
make him relax his rigid opinion sooner
than he may desire. But until there is a
second front he will have to shoulder the
charge of championing caution and limited
liabilities. There is also every reason to be-
lieve that at the very moment when his
government agreed to open a second front
in June of 1942, such a move was farthest

from his mind. He confessed as much in -

last week’s address, for he makes clear that
in June of 1942 the decision was taken to

send armies into North Africa and not to
fulfill the obligations incurred a few days
earlier with the Russians. This is not, of
course, the first time that the Prime Min-
ister revealed his mind as to how seriously
he held the commitment to the Red high
command. In November of last year, for
example, he made the same confession be-
fore the Commons. At that time the core
of his rationalization was that the second
front agreement was one way of deceiving
the enemy even if it meant misleading the
British also, to say nothing of the Russians.
And there is no point talking about the
sanctity of an international contract, which
the Molotov document was, but there is
every reason to question Mr. Churchill’s
good faith and to remind him that the
Anglo-Soviet agreement called for joint
warfare against Germany and not for two
separate wars.

In his Quebec speech Mr. Churchill
confirmed the growing belief that so far
as 1943 was concerned, he was not in-
terested in serious coalition warfare. There
it became obvious that a serious divergence
existed between Anglo-American and
Soviet strategy and that little had been
done toward achieving a military union
with the Russians. For a moment it also
seemed that the American experts at
Quebec had again consented to this policy.

. But the truth is that the Americans in-

sisted that continued postponement of the
second front was not consonant with the
realities of the European military scene.
They were overruled by Mr. Churchill.
Diplomatic flumdummery makes it difficult
for one ally officially and openly to criticize
another—the rules of Anglo-American
diplomatic etiquette are too severe in such
matters—but that seems to have been the
real picture.

LAST week we commented editorially on

the opinion of Maj. Gen. Lewis H.
Brereton, commander of American troops
in the Middle East, that a Balkan attack
would protract the war and his belief that
we must drive “straight at the center of
Germany without deviation.” General
Brereton’s remarks, as reported in an in-
terview in the New York Times of Sep-
tember 5, were purely personal, but it
would not be far fetched to assume that
they reflected the thinking of leading
American military figures. If they did not,
then we may be sure that by now he would
have been rebuked by his superiors for giv-
ing the wrong kind of interview. It was
such perspectives as General Brereton’s
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which Mr. Churchill for the time being
opposed.

And as long as he persists in hiding be-
hind the experts whom he portrays as
being unanimous in delaying a second
front, it would have been fair to inform
his listeners in Parliament that there are
‘British experts—let alone Americans—
who also disagree with him. There is, for
example, Commander Prior of the Royal
Navy. In Commander Prior’s estimation,
more fully discussed by our Colonel T. in
this issue, an invasion of France is now
perfectly reasonable. Thousands of troops
in Britain, he says, are “aching to get at
grips with the enemy.” And then there is
the belief recently expressed in the London
Sunday Pictorial by Maj. Gen. F. C.
Fuller that the English Channel was still
our best road. He concluded that the
war in Italy does not render substantial
help to Russia. Opposed to an attack on the
Balkans, General Fuller also argues for a
landing in France. ' .

These two military men of high rank
are not the only ones to hold dissident
views. Among them must also be included
such British army figures as General Gough
and Field Marshal Lord Milne—not to
mention the non-professionals such as Lord
Strabolgi and Lord Beaverbrook, who has
again been recalled to a position in the re-
organized Cabinet. In April of last year
Lord Beaverbrook spoke up as follows: “I
believe in the Russian system which holds
to the faith that the best form of defense
is attack. And I believe that Britain should
adopt it by setting up somewhere along the
two thousand miles of coastline now held
by the Germans a second front in western
Europe. . . . This is a chance, an oppor-
tunity to bring the war to an end here and
now.” And Lord Beaverbrook testified
further: “How admirably Britain is now
equipped in weapons of war for directing
such an attack, I well know.”

MR. CHURCHILL then has no unani-

mous opinion among British military
men to support delay. And if political con-
siderations motivate his vacillation the con-
sequences for England, and our own coun-
try, can only be tragic. Not even the con-
templated tripartite conference will be able
to iron out the differences among the coali-
tion’s components if there is no unity first
on organizing victory in 1943. Necessary
and welcome as this meeting is it cannot
take the place of joint action in the west.
This is the rock bottom foundation on
which to build the structure of a perma-
nent and mutually beneficial alliance. The
British people will be infused with fresh
confidence to exert greater pressure if all
Americans strengthen their support of the
President and demand that the govern-
ment now overrule Mr. Churchill and
those here who endorse his policy. The
road forward is far from blocked.
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Stettinius Appointment

IT Is indicative of the fetid quality of

State Department atmosphere that the
appointment of a man without any diplo-
matic experience whatsoever as its second
ranking official should be universally
greeted as a refreshing development. The
choice of Edward Stettinius, Jr., lend-lease
administrator, to succeed Sumner Welles
as Undersecretary of State is at the very
least a rebuff for the devious Adolph Berles
and Breckinridge Longs who panted for
the post. It is some assurance that those
most responsible for the seamy side of

American foreign policy, for the coddling -

of the Francos and Peyroutons and the in-

_ trigues against the Soviet Union, will not

have their influence strengthened as a re-
sult of the ousting of Welles.

~ It can also be assumed that the Stettinius
shift, like .the reported appointment of W.
Averell Harriman as ambassador to Mos-
cow, is a move to strengthen our relations
with our allies, particularly the USSR. Both
men come from the ranks of big business,
and both represent that school of thought
in American business which recognizes the
realities - of the post-Munich world and
gives first place to the winning of the war
and therefore to the development of
friendly . collaboration with our principal
allies. Thus there is reason to hope that
though Welles is gone, the Welles approach
to the war and the peace will be continued
by his successor.

At the same time there is no doubt-that
the appointment of Stettinius changes the
character of the post he fills. Stettinius’ ex-
perience lies in economic affairs and in ad-
ministration; in diplomatic and political
matters he is a novice. His appointment
underlines the fact that in the midst of the
greatest war in history the department
which deals with the complexities of foreign
policy no longer has a diplomat of major
stature. The selection of Stettinius may of
course indicate a new economic emphasis in
our foreign policy in view of the approach-
ing liberation of large areas of Europe. This
emphasis appears to have been further
strengthened by the creation of the new
Office of Foreign Economic Administra-
tion, with Leo T. Crowley as its head.
Paradoxically, this step seems to weaken
the State Department’s direct control over
foreign economic activities, since the new
agency will be independent though it must
function “in conformity with the foreign
policy of the United States as defined by
the Secretary of State.”

HERE are, however, no purely economic

questions; for the solution of the eco-
nomic problems that arise in the sphere of
foreign relations, correct political policy is
decisive. There is no doubt that as a policy-
making institution the State Department is,
with the departure of Welles, weaker than

it was before. To bring that department in
step with the needs of the war and the peace
and with the best traditions of our country
will require a thorough fumigation that will
rid us of the subterranean services of the
Berles, Longs, and James Clement Dunns.

In the Comic Books
== CRIPPLED
' newsboy  hap-
pens to spot some
saboteurs at work.
They knock him
head over heels;
whereupon he re-
marks, “Captain Marvel!” and lo, a flash
of lightning zooms down from the sky to
transform him into Captain Marvel, Jr.,
America’s Mightiest Boy, possessor of the
power of flight and the strength to butt
his head through six-inch armor plate.
What then happens to the rats shouldn’t
happen to a dog.

These small miracles form the favored
reading of young and sometimes not-so-
young America. Told in cartoons liberally
sprinkled with text, the fairytales of the
comic book are not unlike the fairytales of
Grimm. In them the weak and despised,

‘armed in virtue and magic spells, demolish

bank robbers, kidnappers, mad scientists,
and above all the various agents of the
Axis. Incidental reforms of spoiled- children
and sourpuss adults diversify proceedings,
and the collaborators of the superman-
hero may range from kobolds tunnelling
through a mythical mountain to Soviet
meteorologists defending the North Pole
against Nazis,

It is easy and inaccurate to despise the
comic books. Their obvious crudities of
style are quite often balanced by real imag-
ination and understanding, and their po-
litical insight usually represents a definite
advance over, say, the Geopolitk of La
Luce. Little Orphan Annie, the golden-
haired fink of the Chicago Tribune, is
fortunately a rare type among them. As
an influence on children, their simple line
drawings are surely preferable to hysterical
radio sound effects, trashy commercial
prose, and sexy movies. Being written ex-
pressly for children, indeed, they are usual-
ly careful to avoid the questions of adult
behavior which often perplex the young in
other forms of entertainment. The simpli-
fications, ethical and esthetic, which draw
down upon them the contempt .of the
sophisticated, are psychologically necessary
in their field, and no more to be con-
demned than the simplicity of the fate of
the Big ‘Bad Wolf. Using folk material
and the classics as their sources, they may
have definite cultural value, and will prob-
ably play a significant role in the education
of the future.
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VICTORY HAS A PRICE

Dollars are important but no substitute for policy, writes Earl Browder. Timely military action, true
coalition, maximum production, a strong home front . . . some of the ingredients of policy.

in its twelfth year, if we begin to count
with the Japanese occupation of Man-
churia. It is ten years old if we count from
Hitler’s assumption of power in Germany.
It is eight years since Mussolini’s invasion

IN THE summer 6f 1943 the war was

of Ethiopia. Or six years since the Nazi--

inspired insurrection against the Spanish
Republic. Five years ago Czechoslovakia
was betrayed at Munich. Four years ago in
September, Britain formally declared war.
Two years ago on June 22 the Nazis
launched the invasion of the Soviet Union
which has been the chief military phase of
the entire war. And on December 7, 1941,
Japan struck at Pear]l Harbor to end the
American illusion of being a benevolent
spectator in the world storm. One can take
his choice as to the length of the war by
choosing which date he counts as the cru-
cial one on which the war began in earnest
for him. But whether the war is considered
in its twelfth or second year, the year of
1943 has, for the first time, presented the
anti-Axis world with the clear prospect of
victory—if we are prepared to pay the
necessary price.

What price victory! After the war of
1914-18 such a question came to symbolize
the mass disillusionment with the fruits of
victory. ‘ ’

Today we must examine the price of
victory more thoroughly than ever before.
We have faced its alternative, the price of
defeat, and found in it the destruction of
everything which gives value to life for a
long time to come. It is only when the
perspective of defeat has been uncondition-
ally rejected that the price of victory can
be realistically weighed.

The first installment we must pay on
the price of victory is the unconditional
subordination of every other interest or goal
to the single end of victory. That is the
kind of war this one is. It is for keeps, and
the stakes are everything=that stands for
human progress. Any half-heartedness in
this war finally results in defeatism. We
must be prepared to pay, in rising install-
ments, everything that victory demands.
And no matter how much we have paid,
default on any single installment smay re-
sult in the immediate loss of victory and
certainly brings penalties.

That is the basic problem, stated in the
vulgar terms of the market place.

ONE can state the issue, of course, in

noble and high-sounding phrases. On
this plane victory is a jealous goddess who
bestows her favors only upon those who
woo her with complete devotion and single-
mindedness. Since, however, the American
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people and especially our ruling circles are
much more familiar with markets, prices,
installments, etc., than they are with god-
desses and their jealousies, I choose to use
the more familiar language. The essential
meanings are the same.

The price of victory is, of course, not

expressed solely in dollars. Above all vic-- -

tory demands those unpurchasable qualities
of courage, devotion, understanding, out
of which can be built the policy which vic-
tory demands.

Even these unpurchasable things, how-
ever, find a negative expression in dollars.
When they are lacking we suffer penalties
which multiply the dollar cost of victory.
It has been estimated, for example, that
the US war budget for one and a half years
has been over 265 billions of dollars, many
times more than that of all previous wars
combined—although our fighting participa-
tion in the war, expressed in casualties, has
been but a fraction of the year and a half
we spent in the war of 1914-18. This
enormous dollar-price-of-admission into the
current war is not merely the measure of a
higher war technique; it represents, above

all, the dollar penalties imposed upon our
nation for our past crimes against courage,
devotion, and understanding in the cause
for which we now must fight—the cause.
of human solidarity and progress. The po-
lice court of history has levied enormous
fines upon us, as it were, for our past
cowardice, disloyalty, and sloppy thinking.

The dollar price of victory is thus a
variable factor; it rises enormously with
every weakness and shortcoming in policy,
it is greatly reduced by every bold and cor-
rect improvement in policy. Those who see
the price of victory%xclusively or mainly in
terms of dollars, therefore, are bad leaders .
who will surely lead us to defeat if we go
with them. The source of most of the mis-
takes or crimes of Congress in this war has
been its misunderstanding of this question,
its conception that when it had voted un-
limited dollars for the war budget it had
done its. duty and could then go on to
play its traditional politics, in the most light-
minded manner, with the unpurchasable
factors of policy—which include our own
war leadership, national unity, relations
with our -allies, and so on.

Timely military action—which means the opening of a real second front in western Europe—

is the major factor of a policy for victory.

The photo above shows British soldiers in Sicily,

in the first Allied invasion of European territory—a good beginning but far from a second

front to smash Hitler quickly.
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Production—at maximum—another vital ingredient of policy.

I am not, of course, arguing that the
necessary price of victory does not include
a dollar price along with the best of poli-
cies. Dollars in the service of policy, as
many dollars as necessary, are indispensable.
But dollars as a substitute for policy can
only purchase disaster. And we still make
more use of dollars than correct policy, our
money is more active than our brains. This
is the main obstacle that still stands between
us and victory.

HERE has been little resistance in the
US to the adoption of war budgets. But
there has been enormous resistance to every
step in the formulation of those policies
necessary or most conducive to victory.
The problem is not resolved by trans-
lating dollars into armaments. This step
is, of course, of the greatest importance and
not so simple as the average congressman
believes. Armaments are much closer to
the price of victory than dollars, and the
country learned, with the May and June
lag in production, that unlimited dollars
cannot bring unlimited armaments, nor
even insure a steady increase in armaments.
But it is necessary to insist, again and again,
before we can properly solve even this

12

limited problem of production, that arma-
ments are important only in the service of
policy and can never be a substitute for
policy. Armaments, like dollars, expended
without the guidance of a sound over-all
policy, lead not to victory but only to
greater expenditures and finally to defeat.

Experience of both the Allies and the
Axis goes to prove this fundamental axiom
of the price of victory. Ten years ago the
anti-Axis countries held the overwhelming
preponderance of money, armaments, and
strategic positions; but because they lacked
adequate policy—that is, they did not know
what to do and how to do it—the Axis had
by 1939 so reversed the relation of forces
that it was questionable whether its domina-
tion of the world could be prevented by any
means. By 1943 this is again reversed so
that the anti-Axis coalition has the military
preponderance, thanks to the exploits of
the Red Army, brought into action by Hit-
ler’s “intuition,” plus the first appearance
of common policy in the anti-Axis camp.

The problem of wvictory over the Axis
is to ensure that there is not a third re-
versal of this relationship, which would
result from a breakdown of policy in the
Allied coalition.

A’l‘ THIS point a new feature ‘appears in

the problem of the price of victory.
The victories of the Soviet Union over the
Nazis are so fundamental that already they
seem to guarantee against a possible revival
of Axis preponderance. Consequently there
has arisen in America and Britain the
thought that the military and political price
of victory has already been paid in full, or
almost in full; that the Red Army will do
the bulk of the fighting which remains to
be done; that Britain and America can
relax, mark time, and allow the ripe fruits
of victory to fall into our laps. It is a theory
that from now on, by and large, victory is
for us without price.

This thought exerts a dangerously seduc-
tive influence which is not lessened by the
fact that it is not always openly expressed
but operates, even unconsciously, as the im-
plicit justification for a thousand minor
acts and policies which total up to gradual
withdrawal from full prosecution of the
war. How else can we in the United States
explain the absolute drop in war production
in May and June, the insurrection against
the President by Congress, the complacency
which has greeted the outbreaks of civil war
by the fifth column in Detroit, Los Angeles,
Beaumont, Mobile, and other places, the
toleration and encouragement given by the
press to John L. Lewis’ strike-wave con-
spiracy, and in general the sharp crisis that
arose on the home front in the summer of
19437 We expect the rise of fifth column
activities, in response to Hitler’s dire need;
but it becomes highly dangerous when the
country meets it with smug complacence,
born of the feeling that the danger of de-
feat in the war has passed, that victory has
been handed to us on a silver platter by
the Soviet Union.

That thought is an illusion as dangerous
as the one which Chamberlain brought
back with him from Munich in 1938. It
is, in fact, a revival in a slightly differ-
ent form of the old Munich program. If
it is not scotched, and quickly, it will
have results equally unfavorable for the
world, and for us.

VICTORY for the United States in this

war hasits price, which we have not
paid and which we must pay. Any effort
to avoid the price of victory can end only
in our own defeat and dishonor.

That price of victory is not only in dol-
lars. It is in timely military action, in fight-
ing, in dead and wounded, in that full
effort which strains all the physical and
moral resources of the nation. It is in the
organization of the home front, the welding
of a united people, the organization of the
economy, the achievement of maximum
production, the building of morale. Iz is,
above all, in the cementing of an unbreak-
able coalition of Britain, the Soviet Union,
and our own country, as the indispensable

heart and head of the United Nations, the
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chief instrument for victory and an orderly
_postwar world.

These things are all essential elements of
the price of victory. They are the substance
of policy, that policy which is necessary to
victory.

On the military front, that policy is the
immediate opening of the second front in
Europe, on a scale to engage one-third
of Hitler’s forces. '

On the home front, that policy is the
rigorous suppression of the fifth column,
the outlawing of racial incitations such as
anti-Semitic and "anti-Negro agitation and
outbreaks, the abolition of the poll-tax and
unequal treatment of Negroes and other
minorities, the discouragement of factional
political feuds, full planning and control of
the national economy.

On the diplomatic front that policy. is
the Anglo-Soviet-American coalition, not
as a temporary expedient, not as an acci-
dent, but as a long-term premeditated policy
for the war and for the peace, the nucleus
of the new world order.

The three phases of policy belong to-
gether as a single system. They cannot be

.developed separately, for each depends upon
the other. Weakness or breakdown on any
one of the three fronts, or adoption of con-
flicting policies, results in the weakening
or even the cancellation of the whole sys-
tem of policy. The over-all policy, bringing
the life of the entire nation into harmony
with its requirements, is the main element
in the price of victory.

If the United States is seriously deter-
mined upon victory, it must learn to pay
this price. .

WHAT are the obstacles holding back
the realization of such policies?

The chief obstacle is prejudice against
and fear of the Soviet Union, a fear which
during the past ten years, under the guid-
ing hand of Herr Goebbels from Berlin,
had been transferred into a fanatical cult
all over the world, above all in the United
States. ‘

Hitler’s Antikomintern, extending from
the German-Italian-Japanese alliance to its
organized branches in the ruling-class of
each country (Cong. Hamilton Fish, Jr.
organized the first one in the United
States), to commanding positions in the
Social-Democratic parties, to the Trotsky-
ite groupings and organizations everywhere,
to the mew profession of anti-Soviet writ-
ing—this 4 ntikomintern, a marvel of Ger-
man technique and thoroughness, continues
to operate within the United States as the
chief obstacle to realization of the policy for
victory. Its method is the cultivation of
hostility to and fear of the Soviet Union,
to prevent or to Weaken any joint effort
with that country by the United States,
and to divide the United States itself on
the issue of “Communism” and “anti-Com-
munism” and every possible divisive issue,
especially anti-Semitism and anti-Negro
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cults. Even today, after the United States
has been allied with the Soviet Union for
two years and officially at war with the
Axis for a year and a half, the Antikomin-
tern still operates freely in the United
States.

It was a war action of major world sig-
nificance in the United States when the
leadership of the Communist International,
the world association of Communist Parties,
proposed to its affiliated parties on May 22,
1943, to dissolve that organization in the
interests of unity among the anti-Axis coun-
tries and in the interests of national unity
within each of the Allied lands.

The dissolution of the Communist In- -

ternational, finalized on June 10, was a
moveé to strike from Hitler’s hands the
weapon of the Antikomintern. It was a
move to make it easier for the leaders of
the United States, among other countries,
to overcome the effects of Hitler’s work on
the American mind, in order to unite more
closely with the Communist-led Soviet Un-
lon on an international scale, and to deal
with Communists on a national scale on
the same basis as Republicans, Democrats,
or other party affiliates. It was an action to
help the United States accumulate the
moral strength to break new paths of policy
necessary for victory in the war. It was a
contribution to the rise of a new form of
international solidarity in the United Na-
tions.

ALLIANCE between the United States and

the Soviet Union, for the war and for
the postwar period, has a solid support
among the peoplé of our country. Several
public opinion surveys have recently agreed
that this support embraces more than eighty
percent of the population. This tide of pub-

lic opinion is so strong that even the pro-

fessional anti-Soviet propagandists find it
necessary to preface their most vicious
broadsides, deliberately calculated to weaken
or break the alliance, with protestations of
a desire to “cooperate” with the Soviet

Next Week!
NEW MASSES will publish, in the

issue after this, a chapter from the
forthcoming novel,

"THEY FOUGHT FOR
THEIR COUNTRY"
by
Mikhail Sholokhov

This excerpt from a new work by the
author of the famous "Don" epic
appears for the first time in America

in the pages of NEW MASSES.

Union “more effectively”; this is illustrated
by Max Eastman’s subversive effort in the

| July issue of Reader’s Digest. The Ameri-

can people in their overwhelming majority
support the Anglo-Soviet-American coali-
tion.

It cannot be said, however, that this
coalition has been consolidated with any
finality as yet. The achievement of this is
still “unfinished business.” First of all, the
second front in Western Europe is still to
be opened, and without an effective second
front there is no serious coalition. If the
second front should be delayed beyond
1943, then all estimates of the price of
vvictory must be sharply increased. This will
be especially true of the price in blood and
treasure. It is with lives and dollars that
America is forced to bridge its gaps in
policy.

FAR more difficult, however, are the

problems of consolidating the Anglo-
Soviet-American coalition, after the ele-
mentary step”of opening the second front
for the Joint solution of the further prob—’
lems of the war and for an orderly post-
war world.

We must begin now to unfold and to
understand all the consequences of the
Amglq—Soviet-American coalition, and of
the victory that will close the war. We
must recognize in advance, we must foresee
the necessities that flow out of this ‘war an(i
Fhe new relationships into which America
18 entering. We must chart a stable United
States pqlicy, which will hold good over a
long period, which will not be an issue to
be. changed every few months or even
every four years with a new President; we
must change the American role in the
ternational field from
that of stabilizer.

Ou.r nation’s part in the Anglo-Soviet-
Arrferlcan coalition is the key question upon
whl_ch depend all others. This role will be
an issue in the 1944 elections. It must be
settled positively and in such an emphatic

fashion that no considerable faction or party

will wish to raise it again as a controversial

1ssue. That also is a requirement which js
a part of the price of victory. No nation
wh}ch Is unsure and vacillating in fts basic
policy can win or hold victory in this dan-
gerous world,

It is to the consideration of the character
and consequences of the Anglo-Soviet-
Amerfcan coalition, and of all other prob-
lems in the light of this central one, that
our political thinking must be dedicated. Tt
V}'{H be necessary to come into head-on col-
Ilslqn with all preconceptions and prejudices
which obstruct the fullest realization of this
coalition. The struggle against these rem-
nants of an unhappy past will be the chief
content of the 1944 presidential election
campaign. The clear and correct outcome

of this struggle is a part of the price of
victory.

in-
that of enigma to

EArRL BRoWDER.
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STREETS OF MEXICO CITY.

The history of the Mexican people's sfruggle for liberty and progress is written in the place names
of their capn‘al city. Theodore Balk tells the story.

Mexico City.

FTEN during my ocean voyage to
O America I thought of the Rue de

la Republique in Marseille. The
‘last time I rode down that street to board
my ship, nothing unusual happened. I
didn’t even think of the houses on it. I
thought of something that was no longer
there: the street names. Bright, gaping
patches on the sides of the buildings showed
that the Rue de la Republique no longer
existed. The Republic was no more.

And from the very first day of my stay
in Mexico City, the new world city which
took me in, I was impressed by the street
names. Two of the longest and finest
thoroughfares in the city are called Avenue
of the Insurgents and Promenade of the
Reform. These names speak for them-
selves. Others intrigue the newcomer by
their distinctiveness, as for example, Street
of Article 123. One is even called Street
of the House of the Worker of the World.

The period of the Conguista has been
all but effaced from the roster of the
city’s street names. Hernan Cortez, the
conqueror, appears only anonymously on
a bas-relief at the base of the Cuauhtemoc
Monument. There you see him directing
the torturers who are burning the feet of
the last Aztec king. Cortez sought to
make him talk, but Cuauhtemoc was
silent. His silence was golden, the gold of
the hidden treasures of the Aztecs.

The name of Alvarado has come down
from that period. Today the Alvarado
Bridge is busy all day until late at night.
Yellow streetcars and busses of all shades
cross it constantly, clanging their bells and
sounding their horns. On the night Cor-
tez fled besieged Mexico City, this artery
of traffic was a hinderance to movement.
It was a wall pierced by many canals.
Cortez had taken collapsible bridges with
him, but the Aztec guards were vigilant
and attacked his retreating army from
their swift boats. The rear guard was
commanded by Pedro de Alvarado. He
had lost his horse and his men. On foot,
covered with slime and bleeding from many
wounds, he had reached the third canal.
But how cross to the other side? Legend
has it that he clung to his lance as he swam
over the deep water. In all probability
it was a floating beam that saved him fram
death on that night which has entered
Mexican history as the “noche triste.”

Three hundred years of alien Spanish
rule left very few traces among the city’s
street names. Apart from Her Catholic
Majesty, Queen Isabella, who sent Colum-
bus on his way to find a western passage
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to the Indies, none of the streets bears the
name of a Spanish monarch. And of the
sixty-two viceroys who ruled over New
Spain, only two are recalled in Mexico
City. They are the two who introduced
street lighting and paved roads: Bucareli
and Count de Revillagigedo. Today Bu-
careli Street is crowded at noon and in the
evening with swarms of barefooted and
ragged-looking urchins, who rush away
twice daily in every direction bearing
bundles of newspapers under their arms.
Then they offer the latest news for five
centavos a paper. Bucareli Street has be-
come the Fleet Street of Mexico.

One of the streets north of Alameda
Square quickens with life by night. It is a
street of cheap one-night hotels, dance-

-halls and marijuana peddlers, and bears the

name of El Pensador Mexicano (The
Mexican Thinker). That was the name
of a weekly magazine, and I doubt whether
there is another street in the world named
after a magazine. El Pensador Mexicano
was a revolutionary periodical edited by
Fernandez de Lizardi, 2 man of great in-
tellect and courage. In 1712 when the
first number of the magazine appeared,
the Spaniards in Cadiz had adopted a
liberal constitution. But Mexico was far
from Spain, and here the Viceroy and the
Inquisition still ruled. Lizardi is, so to
speak, the Encyclopedist of Mexico. Like
Voltaire, he wrote satirical society novels,
the most significant of which is El Pere-

quillo Sarniento (““The Itching Parrot”).

Avenue of the Insurgents forms an
important part of the Pan-American
Highway as it passes through Mexico City.
It is named after the men who fought in
1810 to gain Mexico’s independence. But

" the Insurgents have not only been honored

collectively; individuals have also been
commemorated. Father Hidalgo has a
main thoroughfare on which the Central”
Post Office and Palace of Fine Arts are lo-
cated. The tiny village of Dolores in which
he was active has a Dolores Street where
one now finds Chinese restaurants and
cafes with brilliantly colored posters of
Chiang Kai-shek on the walls and highly
seasoned chop suey on the tables. Nor
have the City Fathers forgotten the day on
which Hidalgo gave the signal for the up-
rising—the Avenue of the Sixteenth of
September is a business street in the heart
of the city where paper and writing sup-
plies are sold.

. Morelos, likewise a village priest, who
became leader of the Insurgents after

- Hidalgo’s execution and later generalissimo

and chairman of the Constituent Assembly,
has his avenue too. So have Allende, Alda-
ma, Galdeana, Matamoros, Bravo, and
Guerrero, the generals of the Insurgents.
Some of them fell in battle, most of them
lost their lives before a firing squad. The
priests were declared apostates and heretics
by the Tribunal of the Inquisition, then
(Continued on page 18)
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MEXICAN
LITHOGRAPHS

The lithographs on these two pages (and
the one on page 15) are from Mexico's
outstanding artists, who sent them to NEW
MASSES to be reproduced in these pages
or sold at an art auction if there were
such an auction planned in the near future.
The artists are members of the "Taller de
Grafico Popular" (The Workshop of Popu-
lar Graphic Arts), a group working collec-
tively which devotes its art to the further-
ance of progressive and anti-fascist causes.
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(Continued from page 15)

handed over to the civil courts. In the
twelve articles of indictment against Hi-
dalgo, the Inquisition accuses him of being
a Lutheran, a denier of the existence of
Hell, an atheist, a believer in popular
sovereignty, and a friend of the Jews. The
last-named accusation was a stock-in-trade
of bigots then as now.

THE Dominican Palace, where the Tri-

bunal of the Inquisition sat, is today the
dissecting room 4nd laboratories of the
Medical School. Then it housed living be-
ings who were tortured with tongs, pincers,
scalpels, and knives; now it houses corpses
preserved in formaldehyde. The name of
the square has been forgotten—Plaza del
Santo Domingo—as well as the name of
the side-street, Calle de la Perpetua, Street
of Eternal Prison.

In those years Mexico City had 400
monasteries and so many churches that, as
Father Mendietta wrote, “it would be dif-
ficult for me or anyone else to count
them.” The Church owned more than
half of the city. Monasteries blocked every
street entrance. Church property was ex-
propriated in the Reform movement of the
fifties and sixties in the nineteenth century.
The walls were torn down and streets cut
through. For quite a time fanatical Catho-
lics avoided walking on the new “hereti-
cal” streets, Calle Gante and Avenue of
the Sixteenth of September.

Thus the Reform helped build up Mexi-
co City although the boulevard which takes
its name, Paseo de la Reforma, was named
after the man who attempted a second
version of the Comguista and who failed

ignominiously: Emperor Maximilian, Paseo ~

de la Reforma was the expression in stone
of a harassed alien monarch’s dream. From
his bedchamber high up in Chapultepec
Castle he could peer into the very entrails
of the city. This was rather important for
a foreign usurper like Maximilian, particu-
larly at night when Mexicans met to plot
against him. ~

Paseo de la Reforma—a kind of Chamsps
Elysees and Siegesallee combined—is longer
than the first and in better taste than the
second. For the Reform in Mexico did
not bear the same stamp as the Reforma-
tion movement in Europe. The Mexican
Reform was a bloody affair. It was led by
Benito Juarez, the first full-blooded In-
dian president. (Avenida Juarez consists
of curio shops, movies, cafes, and bright
neon lights). On May 5, 1862, the
soldiers of Napoleon III went through a
tragic night which was followed by many
more tragic nights. (Avenue of the Fifth
of May is a downtown business street.)

HE Avenue of Heroic Children—
Avenida de los Ninos Heroes—recalls

an incident which occurred in Chapultepec
Castle, another episode in the foreign in-
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vasion. This avenue lies in a busy section
of workshops and small factories and ex-
tends as far as the general hospital. Funeral
parlors crowd, like vultures, close to the
hospital. The Heroic Children were the
cadets who lost their lives remaining at
their posts in Chapultepec Castle until their
last cartridge was spent. This happened
in 1846 when the Americans, under pres-
sure from the southern slaveholders, went
to war with Mexico over Texas and ad-
vanced on the capital.*

Mexico is rich in streets with the word
“hero” in their names: Heroes of the In-

tervention, railwaymen heroes of the revo-

lution, heroes of the proletariat, anony-
mous heroes. In the street guide I counted
seventeen with this epithet.

"But the forty years following the Re-
form go unmentioned. The dictator of
that period, Don Porfirio Diaz, has no
street named after him. But some of his
victims, the 200 textile workers of Rio
Blanco and their families shot down by
local gendarmes, have a suburb on the out-
skirts of the city: Colonia Martires del Rio
Blanco.

The significance of street names is noth-
ing formal or purely external. A regime
that is tolerant of tyrants, even in its street

~ names, is ready to make all sorts of com-
promises with the past. Think of Fried- .

richstrasse and Wilhelmstrasse in Berlin,
which the republican city fathers refused
to change in 1918 when they took office.

Avenida Madero illustrates the most re-
cent phase of Mexico’s development, the

-period in which we are still living, the
It is the street of luxury .

Revolution.
goods, of American cigarettes and maga-
zines. It stands in the same relationship to
Emiliano Zapata Street as the well-dressed
scion of a landowning family, the formal
political democrat Francisco I. Madero,
stood to the small ranchero and agrarian
revolutionary, Emiliano Zapata. The first
demanded “freedom”—the second “land
and freedom.” And both lost their lives
through betrayal.

The 1910 Revolution gave birth to two
streets: Article 123 and Ejido. The
first reeks with-the smell of gasoline and
is’ traversed by innumerable buses in the
center of the city. The other leads from
the Monument of the Revolution to the
Caballito, the equestrian statue of Charles
IV, which has preserved for posterity the
talent of a sculptor rather than the title of
a king.

Article 123 is an important article. It
runs to 2,000 words and is part of the

1917 constitution. The eight-hour day,

abolition of child labor, minimum wages,
workers’ houses, employers’ responsibility
for accidents and illnesses suffered on the
job, the right to organize in free trade
unions, and the right to strike—all these
in a country which had previously known
extreme exploitation, forced labor, a twelve-
and fourteen-hour working day.

This is the place to mention another
street on the outskirts of the cuy,
which still contains a number of gardens
and small farms, Calle de la Casa del
Obrero Mundial. The House of the
Worker of the World was founded in
1912 by anarcho-syndicalist workers and
intellectuals; and although it was a gather-

_ ing place for a good many tonfused souls,

it brought together those elements which
later formed a much more effective or-
ganization. The three decades following

‘its foundation saw the rise and fall .of the

Mexican workers. Its founder, Luis Mo-
rones, became fat and a millionaire. But
one of his assistants, a young philosophy
student and one of the “‘seven wise men”
of the University, remained thin and
founded the CTM (Confederation of
Mexican Workers), the most important
trade union movement in Latin America.
His name is Vicente Lombardo Toledano.

What Article 123 means to Mexican
workers, the ejido means to the peasants
of Mexico. Ejido is the old common land-
which Porfirio Diaz stole from the Indians
for the benefit of the landlords and prof-
iteers, and which the Revolution returned
to them. At first only hesitantly and in
small plots. Then in 1934 Lazaro Carde-
nas was inaugurated president. Within two
years the amount of land expropriated from
the landlords rose from 1,788,000 to 2,-
500,000 hectares.

MANY street names of the past remain

today only as names of firms. Thus,
the Farmacia del Indio Triste (Pharmacy
of the Sad Indian) was once the Street of
the Sad Indian, today Calle Carmen and
Correo Mayor. According to legend, in the
middle of the sixteenth century a sad In-
dian nobleman used to sit, petrified with
sorrow, on a corner right before the palace
in which Montezuma was slain by Cortez.
‘This sad Indian had everything he needed
for a comfortable life: houses, wives, fields,
cattle, and jewelry. He lacked only one
thing: a clear conscience. The viceroy had
allowed him to retain his property on one
condition: that he would reveal the plans
and intentions of his Aztec countrymen.
The Indio Triste lived in constant fear of
the vengeance of his tribal gods and of the
punishment awaiting him in the Hell of the
new Catholic gods—for he was a con-
science-smitten renegade. Brooding and
drinking pulque had made him so dull and

.listless that he forgot his duties and neg-

lected to inform the viceroy of a plot.
Thereupon he was stripped of everything
he owned. After his death—he died a
starving; heart-broken pauper—the viceroy
had his face sculptured in stone and placed
the statue on the corner where during his
lifetime he had squatted with his arms
folded, his eyes watery, and a parched
tongue. The Indio Triste stood as a warn-
ing to all careless informers.
THEODORE BALK.
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ZERO HOUR IN GREECE

Already at guerrilla war with the Nazis, their National Liberation Front will welcdme an Allied

invasion that will free their country. Our chance to cooperate with a democratic people.

T THIs writing the forthcoming inva-
A sion of Greece proper seems to have
been set into motion from the south-
east corner of the Aegean Sea. The islands
of Leros, Cos, and Samos have been occu-
pied, and reports indicate that there is an
internal struggle between Italians and Ger-
mans on the Island of Rhodes. Of the
three occupied islands, Samos does not be-
long to the Dodecanese group; it was part
of Greece before the Germans and Italians
invaded it.

Of course, Crete, still occupied by the
Nazis, is now claiming the attention of
Greeks everywhere, ‘not only as a strategic
base in the eastern Mediterranean, but also
as the first substantial Greek territory on
which serious political events will begin to
take shape. Crete was the last stepping stone
for the flight of King George and his gov-
ernment-in-exile, and unless Allied troops
invade some continental part of Greece
first, Crete may be the first Greek territory
on which a Greek government, or the
Greek government, may be established.

Indeed, the Greek government-in-exile
is @ government, not the. government that
can claim control over Greece. When King
George left Crete two years ago, a Cretan
general, Mantakas, started a guerrilla
movement now numbering 12,000 to
15,000 fighters. Mantakas is a well known
anti-royalist who refused to meet King
George on the island when the latter passed
through it on the way to Egypt. Since then,
there is no report that the general has
changed his attitude.

Thus, in Crete, the Allied military and
political leadership will confront a situation
quite different from the one faced in Italy.
General Mantakas will assist the Allies in
their operations and will readily accept their
military leadership, but he may not accept
King George’s rule. In fact, the Allies will
meet, for the first time, a united people
prepared and ready to apply the principles
of self-determination. There is every reason
to believe that eighty percent of the people
of Greece are already under the control of
a National Liberation Front and its mili-
tary organ, the National People’s Libera-
tion Army. ’

This organization was born of the very
ruins of Greece, at a time when German
power was at its zenith and the Allied
countries at their nadir, when Greéce was
under the spell of a moral and physical
depression, and the idea of German in-
vincibility was supreme. The King had
fled the country with a new government
which was as alien to the people as the
Metaxas government. The remnants of
the King’s party in Greece joined the Nazis
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and immediately began to spread the gospel
of defeatism.

Yet, within a year a new life dawned
out of the darkness of Nazism. The Na-
tional Liberation Front, known as the
EAM, was the nucleus of that life. Only
in the cities and in the railroad hubs does

control remain in the hands of the Nazis. .

And a fraternalization between the Italians
and the Greeks, which began long before
the fall of Mussolini, is now being trans-
formed into full armed cooperation.

HE outside world does not hear much
about the Greek EAM, because it is
being blacked out in the same manner and
for the same reasons that the Partisans of
Yugoslavia have been blacked out. It must
be noted that the EAM is composed of all
political anti-fascist creeds—democrats, so-
cialists, liberals, and Communists. The
Metropolitan of Kozani, Joachim, is one of
the leaders in the EAM organization. The
EAM has operated in Greek cities under
the very noses of the Nazis. While the
guerrillas, with ever-increasing methodical-
ness act secretly against Axis garrisons and
supply lines, the workers and the people in
general use the strike weapon openly.
According to reliable reports, five big
strikes have taken place within the last

seventeen months: the first on April 14,
1942, in Athens, Pireus, Patra, and Salonika
against the Nazi attempt to crush the peo-
ple’s morale through starvation; the second
on September 11, 1942, in Athens, against
impossibly low standards of living and
against the black-marketeers; the third,

. last March, against forcible mobilization of

labor; the fourth, last June, against the
assassination of hostages. The last one took
place sometime at the end of July.

"In each case, workers, state employees,
and students, along with others, proceeded
on a well planned, well organized, and in-
telligently conducted general strike. And
in each case the occupationist authorities
were decisively defeated. We do not know
many details about the last strike, but we
do know that the strike of June 25, 1943,
was general not only in its full support by
all classes, but also in the fact that it spread .
all over the country. These are great events
in the whole European people’s struggle
against the Axis and in the annals of popu-
lar initiative.

WHAT are the repercussions of these

developments on the Greek govern-
ment-in-exile! It will be recalled that on
July 4 the Greek King made a statement
to the effect that he would return to Greece

This tank, being decorated by a Greek soldier, belongs to his country's tank unit which fought
with the British. Eighth Army in Africa. The name of the tank is "In This You Win," which is
an old war slogan.
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as soon as a part of it had been liberated;
that within six months, he would proclaim
elections for a constituent assembly, em-
powered with the right to change the re-
gime—which means that the assembly
might abolish the monarchy if it so desired.
According to recent information, this de-
cision of the King, endorsed on the follow-
ing day by the cabinet, was taken with the
implied reservation that ‘it was subject to
the approval of the EAM. However, be-
fore anything was heard from Greece, ac-
cording to certain reports believed to be
reliable, some serious and violent incidents
took place within the Greek armed forces
in the Middle East, with British authorities
intervening to quiet them.

The EAM’s attitude towards the King’s
proposition is already known. The EAM
has repeatedly stated that one of the funda-
mental points of its own program is the
conduct of national elections for a constitu-
ent assembly under its own supervision.
However, there is circumstantial evidence
that the National Liberation Front does not
approve the return of the King under any
conditions. The main circumstantial proof
that the National Liberation Front does
not approve the King’s plan is that the
government-in-exile keeps mum on the
matter of approval or disapproval. If the
news from Greece were favorable, the gov-
ernment in Cairo would have heralded the
good tidings.

IT MUsT be noted here that the question
of whether Greece will have a consti-
tutional monarchy or a republic—or, as it
is usually expressed, whether Greece will
have a crowned or uncrowned republic—
is only part of the issue over the future
regime. Some royalist elements of the Na-
tional Liberation Front—a minority—be-
lieving in constitutional government, have
joined the conservative republican elements
in a campaign to prevent the return of
King George until the people, through a
constituent assembly or a plebiscite, decide
on the form of government they desire.

These conservative constitutionalists,
both royalists and republicans, had decided
months age to send a representative of
their own directly from Greece to contact
both the Greek government and the Allied
governments and to convey to them the
practical thing to do “to prevent a sharp
political crisis beyond the mere issue of
choosing between constitutional monarchy
or a republican form of government.”

It must be observed here that the ma-

jority of the Greek people desire a popular .

form of demecracy which will ensure for
them political and economic freedom, im-
proved laber standards, economic readjust-
ments and social security in the true sense
of the words.

In any case, that representative of the
conservative elements, Mr. Exintaris, has
recently arrived in Egypt. He left Greece,
presumably after the’ King’s statement had
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become known. It is not known as yet
what his exact mission is now, whether it
is the same as originally decided last year
or whether it has been modified. Accord-
ing to some reports reaching this country,
a new crisis broke out within the Greek
government-in-exile. The Greek Army of
the Middle East is under the influence of
an anti-fascist ‘military organization that
has close connection with the EAM. The
best guess is that some of the cabinet mem-
bers agree with’ Mr. Exintaris that the
King should not return to Greece before
a plebiscite, and they may resign if the
King does not revise his statement of July
and coaform to the will of the leaders in
Greece.

It must also be noted here that it is not
quite certain that King George is anxious
to return to Greece. Perhaps he would
prefer to resign but for the insistence of
certain outside interests that he adhere to
his July statement. In the belief of many,
the political situation in Greece and within
the government-in-exile is so critical that
the King may decide to stay in Egypt and
wait for the decision of the people rather
than just go to Greece under the protec-
tion of foreign bayonets.

IT WOULD not be correct to say that it is

the official policy of Great Britain to
keep King George on the throne in the
face of such opposition. Such a conclusion
would be an unjustified underestimation of
the usually realistic British diplomacy. My
own opinion is that the British government
is still waiting for more facts on which to
base a definite policy, and that there is a
struggle going on within British govern-
ing circles on all Balkan issues, which are
correlated with deeper eastern European
issues. There may also be differences be-
tween the British Foreign Office and the
American State Department.

While I am on this subject, let me point

-out that the conservative elements in Eng-

land, the traditionalists in British political
thought and diplomacy, continue to enter-
tain the obsolete and deceptive idea that
the political ‘struggle in Greece still re-
volves around issues between the Venizel-
ists and royalists. They are inclined to for-
get that the original issue between Venize-
los and -King Constantine—the former
representing one imperialist point of view,
the English, and the latter representing
another, the German—died long ago.
Today, King George is identified with the
British point of view, although, perhaps,
with only a section of the British govern-
ing circles, while some of the Venizelists
have developed distinct sympathies towards
America.

In this connection it is worth quoting
from the July 17 issue of Great Britain
and the East, a Tory periodical published
in London. I cite the following paragraphs
as characteristic of the thought of British
traditionalism: “Greece still suffers, though
fortunately jin a diminishing degree, from
the disastrous rift that split the nation into
royalist and Venizelist. The restoration of
the monarchy proved of itself insufficient
to heal the old wounds and the firm hand
of the Metaxas regime seemed to be neces-
sary to give the people, under the measure
of compulsion involved, time to allow the
dead past to bury its dead.”

And in another paragraph: “T'he most
ardent republican, however, will be hard
put to it to discover in Greece, with her
actual experience, or in any of the Balkan
countries, the least aptitude for making a
success of republicanism.”

I quote these paragraphs only to show
how right the Greek conservativés were
when they thought that a special mission
to England was needed, not to enlighten
Mr. Churchill and his progressive cabinet
members, such as Mr. Eden, Sir Stafford
Cripps, and others, but those elements of
the ruling class whose morbid minds are
still lingering in the rust and must of the
dead past of the Victorian and even the
Georgian era.

And finally T should like to point out
that the people of Greece, through their
National Liberation Front, which remains
united despite attempts to split it, are ready
to cooperate with the Allied armies under
any circumstances for the liberation of
Greece and the defeat of the Axis. The
Greeks have proved in the last two years
that they have a strong will. And they have
also proved that where there is a will there
is a way—a way of persuading our Allies
that they need not attempt to build on the
quicksands of obsolete premises and that it
is in the interest of the cause of the United
Nations to build on the rock of the popular
will, not only in Greece but in Yugoslavia
and other countries. This is the way of
making “the right of self-determination
once more a living reality”—to use the
President’s words. .

DEMETRIOS CHRISTOPHORIDES.
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WHO'S TO BLAME FOR INFLATION?

Not labor, whose real wages have failed to keep up with the ascending cost of living. The role
played by higher profits and the gaps in price control.

primary responsibility for the twenty-

five percent inflation which has oc-
curred since the war began. The claim that
labor has used this war to improve its eco-
nomic position relative to. other groups has
been made constantly. It has been argued
that labor has received an increasing share
of an ever-decreasing supply of consumer
goods and services. These arguments have
been supported by an appeal to statistics,
but like the drunkard with the lamp post,
labor’s attackers have used these statistics
for the support that they give rather than
for the light. that they shed.

Is labor responsible for the price increases
that have occurred since 1939?

To answer this question requires an ex-
amination of what has happened to wage
costs per unit of production. As everyone
knows, production has multiplied prodigi-
ously since the outbreak of the war. Gross
national output increased seventy-one per-
cent, from $88.6 billion in 1939 to $151.6
billion in 1942. What happened to the
labor cost of producing this output?

Unfortunately, income figures for wage
earners alone are not available. Salaries are
bulked with wages. Therefore, although it
is impossible to compute just the wage cost,
the salary-and-wage cost, as estimated by
the OPA, is close enough for our purposes.
It rose from forty-eight cents per unit of
output in 1939 to fifty-seven cents in 1942.
This nine cents increase in labor cost per
unit might be expected to be reflected in
genera] prices. However, two-thirds of the
nine cents was offset by a decline in over-

EBORk has been repeatedly charged with

head as output increased and spread these_

fixed charges over a larger number of units.
Prices should have gone up no more than
three cents per unit. Actually, they rose,
on the average, by 15.8 cents. What ac-
counts for the inflationary addition of 12.8
cents?

The answer is: increased profits. Profits
per unit of incorporated and unincorpo-
rated business rose by almost thirteen cents.
Here is the explanation for the price infla-
tion, so frequently attributed to high wages.
Increased wage costs by no means explain,
nor are they primarily responsible for, the
high increase in our prices.

How does the rise in the price of labor
compare with the rise in other prices?

It has been accepted as a national policy
that the prices the farmer receives shall
bear a fair relationship to the prices of the
goods he buys. This principle has been in-
corporated into the Emergency Price Con-
trol Act, which prohibits the OPA from
freezing prices on any farm products be-
fore they have reached parity. It is no less
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appropriate that the price for labor re-
ceived by the worker bears a proper rela-
tionship to the prices of the goods that he
buys. This principle, too, has been accepted
as national policy. It is embodied in the
Little Steel formula, adopted by the War

Labor Board in July 1942, Between Janu--

ary 1, 1941 and May 1942 the cost .of
living rose approximately fifteen percent.
When the President announced his seven-
point anti-inflation program, directing that
the cost of living be stabilized at May 1942
levels, the War Labor Board adopted the

Little Steel formula which limits wage rate
increases to fifteen percent above the Janu-
ary 1, 1941 levels. This principle was re-
affirmed by Congress in the Stabilization
Act of October 1942, which directed that
both prices and wages be stabilized as of
the levels prevailing in September 1942.

HOW do the changes in wages compare
with changes in the cost of living?
Unfortunately, the Bureau of Labor
Statistics does not publish adequate data on
the movements in wage rates. The BLS

"I wouldn’t mind inflation, but it's the higher prices that worry me.”
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measure most nearly approximating the
price of labor is that of average hourly
earnings. The increases in average hourly
earnings, however, are considerably greater
.than the increases in basic wage rates. The
changes in hourly earnings include the ef-
fects of increased overtime pay, incentive
payments, the increase in skills, and the
shift from low-paid industries to the higher
paid war industries. Actual increases in
straight time basic wage rates account for
no more and probably less than half of the
reported increases in average hourly earn-
ings. With this important factor in mind,
let us see how the changes in average hour-
ly earnings compare with those in the cost
of living.

Between August 1939 and April 1943
average hourly earnings for all employees
outside  agricultural occupations rose
twenty-nine percent. The increase in the
Bureau of Labor Statistics cost of living in-
dex was 25.9 percent over the same period.
In real terms of goods and services the in-
crease in average hourly earnings amounted
to only 2.7 percent. In spite of overtime
pay, in spite of the shift from low-paid non-
war industries to high-paid war industries,
" in spite of new skills won by millions of
workers by study and hard work, real aver-
age hourly earnings have 1ncreased hardly
at all over the pre-war level.

And this is not the whole truth. It is
a well known fact that the BLS index does
not reweal the full increase in cost of living
since 1939. It does not reflect all price
_ violations, for example. The OPA has ad-

mitted that prices would be reduced by
five percent if all price regulations were
enforced. Insofar as these violations are
only partially caught by the Bureau, the
index underestimates the cost of living.

IN ADDITION to lllegal price mark-ups,

prices have been indirectly increased
through quality deterioration, upgrading of
goods, elimination of bargain sales, and a
myriad of devices which are not and can-
not be reflected in the index. Taking all of
these factors into account, it is certain that
the BLS index understates the true rise in
the cost of living by a considerable amount
‘—probably as much as ten percent. Allow-
ing for all this, there is no possible doubt
that real average hourly earnings have not
increased at all during the war. On the
contrary, they must have fallen by five or
more percent.

The figures just cited are of course
averages for all non-farm=-workers. As
such, they conceal very large differences
between groups of workers. In the war in-
dustries, for example, the workers have
improved their real earnings by more than
ten percent, even after full allowance
is made for the defects in the cost of living
index. The position of non-manufacturing
workers, however, has definitely deterio-
rated. As a whole, their real average hour-
ly earnings in April 1943 were seven per-
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cent pelow August 1939, on the basis of
the uncorrected BLS index. This cut runs
as high as sixteen percent for government
workers—firemen, clerks, teachers, post-
men. A corrected index would reveal still
more striking losses. In the light of these
facts the statement that labor is profiting
out.of the war is a shocking travesty on
the truth.

So much for the entire war period. It is
in point to inquire now how labor has
fared during the period of the Little Steel
formula.

BETWEEN January 1941 and April -

1943 real average hourly earnings fell
by one percent even on the basis of the un-
corrected Bureau cost of living index.
Money hourly earnings for all non-farm
workers rose twenty-two percent. The cost
of living index rose twenty-three percent.
Adjusted for hidden inflation, the index
would show a decline in real average hour-
ly earnings—with which to buy food,
shelter, and clothing—of nearer ten per-
cent.

In this case, too, the average figure con-
ceals the improvement in the position of
some workers and the serious impairment
of the position of others. In the war in-
dustries, for example, average hourly
money earnings rose 37.5 percent. Work-
ers enjoyed an unmistakable net real gain.
In non-manufacturing, on the other hand,
money earnings were up about eleven per-
cent, real earnings down by at least nine
but probably nearer twenty percent. Gov-
ernment workers again suffered dispro-
portionately and heavily. The two years of
the Little Steel formula have not raised
workers’ real hourly earnings.

A third comparison is worth making for
the period between September 1942 and
March 1943. For it was to September
1942 that Congress and President Roose-

velt referred in their promise to stabilize

wages and cost of living.

Between these dates, average hourly
earnings rose 3.9 percent, cost of living
jumped 4.2 percent (the uncorrected in-
dex) and real hourly rates went down. So
much is clear for all to see. The price of

labor has definitely not outstripped the rise

in the price of the goods workers buy.
Hourly earnings on the average have not
got out of line with cost. of living changes.
Rather the reverse has happened for each
of the three periods examined.

It is frequently argued that workers’
“take home” has increased, that weekly

envelopes are fatter, annual incomes larger,

and that therefore labor is gaining from the
war. This is an important question in itself.
But before taking it up, let it be empha-
sized that weekly or annual incomes have
nothing to do with the question discussed
above. The President’s stabilization pro-
gram tied wage rates, not weekly earnings,
to prices. We have seen that wage rates
have not, on the average, kept pace with

prices. This accounts for the profound dis-
satisfaction with the government’s price
control failures on the part of the CIO,
and its relentless effort to secure price con-
trol, cost of living roll backs, or, if neces-
sary, wage rate increases to make good
the government’s promises to American
wage earners. '

But what of the accusation that labor
incomes have increased greatly and dispro-
portionately as compared with the incomes
of other groups in the nation?

Admittedly, hourly earnings do not tell
the whole story. Because of the increase
in -hours worked per week, weekly earn-
ings have risen more than hourly earnings.
Weekly money earnings were forty-three
percent greater on the average in April
1943 than in August 1939; real weekly
earnings were fourteen percent greater. To
the extent that this increase 'is due to an
increase in hours worked, it represents
simply extra payment for extra effort. No
one can fairly challenge the propriety of
this. No one has argued that farmers
should receive (for their larger 1943 out-
put) the same income as they received for
their smaller output in 1939. No one has
urged that businessmen should receive the
same aggregate profits for the 1943 output

as they did for their smaller output of

1939. More wages for more work is the
same principle applied to labor.

HOW does the increase in labor income
compare with the increase in income
of other economic groups?

The relevant data are available only on
an annual-basis. According to the Depart-
ment of Commerce total salaries and wages
of civilian employees rose seventy-four per-
cent, from 48.1 billion in 1939 to 83.7
billion in 1942. This fact is pounced upon
by labor’s accusers, as evidence of labor’s
profiteering. ‘This increase, however, is
clearly not out of line with that enfjoyed
by any other economic group. Corporate
profits increased eighty-one percent. Income
of farm owners rose 125 percent. Net
rents and royalties—a relatively fixed type
of income—rose thirty-four percent. (The
corporate income is after taxes, all others
before taxes.)

These figures belie the accusation against
labor. But the comparison is not fair as it
stands. The number of income earners
other than workers has remained relative-
ly stable over this period. .Consequently,
the percentage increase in corporate profits,
for example, represents the probable gain
per shareholder. This is not true in the case
of employees. The number of non-agricul-
tural workers increased greatly between
1939 and 1942. Millions, previously un-
employed, got jobs. The increased wages
were paid to many more men and women.
Allowing for this, the average increase per
wage earner in all ndn-agricultural indus-
tries, is probably less than half the seventy-
four percent increase in total wages and
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salaries. The OPA estimates it at thirty-
three percent. This increase per worker is
smaller than that for the recipients of any
other income share except interest. It is
considerably less than half the percentage
increase in profits after taxes and no more
than a fourth of the increase in average
farm income. The argument that labor
has increased its income enormously at the
expense of other income groups in the
course of this war is patently false.

Has labor reduced the living standards
of the rest of the population?

Despite the enormous increase in output
of war goods, the physical volume of con-
sumer goods and services increased by thir-
teen percent between 1939 and 1942.
Average weekly earnings in all non-agri-
cultural _establishments between August
1939 and April 1943 rose forty-three per-
cent in money terms and fourteen percent
in real terms. This means, of course, that
the average workers’ command over goods
and services has increased during the war.
Does this mean, however, that labor has
forced a reduction in the standard of liv-
ing of other groups, a charge frequently
made against Jabor by its opponents?

The answer to this question is definitely
no.

As we have already shown, the average

income per person for practically all other
income groups rose by a larger percentage
than did the average income per employee.
The command over gobds and services of
the other income groups has, therefore,
risen even more than of labor.

IN Its editorial of May 18, 1943, the

New York Times, basing itself on a
report of the Office of Civilian Supply,
states that the supply of civilian goods and
services will have to be cut to two-thirds
of the 1941 level. Jumping from this state-
ment to the conclusion that the supply has
in fact already been cut by this amount, it
then argues that since labor has increased
its command over goods and services, it has
forced the rest of the population to take
much more than a proportional cut in its
living standards. In the words of the New
York Times, “Industrial labor, in spite of
the fact that there was a smaller pie to be
shared by everybody, has not only in-
creased its relative slice of that pie, but has
increased it to such an extent that it was
actually consuming more than in the pre-
war period.”

This argument is false in its premises,
its logic and its conclusions:

First, the report of the Office of Civilian
Supply referred only to the degree to which
civilian output could be cut if it were neces-
sary to get down to rock-bottom levels.
It did not state that output would in fact
be cut to these rock-bottom levels. The
volume of output of consumer goods and
services has in fact declined only slightly
since 1941. It has actually increased by
thirteen percent since 1939.

Second, it is illogical to compare the in-
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crease since August 1939 with a decrease
in consumption since 1941. The same year
must be used. Obviously the increase in in-
come since 1941 has been considerably
smaller than the increase since 1939.
Similarly, if we use 1939 instead of 1941
as the base for measuring the change in
output, we find that output has in fact not
decreased, but increased by thirteen per-
cent.

FINALLY, the consumption pie is different
from the income pie. Even if consump-
tion has decreased slightly since 1941, it
does not follow that because labor has re-
ceived a larger income that it -has also in-
creased its consumption. All groups’ -in-
comes increased, labor’s least of all on a per
capita basis. On the New York Times’
method of reasoning, it would follow that
every income group received a larger share
of a decreasing supply of goods at the ex-
pense of every other group! '
Everyone is opposed to inflation in the
abstract. The difficulty has been, however,
that no one opposed having his own price
rise. Inflation has been interpreted to mean
a rise only in the other fellow’s price. Over
and over again the argument has been re-

CIO News

peated that a given product is an insignifi-
cant portion of total consumption and a
rise in its price will hardly be noticeable.
And so the pressures for price increases
have multiplied and the price structure has
given way bit by bit.

Despite the passage of the Stabilization
Act of October 1942, which directed that
prices be stabilized as of September 1942,
the cost of living rose by 5.9 percent. The
War Labor Board, however, has adhered
to the Little Steel formula, refusing to
grant any wage increases wherever wage
rates were fifteen percent above the Janu-
ary 1941 level. This discrimination cannot
longer be permitted. If the cost of living
is to continue to increase or fail to go down,
labor will insist that wages be permitted to
rise accordingly. Labor is aware that noth-
ing will be gained if prices and wages are

_permitted to chase each other toward the

sky. There will be no other choice left,
however, if the cost of living continues to
rise, or fails to fall to the promised level
of September 1942.

The above article is reprinted from the

“Economic Qutlook,” published monthly
by the CIO.
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“GRAND CROSSING”

Alexander Saxton's novel depicts the process by which a young middle class intellectual identifies
himself with the working class. An exciting record of democratic faith.

ing (Harper, $2.50) you will find the
A carnest and eloquent statement of the
present war generation, the young men
and women in their earliest twenties who
despise cynicism and whining, who reject
posing and vague gestures, who are thor-
oughly realistic but know how to sing and
dream, who in the act of affirming draw
up the points of a program. At least, Sax-
ton speaks for this side of his generation,
the side on which the health and sanity of
America depend. It is a privilege to greet
this author on the threshold of what may
well be a highly important career as a
writer of the people.

Like Betty Smith’s 4 Tree Grows in
Brooklyn (Harper, $2.75), which the
ssame publishers have elected to push as a
sounder - investment, Grand Crossing is
strongly autobiographical. But one strik-
ing difference in their quality derives from
the urgency of the remembered material
in the author’s consciousness. Betty Smith,
who is thirty-seven and lives at Chapel
Hill, looks back on her Brooklyn child-
hood with-a nostalgia that permits her to
say: “Brooklyn is not a city. It is a faith.
You cannot become a Brooklynite. You
have to be born one.” There is no similar
mood of devotional reminiscence in Alex-
ander Saxton’s novel. Not far from twen-
ty, he writes about his experiences as a
student at Harvard and Chicago Univer-
sity and as a worker on the New York
Central Railroad not to recall a neighbor-
hood or a family, but to register hard-won
decisions about the values by which one
can constructively act in the world today.
The human and social problems implicit in
Betty Smith’s story become dissolved in a
distant glow; in Saxton’s novel the mate-
rial is shaped toward the integration of a
personality and the meaningful action that
-will low from such integration. For all its
vigor, pathos, and sensitivity, 4 Tree
Grows in Brooklyn remains formless, bereft
of a solid inner purpose, and ultimately
evasive. Grand Crossing, by contrast, not
.only poses a basic human problem but stays
with it until a solution is in sight.

Michael Reed, the central character
of Grand Crossing, cannot digest the
snobbishness, intellectual timidity, and
anti-Semitism of the circles in which his
family and classmates complacently move.
Unlike the ‘nice,” and therefore some-

IN ALEXANDER sAXTON’s Grand Cross-
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what hateful, Harvard man Sherman
Townsend, Michael cannot be enthusiastic
about accepted things and cynical about
things that it is accepted to be cynical
about. That may be Harvard tradition, it
is certainly the tradition of the Harvard
literary crowd portrayed here, but.Michael
is ‘restless in it. He cannot look forward
eagerly to stopping at the club for a mar-
tini after work behind a mahogany desk.
And he breaks with Harvard to go to the
University of Chicago, where the Negro
medical student and Communist, William
Christmas, and the Jewish philosophy stu-
dent, Ben Baum, represent a new life out-
side the barred windows. Michael had “set
his foot outside the house and poked his
head outside and looked at the land with
the wind blowing across it, and mountains
in the distance. . ..”

But he had also “held his hand on the
knob so the lock would not click shut be~
hind him.” That knob, that basic at-
tachment to the conservative middle class
way, the coming-out parties, the ritual

drinking, the fraternities, the New Deal-
baiting, is the standing offer of Michael’s
uncle, Arch Wallace, of a big job on his
Woashington businessman’s newsletter. To
reject that job is not merely to change
colleges, but to change class allegiances, to
throw over for good the Sherman Town-

sends and to embrace William Christmas.
It is to trade a mahogany desk for a job
as switchman on the grand crossing, the
junction of railway lines on Chicago’s out-
skirts; but more than that it is to choose
4 new direction on the grand crossing of
contemporary society.

HIS is not a conversion novel in which

decisions are all the more brittle be-
cause they are made dramatically and at
the last moment; it is a novel of process.
In the process by which this young middle
class intellectual identifies himself with the
working class, there are complex stages.
There is struggle, debate, anguish. But be-
cause the issues are terribly serious, there
is no room here for declamation or melo-
drama or endless soul-twisting. Grand
Crossing is a firmly restrained novel, rich
in overtone; it is never over-zealous or
shrill; its most striking quality is an in-
tense sincerity and integrity that one misses
in so many far more experienced but es-
sentially world-weary novelists.

While the focus is on Michael Reed,
the other characters emerge as powerful
shaping forces on his mind. William
Christmas, for instance, is one of the most
interesting Negro figures in recent fiction
by a white author. He is a person of great
dignity and self-discipline; the moral pas-
sion, the deep need to help his people,
which had earlier led him to study for the
ministry, now found its highest expression

<

Alexander Saxton is described on the jacket
of his book as "a young man whose age is
belied by his varied experience. Educated at
Friends Seminary in New York City and Phil-
lips-Exeter (where he edited the Exeter Re-
view), he attended Harvard University from
1936-39 and in 1940 transferred to the Uni-
versity of Chicago. At various times in his
life he has worked as a harvest hand, con-
struction gang laborer, engine-wiper, freight
brakeman, architectural apprentice, and as-
sistant to the assistant editor of 'Common
Ground.' While he was writing "Grand Cross-
ing,' he was a switchman on the western
division of the New York Central Railroad
and a member of the Brotherhood of Rail-
road Trainmen. He also wrote a weekly
column on railroad affairs for the 'Daily
Worker." Recently he enlisted for special
training in radio in the US Maritime Service
Training Station, Hoffman Island, New York.”
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in Marxism. His down-to-earth intelligence
is dramatically contrasted with the self-
contradictory liberalism and pacifism of
Kate Blair, who preaches non-resistance to
evil and the free competition of all ideas:
“That’s not the point as I see it, Mrs.
Blair. Point is, whether we’re mixed up in
this free compétition ourselves, or not.
You tell that farmer he’s just an impartial
referee between the weeds and his corn;
he’ll tell you: No, sir, Mrs. Blair, this isn’t
a fight between the weeds and my corn, it’s
a fight between the weeds and me. And
we’re just like the farmer. We’re not um-
pires in any baseball game; we’re fighting
for our skins. We got to prove we’re
tcugher than the Ku Kluxers and the anti-
Semites and the Red-hunters and the fas-
cists and everybody else that lives on the
backs of other people. There’s only one
way I know to prove we’re tougher, and
that’s to act tougher. We can’t fool around
tolerating fellows like that. Are they wrong
or not? Of course they’re wrong. If you
tolerate what’s bad, that means you accept
what’s bad yourself.”

MORE robust and dramatic, Ben Baum

also strengthens Michael’s under-
standing of himself and of social issues, as
do several of the lesser characters, like the
earthy Rosita, the motherly Mrs. Baum,
and Johnny Morelos, the Mexican kid,
whose portrait reminds one of Bigger
Thomas. The insecurity and injustice that
threaten democratic values cannot be ig-
nored after one has met these people. They
press for an answer. “Which side are you
on?” And there is no honest answer but

- -

‘revolt against social stagnation, taking

sides with the plain people, working as
one of them. ‘

Michael’s relation with Aileen, who has
had to make much the same choice, is
treated with great sensitivity. Yet it is true
that Aileen remains too vague as a char-
acter; we do not have enough to explain
her; she is seen too insistently through
Michael’s eyes and does not have a clearly
definable existence of her own, even though
we must assume that her own problems
of change are as real as Michael’s. Some-

what the same criticism may be made of

the treatment of Ben Baum, whose im-
portance as an influence on Michael is so
great that he merited more careful analysis.
His presence is constantly felt; but I am
not sure that we can definitely state his
convictions with the precision that we can
those of William Christmas. Saxton’s prob-
lem evidently was to avoid moving the
focus away from Michael’s conflict and
getting into an elaborate political novel.
The choice for this book was wise, but the
fact remains that one is conscious of gaps
in Michael’s political relations both at Har-
vard and Chicago and of a certain blur in
characterization that results.

This is a really exciting novel. Saxton’s
prose is flexible, imaginative, economical.
There is a strong feeling here for the land
and the people. It is a novel of ideas as
well. The clearheaded confidence and in-
tegrity that pervade this story, the demo-
cratic faith and the courage to fight, mark
the appearance of a challenging talent, one
of the youngest, one of the most promis-
ing, on the American literary scene.

"I'D RATHER BE RIGHT"

Columnist Samuel Grafton's "American Diary" has wit, style,
and strength. Reviewed by Morris U. Schappes.

AN AMERICAN DIARY, by Samuel Grafton. Double-
day Doran. $2.50.
To STIMULATE the delight and laughter
of serious persons preoccupied with the
task of self-preservation—winning the war
—while dealing with a variety of vital
topics bearing upon that war, is a con-
siderable achievement. Samuel Grafton
does just this six days a weék for a couple
of million people who now read in about

thirty newspapers the column he originated

four years ago in the New York Post as
“I’d Rather Be Right.” If you add the
audience - for his weekly fifteen-minute
broadcast, it is clear that his influence is
_greater than that wielded by anyone so
consistently progressive in his outlook as
Grafton.

When you think he s right you get the
feeling of delight that comes from having
your thoughts expressed as you wish you
could have expressed them yourself, in a
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form, that .is, that makes the thought it-
self clearer. Grafton has a wit that makes
you joyous at the discomfiture of your
enemy. Striving for pungency, he achieves
it often enough to make his utterances
memorable. While in his daily column the
required length of 750 words tends to force
him to spread himself too thinly, to seem
to be worrying an idea for several inches
of type before he finally transfixes it im a
crackling summary sentence, this weakness
disappears in the carefully selected, pruned,
and edited compilation of his columns from
July 7, 1939 to May 11, 1943.

Grafton wants to call this a “diary.” He
seems to wish to escape some of the re-
sponsibility of being so influential. The
diarist, he says, “can afford to be wrong.”
Not really “afford” to be, for to be wrong
in public is to lead others into error. How-
ever, Grafton has wanted to be honest with
his readers, and so in his process of selec-

tion he has made sure that he has not ex—
cluded material that he himself may regard
as erroneous or that he must know some of
his readers will so consider. But it is cer-
tainly a mark of a brave and self-confident
mind that he decided to include excerpts
written during a period of four years when
an independent journalist had the herculean
task of trying to keep abreast of a shifting

tide of events that taxed the scientific train-

ing of even the most experienced social
scientists. If he proves himself in this rec-
ord often to have been neither sufficiently
profound nor nimble to evaluate adequately
some of the sudden leaps and turns that
history has made in the past years, it is en-
couraging to note that when the road is
clearer he steers down ‘it with celerity,
grace and tenacity.

QryLE is Grafton’s strength. He is not

the type of columnist who has “sources”
and “pipelines” and “contacts.” Officials
and public men spread no rumors and
lift no trial balloons through his columns.
His interpretation is generally of those facts
that have already appeared in print. It is
by arrangement and interpretation and
form of expression that he exerts his effect.
Tending to epigram, he seeks to funnel
his thought into a crisp terseness. Some-
times, of course, terseness escapes the
bounds of wisdom. Contrast, for instance,
the incisiveness of this sentence: “The un-
trained mind notes exceptions; the trained
mind discovers rules”—with the pompous
emptiness of this: “History is a record of
determined littleness at big moments.” Yet
both appear on the same page. Neither tells
the whole truth-about its subject; but the
first tells an important part of an import-
ant truth, while the second is as illuminat-
ing as a roadside reflector when you have
swept past it. But at his best he can glow:
“Only men who are on fire themselves
can scorch the earth.” And he can mock:
when the Free French took over those
Islands and the State Department growled,
he wrote: “The St. Pierre-Miquelon fish-
ermen did not mean to be fresh. They
would take off their hats to Sumner Welles
or Secretary Hull any day. . . .” And he
can send a man sprawling: “Some men are
worried that Russia might not stop at her
own borders. Some are worried that she
might stop there, giving us back the war.
It has remained for Senator Wheeler to
worry about both possibilities simultane-
ously.” And he can exaggerate with the
startling effectiveness of the cartoonist:
“We are caught with a State Department
at a time when there are. no states in
Europe. It is a strictly unofficial world
which we are constructing; the new demo-
cratic Europe is going to be entirely illegal.
. . . We need, therefore, a No-State De-
partment to set up diplomatic relations with
stateless humanity.” And he can make the
obvious fresh by putting it freshly: the
effect of Stalingrad on the theory of demo-
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lition by air power he records thus: “Mak-
ing rubble is not the same as making vic-
tory.” :
Would that others who think as clearly,
or even more clearly, could learn to say
their say so well!

: BUT there are some problems raised by

the book that needs discussing. First,
as to an ideological matter—it seems to me
that Grafton does not have an essentially
sound estimate of the nature of this war.
He takes it to be “a worldwide civil war,”
rather than a worldwide war of national
liberation. He will criticize Princeton Prof.
Harley L. Lutz’ call of last December to
a “desperate civil war” against the Roose-
velt administration, without realizing him-
self apparently that you cannot yourself
proclaim a worldwide civil war without
fighting it. One consequence of Grafton’s
theory is his wrong estimate of the French
National Committee of Liberation. He is
all for de Gaulle and the French under-
ground resistance movement. Good. But,
failing to understand the breadth of the
national French movement, he thinks he
has to choose between de Gaulle and
Giraud. So he is all against Giraud, and
that’s bad, for he thereby parts company
with the French underground, which is
for unity of Giraud and de Gaulle and the
Communists and anyone else of proven
loyalty to France.

Another consequence was seen in his now
famous broadcast on the day Mussolini
resigned. The significant thing about that
speech was not the detail that he called
Victor Emmanuel a “moronic little King,”
but the fact that he regarded the resigna-
tion of Mussolini as of no significance at
all. Nothing had changed, he said. In re-
acting -to those who exaggerated the resig-
nation to mean the end of fascism in Italy,
he went to the other extreme of failing even
to see it as the beginning of the end. He
was seeing it too simply as either the end

~or not the end, rather than as a process

that meant very much to the Italian peo-
ple themselves. No Italian felt the resigna-
tion had no significance; yet Grafton was
so “concerned” with the welfare of the
Italian people that he overlooked them
completely. Furthermore, he ‘was charac-
teristically ‘against Badoglio from the first
day; while the Italian people, having a
practical problem of forcing an uncondi-
tional surrender to the Allies, began by
demanding that Badoglio lead them in
surrender, and changed their demand to
the ouster of Badoglio only when they saw
he was refusing to do so. In ‘other words,
the Italian five-party combination saw this
as a mational war primarily and not as a
civil war of class, against class.

Second, I think it is worth noting that
Grafton is needlessly narrowing the scope
of his commentary. There is practically no
discussion of the role and functioning of
the labor movement in his columns. Here

is Pegler, who reaches an audience about
four times as large as Grafton’s newspaper
following, concentrating on a continual
attack on organized labor, infecting with
his venom and slander millions of lowe:
middle class and even working people.
Surely Grafton could, in the interests of
the war and of the “little fellow” he con-
sciously speaks to, turn his attention to
presenting the true picture of the trade
union movement’s achievements in produc-
tion,. in education, in politics, in the war
as .a whole. Of course it may be that
Grafton feels constrained to ignore- that
subject because the labor editor of the Post
is Victor Riesel, who formerly edited the
Social Democratic New Leader and now
peddles the same views to a wider audience.
It is hardly conceivable that Grafton would

" be agreeing with Riesel.

NOTHER area of omission in Grafton’s

field of vision is that of the struggle
for civil liberties in relation to the war.
Heywood Broun, with whose name some
reviewers have coupled Grafton’s, used to
be outstanding in that respect. He not only
saw persons in terms of issues, bBut also
issues in terms of persons. Mooney, Sacco
and Vanzetti, and others were often on his
tongue. But Grafton steers clear. The St.
Louis Post Dispatch and the New York
Herald Tribune may attack the Oklahoma
book trials as unfair, and be ultimately sus-
tained by the State’s highest courts, but
Grafton will not mention them. Bridges
can be attacked, but there is no Grafton to
lift a protest. The Supreme Court decided
the Schneiderman case and Willkie es-
poused it as a people’s cause, but Grafton
was silent. The Negro Odell Waller was
executed despite a national campaign of
protest, and the Negro William Wellman
was pardoned by a Governor after similar
protest, but no sign of interest from Graf-
ton. Surely it was as ‘“‘dangerous” for
Broun to defend anarchists and labor lead-
ers as it might be for Grafton to lift his

October 5, 1943 NM



en
o

‘.@1 PICTURE">;

NEW VTURM THEATRE

46 &B'way * Air-Cooled

From 10 A. M.

HELD OVER!
"Black Sea Fighters"

OCTOBER 5, 6, 7

"MAJOR BARBARA"

and '""UNDER THE ROOFTS OF PARIS"

IRVING PLACE R TS

Benefit Block Tickets at Reduced Price. GR. 5-’379

"A Triumph" =300t

Jan KIEPURA—Marta EGGERTH
in the NEW OPERA COMPANY'S Preduction of

Mo

with Melville Cooper
MAJESTIC, W. 44, Evs. 8:30. Mats. Thur. & Bat.

-

Russian Skazka

o Superlative Russian and
American Cuisine
o Soviet-American
Recordings
DINNER, 75¢
Late Snaks 35¢ Beer & Wine
17 Barrow Street
IRT te Christopher Street
Ind. Subway to W. 4th Street

CLAUSEWITZ
ON WAR

“War is the continuation
of politics by other means.”

Our Special Price $1.29

PLAYWRITING

Lajos Egri, author of the Simen & Schuster
best seller HOW TO WRITE A PLAY, will ac-
cept students for semesters in writing of plays,
novels and stories. Classes for FROFESSION-
ALS and BEGINNERS. Contact Evelyn Cernell,
21 East 21st St., Brooklyn. BU. 4-5329,

SCHOOL FOR DEMOCRACY

Dr. Howard Selsam, Director

Fall Term—Sept.-Dec. 1943
12 week evening courses
REGISTRATION begins Sept. 20
CLASSES begin Sept. 27
$8 per course
Complete catalog upon request

EXTENSION DIVISION

Classes may be arranged for clubs, unions,
community and similar groups at time and
place convenient to students. For further
information write or phone

School for Democracy
12 Astor P, N. Y. g GRamercy 47-4086

NM October 5, 1943

voice in behalf of a Waller or Bridges. Can
it be that Grafton so much fears being Red-
baited that he does not comprehend that
there are some issues that are worth even
that risk?

But Grafton has one campaign to his
credit that elevates him in statesmanship
and vision head and shoulders above every
other general columnist or radio commen-

"tator, and that is his consistent work for

the second front. He first raised the ques-
tion on October 15, 1941: “What could
England and the United States do to create
a diversion in the west, a ‘second front’?”
Remember the date, recall how very few
were thinking in those fundamental terms
at that time, and you have the measure of
his foresight. There is no more telling
writing in the book than that which he
devotes periodically to this central military-
political problem of the war. On March
31, 1942: “A policy of taking the offensive
in 1943 is a policy of taking the defensive
in 1942. Let us call things what they are.
A promise to act next year is, equally, a
promise not to act this year.” Then came
the June 11 “agreement” and its disagree-
able aftermath. On September 9, 1942,
Grafton wrote: “But now there is trouble:
the war is not going well; we have needed
a second complete accord with Russia on
the question of the Western Front, and,
recently, a third complete accord. The
score stands at three complete accords and
no Western Front.” In October 1943 the
score is even worse. But if Grafton’s val-
iant work, and that of others too, has so
far failed to lead our government to the
Western Front, perhaps the conclusion can
be drawn for all of us that it is not enough
to make a reader think, as Grafton does,
without telling him what he can do about
the problem. Grafton marshals minds with-
out organizing men.

Undoubtedly this is a book not so much
to quarrel with 3s to read and so very
much to enjoy. To his column one can only
wish more power, more comprehension,
more scope, and more influence.

Morris U. SCHAPPEs.
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CONSTANTINE SIMONOV WRITES . . .

The author of "The Russian People," in a letter to H. W. L. Dana, tells of the military and literary
life of a Soviet soldier, poet, and playwright. -

Among the younmger writers who have
come into prominence since the German
invasion of Russia, there is none more re-
markable than Constantine Simonov. He
is at the same time a poet, war correspon-
dent, playwright, and soldier. One of his
poems, “Wait for Me,” has been printed
in a million copies and set to music by at
least eighteen different composers. His
play, “The Russian People,’ has been
acted in a hundred different theaters in
" the Soviet Union, including the Moscow
Art Theater. In an English translation it
was presented in America by the Theater
Guild, opening with a gala performance in
Washington at which the Soviet ambassa-
dor and the American secretaries of war
and. navy were present. Professor H. W.
L. Dana, who has written a number of
articles on Stmonov, sent him a letter de-
scribing this first American performance
and has just received the following letter
in reply—The Editors.

EaR MR. Dana: Upon my return
D from a long military mission, I

found your letter at home. I heartily

thank you for it.

I am very happy that my play The Rus-
sian People was successfully acted in Wash-
ington. I know that it has many imperfec-
tions, but-it is very dear to my heart. I
wrote it in the intervals between trips to
the front, in the cold December and Jan-
uary days of 1941-42,

" From the first days of the war I became
a military person and worked at the front
as a correspondent of our military news-
paper Red Star. Naturally, I wrote many
sketches and news dispatches, but a half a
year after the beginning of the war I se-
riously took up my pen at the precise time
when I began writing The Russian Peo-
ple. This play was written very quickly
(in less than two months), during which
time I interrupted my work twice to go to
the front. This was my first response to the
war. I wanted to write the play as quickly
as possible, because I felt that people who
do not see war want to know as soon as
possible what it is really like. I was full of
impressions and involuntarily put into this
play all that, I knew and remembered. I
was eager in this respect, and perhaps for
this reason, the play came out not so
smoothly as I should have liked; neverthe-
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less, it still seems to me to have vivid pic-

tures of war and of people like those I saw
and loved in real life.

Perhaps you would be interested to
know that Valya Anoshchenko [depicted
in the play] is now alive and well, and. that
on account of the part she played in the
fighting in the Crimea she received the
highest award for personal courage, the
Order of the Red Banner. The man
whom I portrayed under the name of Sa-
fonov is also alive and well. He is now on
the Northern Frontier in Karelia, and re-
cently I received a letter from him. My
friend the journalist, whom I portrayed
in the play under the name of Panin, I
have not seen for a long time. The last
time I met him was at the Stalingrad ferry,
when I was returning from Stalingrad and
he was going there. We saw each other for
only five minutes, but during that time I
managed to tell him that I had put him in
a play and had mentioned there how in
the first months of the war he had actually
packed in his revolver case, instead of a
revolver, some eau de cologne and tooth-
paste. We remembered this and laughed.

As for Kharitonov, the creature from
whom I took that character is—as in the
play—no longer alive. True, he died in a
manner different from that in the play, but
in life he was just as much a scoundrel as
I have depicted him. I know that well,
because when we seized this scoundrel I
was the first to question him. Do not be
surprised at this: in our country if a war
correspondent is a lieutenant colonel, as I
am, all kinds of unexpected things happen.

I AM writing all this to you so that you
yourself may understand ‘why, in spite of
all its faults, this play is dear to my heart.

|
It is a piece of my own life and my own
remembrances which wil not disappear
from my memory even when this play will
long have ceased being acted on the stage.

Incidentally, * certain scenic situations,
which on the stage may seem invented by
the author for the sake of greater sharpness
and tension of action, are also actually
taken from real life. In the play there is
no water supply in the beseiged city, and
water is rationed. So it was in real life,
only not in the small southern town which
I portrayed, but in Odessa, besieged by
Germans and Rumanians in the fall of
1941. Just now, as I am writing you this
letter, Captain Khalip, my comrade, has
entered, with whom I saw people stand-
ing in line waiting for their portion of
water. Hearing the word “Odessa,” which
I was dictating to my stenographer, he
could not refrain from reminiscing; I did
not interrupt him, and thus I am continu-
ing this letter after an hour’s interval.

Enough of the play and enough of remi-
niscences. The fact that you wrote me a
letter is proof of your regard and interest in
my work. For that reason I should like to
say to you and your students, if you wish to
read them this letter, a few words not of
the past, but of the future. There is now
a temporary lull at the front. I took ad-
vantage of this to put in order my affairs,
my diaries, everything accumulated in these
two years. Besides that, I am finishing
dictating my novel about Stalingrad, which
I conceived a long time ago, last autumn
when I was there in Stalingrad itself, but
which only now I am able to put into
shape. The novel is almost finished. It
terrifies me by its length and by the speed
with which I wrote it. As is always the case
in such instances, the main difficulty will
be not when I lengthen it, but when I shall
have to shorten it. I do not know whether
I shall’ be able to finish it; for if serious
events develop at the front, then through
the call of duty, or through my personal
desire, or through habit, I shall probably
immediately go to the front.

Then my plans for the future will be
centered, above all, in continuing my work
as a war correspondent, work often difficult
but always gratifying, and especially so if
one is to think of the future. After the war
the author who has lived at the front, if
he manages to remain alive, can feel rich
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for the rest of his life. My father, who was
wounded six times in the last war, but
still remained alive and well, always told
me that in order not to get killed one thing
only is necessary: once and for all to throw
away all thoughts of being killed. As a
dutiful son, I follow his advice and assume
that in my case, as in his, everything will
be all right.

I THANK you for translating my verses
“Wait for Me.” In connection with this
I should like to tell you that the play which
I have written on the same theme, and

with the same title, is being put on in many

cities of my country in twenty or thirty
theaters at the same time, and a movie
based on this play will be finished in a
cinema studio in about a2 month,

During the trips to the front in the fall,
if I find time, I should like to work on the
theme of the defense of Moscow in the
autumn of 1941, which is especially dear
to my heart because I am a confirmed
Moscovite, and like a good patriot, I con-
sider it the best city in the world.

I shall be very happy if you will send me
copies of your articles and if our correspond-
ence, begun so successfully, is not inter-
rupted. I am happy at the opportunity to
greet through you your American audiences
and to tell them that I, like all my friends,
the Russian writers, do all in my power for
victory over the Germans. This seems to
me the simplest, and clearest, and truest
proof of the strong, fighting friendship be-
tween our peoples.

I hope that some day we shall meet in
America or in Europe. Captain Khalip,
who, besides being a captain is also an art-
ist, is still with me and he says that he
would be happy to photograph that meet-
ing. Who knows—perhaps it will be so.

I hope that this letter, notwithstanding
the difficulties of wartime, will go faster
than yours did.

I clasp your hand.

Yours,
CONSTANTINE S1MONOV.
Moscow.

"Land of Fame"'

HE New Yorker theater critic has
justly characterized the current season
as one of “triumphant balderdash,” and
the bedroom farceurs, gag men, coloraturas,
professional funny men, and all the others
responsible are still in full control of the
situation. By their warbles, leers, burps,
and off-color Japerles they have induced a
solid state of coma in the dramatic arts.
There have been one or two' feeble efforts
to make of the stage something more than
a platform for delivery-room jokes, and it
is sad to admit, that Land of Fame, a
play about Greek guerrillas, by Albert and
Mary Bein, while more successful, falls
short of its intentions.
The play’s ingredients, as well as the
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authors’ sharp political understanding,
should have made for resounding theater,
and there are moments that reveal the full
dramatic potentialities of the theme. But in
the main, the talk and action remain un-
inspired and unconvincing. I think the rea-
sons lie in the fact that the play tries to
encompass too many forms and succeeds
in capturing none of them. The authors
cast their characters in the heroic mold,
through historic théugh stilted exam-
ples of Greek glory. As such they are
committed to behave as symbols, their

speech reflecting the dramatic struggle be- .

tween the forces of fascism and democracy.
The characters are all given, not back-
grounds, but names such as wagonmaker,
shepherd, tinsmith, schoolmaster, etc., all
in the tradition of the morality play. Had
this kind of treatment been consistent,
Land of Fame might have achieved a cer-
tain cogency and effectiveness.

uT the Beins also chose to introduce

realism, and judged by the criteria of
the realistic theater, the dialogue becomes
wooden and talky. Lacking roots and back-
grounds, except for the speeches put into
their mouths, there is no basis for the char-
acters’ behavior, no justification for their
respective personal choices. The expert use
of the realistic technique demands first of
all the full exploration of character, and the
pattern of action that flows from it. The
play’s greatest weakness, perhaps, results
from this major defect: that action does
not come from living people caught in a
tragic circumstance, but from a superim-
posed plot. Thus, in order to satisfy the
requirements of plot, a highly successful
guerrilla leader who has the Nazi garrison
on the edge of the jitters suddenly sur-
renders to that garrison, an action that is
incredible to all except a supervisor of B
films.

There are, as I have said, stirring mo-
ments in the play, and in general it is
superior to “The Moon Is Down” (the
play), with which it invites comparison.
But a successful scene here and there, and
the faint praise of comparison does not
make for a sound play The play on un-
derground resistance is yet to be written
(not counting Watch on the Rhine) and
the opportunities for a sensitive and under-
standing writer are unlimited. I believe
the Beins owe it to themselves and to us,
the supporters of anti-fascism, to try again.

Josepu FosTER.

Sickly New Life

ELMER Rice told one of the theater

critics that he set out to write a good
part for Betty Field (Mrs. Elmer Rice)
in 4 New Life. He might have done better
for the Rice family and the audience at
the Royale Theater had he concentrated
on writing a good play. It is almost in-

credible that a man of Rice’s experience—
this is his twenty-fourth production—
should permit a play as flat and immature
as 4 New Life to aggravate the illness
which currently afflicts Broadway. I went
hopefully to the play because Elmer Rice
wrote it. I left the play with the nagging
thought that only his name could have got
it beyond the outside office of a theatrical
agent.

It is a formless work that pretends at
moments to say important things about
the brave new world after the war. The
nine scenes in the maternity hospital are
helter-skelter and wearisome. Edith Cleg-
horne has a mechanically squealing baby on
the stage in scene four. The father is a
captain whom Edith had married two
weeks after she met him during a roman-
tic furlough. The baby’s paternal grand-
father is a wealthy isolationist from out
west, and Mr. Rice takes a few good
swipes at him and the clan of rabid anti-
Rooseveltians whom he represents. Unfor-
tunately, this reactionary is as unconvincing
as Gustave Jensen, the merchant seaman
who fought in Spain. Cleghorne pere tries
to run the life of his daughter-in-law, but
in the end Edith and the captain assert
themselves. They look toward a free world
in which their child can grow up unspoiled
by ymillions and snobbish ideas.

That, I take it, approximates the theme
of the play. But Mr. Rice is so busy writ-
ing a good part, displaying his knowledge
of maternity hospitals, and hopping be-
tween thinnish farce and ultimate philoso-

"phies of human existence that the theme

and the audience are both depressingly
swamped. The sets by Howard Bay are
attractive, and Betty Field is sympathetic
as the young mother, but there is little else
one can conscionably eke out in praise of
the production, which Mr. Rice himself
staged. In future estimates of the author
of The Adding Machine, Counsellor-at-
Law, and Street Scene, A New Life should
thoughtfully be relegated to a footnote.
It is a personal indulgence, not a play.
SAMUEL SILLEN.

Theater Meeting

Michoels and Feffer farewell to an
"army of actors."

ONLY the first 1,400 people who got to

the theater’s farewell reception last
Friday night, in honor of the two Soviet
artists, Prof. Solomon Michoels and Lt.
Col. Itzik Feffer, were able to crowd into
the Royale Theater. When the doors were
closed, because of the fire laws, some twenty
minutes after they had been opened, sev-
eral hundred actors and other theater work-
ers had to be turned away. Earlier in the
week, a similar reception to which only
writers were invited, also “played to
standees.”
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The interest and enthusiasm aroused by
~these two “cultural ambassadors” from the
Soviet Union is only partly explained by
the fact that Lieutenant Colonel Feffer is
one of the most distinguished of Soviet
poets, known and honored by readers of
Yiddish the world over, and that Professor
Michoels, director and star of the Moscow
State Jewish Theater, is also internation-
ally famed as one of the greatest Shake-
spearian actors of the day.

These audiences know that Soviet ar-
tists are “at the front” both as soldiers and
as artists. They came with questions on
how the Russians’ experience can be trans-
lated into terms of the problem American
artists face in their struggle to find the
place in our common war effort where they
can render the most effective service. They
also came because they want, as Maxwell
Anderson put it, to “build a highway of
the mind” between our. two countries.

In his speech of greeting Friday night,
the American playwright underlined the
need and our deep desire for friendship with
the Soviet Union. He pointed out that “we
get on very well with England despite the
fact that most Americans dislike men-
archy.” There is no reason, he feels, why
we should not get on equally well with the
Russian people, whether or not the ma-
jority of Americans approve of socialjsm.
What is needed, he said, is understanding.
For that reason we welcome ‘“an ambas-
sador from the Russian theater. If we
understand the Russian theater, we shall go
a long way toward understanding Russia.”

Major Raymond Massey, chairman of
Friday night’s reception, characterized the
great advances that have already been made
in American-Soviet friendship as the “silver
lining”” in the dark picture of a world at
war. Paying tribute to the tremendous vic-
tories of the Red Army, he told of a con-
versation he - had recently with Leland
Stowe, noted war correspondent. “By all
the laws of logistics,” Stowe told him, “the
current Russian offensive should have
stopped, at least for a breathing spell, over
three weeks ago.” We are, Massey said,
proud to be the allies of a people whose
character is stronger than the laws of mili-
tary science.

Professor Michoels spoke in Russian,
translated by Capt. Sergei Kournakoff.
“This is the night I have longed for,” he
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began, “with you soldiers of the army of
actors. You, who listen to the people! You;
who feel the pulse of life itself.” He de-
scribed the placeiof the actor in the society
of the Soviet Union, contrasting it with the
age-old and often hopeless struggle of this
type of artist in a system which too often
relegated him to the position of the one
worker in the theater who had “no brain
of his own.” The truth is, Professor Mi-

- choels said, the actor is “far more than a

performer of other people’s work. He is
a thinker, a poet, a creator, a fighter for a
glorious new life! o
“We are the eyes and ears of the people.
Our task while people are fighting is to
tell them the truth about the future. That
is my message from the Soviet theater to
the magnificent actors of America. Long
live the great art of the theater!”
Lieutenant Colonel Feffer spoke in Yid-
dish, translated by John Garfield. He re-
ferred to himself and other poets as “allies
of the actor.” Most of his talk was devoted
to an account of how Professor Michoels
had worked to carry his message to the

. people on the firing lines of the Eastern

Front and to a eulogy of his work in the
Moscow State Jewish Theater, particularly
his world-famous portrayal of King Lear.
Telegrams of greeting were read from
Paul Robeson, Lily Pons, and Andre Kos-
talanetz. J. S.

Hollywood Congress

Los Angeles.

THE biggest news here right now, bar

none, is the Writers Congress, that
will be going full blast during October 1-4.
Organized under the auspices of the Uni-
versity of California in Los Angeles and
the Hollywood Writers Mobilization, it
has attracted a tremendous broad represen-
tation of workers in the cultural field, and
the excitement here is enormous.

The University of California is lending
its Royce Hall and leading educators on its
staff. Pres. Robert G. Sproul of the
University -will open the public ses-
sion on October 1 and read a message of
greeting from President Roosevelt. Par-
ticipating in the mobilization, of which
Robert Rossen (author of the film The
Edge of Darkness) is chairman, are the
following organizations of Hollywood
writers: the Screen Writers Guild, Radio
Wiriters ¢ Guild, Screen Publicists, Screen
Readers, Screen Cartoonists, American
Newspaper Guild, Independent Publicists’
and Song Writers’ Protective Association.
At the public meeting the production end
of the motion picture industry will be rep-
resented by men like Jack Warner, Walter
Woanger, Col. Darryl Zanuck, Y. Frank
Freeman, Charles Einfeld and Mark
Sandrich. Lt. Col. Evan Carlson of the
US Marine Corps (leader of Carlson’s
Raiders and author of Twin Stars of
China) will address the opening session,

together with Walter White of the Na-
tional Association for the Advancement of
Colored People, Walter Huston( master
of ceremonies), Marc Connelly and Ralph
Freud, co-chairmen of the Congress, and
representatives of the United Nations and
of our own armed forces. The Congress
embraces writers and educators of prac-
tically every variety of political opinion, all
united for the purpose of prosecuting the
war and lending the concrete assistance of
their many crafts and techniques.

On the Congress committee and the
advisory board, we find people like Prof.
Franklin Fearing of UCLA, screenwriters
John Howard Lawson, Sheridan Gibney,
and Howard Koch (Mission to Moscow),
radio writer Arch Oboler and executive
producer Sidney Buchman (Columbia
Pictures), John B. Hughes (radio com-
mentator), Joris Ivens (creator of The
Spanish Earth and many other distin-
guished documentaries), Stephen Long-
street (novelist), Kenneth MacGowan
(producer); Mary McCall, Jr., president
of the Screen Writers Guild, Dudley
Nichols, Carl Sandburg, and Rex Stout
(chairman of the Writers War Board).

The government is interested in this
congress, interested in applying the many
specialized skills of its participants to the
better prosecution of the war. Representa-
tives of OWI will be present, as well as
accredited delegates of the Army, Navy,
and the Marine Corps. Most of these men
will participate in the panel discussions and
seminars taking place on October 2 and 3.
The panels will include discussions of
minority groups (John Collier, Carey
McWilliams, Dalton Trumbo, and Walter
White); “The Nature of the Enemy,”
under the chairmanship of John Wexley
(The Last Mile, Hangmen Also Die, The
City That Stopped Hitler) with Col.
Carlos Romulo of the Philippine Army,
Lion Feuchtwanger, Dudley Nichols, and
Mikhail Kalatozov (Soviet film represen-
tative in America) speaking; ““The
American Scene,” Robert Rossen, chair-
man). Dislocations on the home front will
be analyzed; the strains to which the family
is subjected in this period will be examined,
with stress laid on the social and economic
conditions that affect it, and the psycho-
logical factors operative in creative writing
about the home front. There is a long list
of speakers including Professor Fearing of
the University, Howard Estabrook (screen
writer) and Milton Merlin; “Propaganda
Analysis,” propaganda techniques in rela-
tion to the American scene . . . the writer’s
influence in strengthening the home front.
John B. Hughes is the chairman, with
Lyman Bryson, Frances Wilder, Gordon
Kahn, and others participating.

There will be a panel on “Latin Amer-
ican Affairs,” under the chairmanship of
Prof. Ralph Beals. A panel on “Problems
of the Peace” will find Phyllis Bentley of
Great Britain, Vladimir Pozner (Edge of
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the Sword) of France, Yu-Shan Han (of
China), Robert Riskin, and others
speaking.

The fifteen seminars are too many to
elaborate on, but they will involve two on
the “Creative Film” (Dore Schary, Sidney
Buchman, Col. Darryl Zanuck, Talbot
Jennings), “Creative Radio” (Norman
Corwin, Ranald Macdougall, Bernard
Schoenfeld, and Arch Oboler), “The Role
of the Press” (two sessions), “Song Writ-
. ing in War” (Oscar Hammerstein, Earl
Robinson, Arthur Schwartz and E. Y.
Harburg), “Radio Television,” “Humor
and the War,” “Indoctrination and T'rain-
ing Films” (Lt. Col. Evans Carlson,
Mikhail Kalatozov, a representative of the
British Ministry of Information, and others
from the American armed forces);
“Writers in  Exile” (Thomas Mann,
Alexis Minotis, Lion Feuchtwanger, Capt.
Paul Perigord and others); “Short Wave
Radio,” “Documentary Film”. (Leo Hur-
witz, chairman, with James Wong Howe,
Joris Ivens, Kenneth Macgowan, Sgt.
Ben Maddow); “Music in Relation to the
Writer and the War,” the ‘“Animated
Cartoon,” and last, but scarcely Ileast,
“Radio News and Analysis,” in which a
typical news program will be prepared and
broadcast on a national hookup before the
audience, with Harry Flannery, John B.
Hughes, Fox Case, and others participat-
ing.

“Wiriters,” says the prospectus of the
Congress, ‘“face tremendous and urgent
tasks in relation to the war. The spoken
and written word and the image on the
screen are of crucial importance in devel-
oping civilian and military morale, in
bringing the promise of victory to the coun-
tries under Axis tyranny, in cementing the
unity of the United Nations, in clarifying
the conditions for a just and lasting peace.”

This paragraph holds the gist of the pur-
pose and direction of this congress of
American and United Nations writers.
There is no reason why it should not per-
petuate itself in the form of national and
even international organization, for the
duration of the war and in the peace. Its
modest aim is: “To formulate a program
of action which will unite and mobilize the
whole writing profession”—a need that
has not yet been achieved although we
have been at war for almost two years.
Its perspectives are shrewdly appreciated
by Franklin D. Roosevelt, whose greeting
to the Congress you will read as soon as
it is released.

This is the broadest meeting of writers
ever to have taken place in America, and
its existence is the proof of the growing
unity of our people. At no other time in
our history could such a congress have
taken place. The requirements of victory
have brought it into being; the require-
ments of peace and international progress
will perpetuate it.

N. A. DanIELs.
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Climaxing
20 Years of Service
to America

- -and dedicated to

MARXIST-LENINIST
EDUCATION
FOR VICTORY

The most comprehensive curricu-
lum and the largest teaching staff
in all its history, for Fall 1943,
Term starts October 4th. The
complete “Twentieth Anniversary”
catalogue is ready now. Send or
phone for it. Better still, get it when
you come in to register . .. and ...

Register Now!

TWENTIETH ANNIVERSARY .
T. - NEW YORK 3 - AL.4-1199

HX%X%X%X%X%X%X%X%X%X}
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the second annual

All-Soviet Music Recital

SUNDAY EVENING, OCTOBER 24TH, 8:30 P.M.
CARNEGIE HALL

57th St. and 7th Ave.

New Music by—SHOSTAKOVICH, KHATCHATURIAN, PROKOFIEFF,
' GLIERE, MIASKOVSKY, KRENNIKOV, and others

Prominent artists of the concert and theatre world will sing, dance, and play
the music

TICKETS FROM 83 CENTS TO $3.30
On sale at Bookshops and American-Russian Institute, 56 West 45th St.

Auspices— AMERICAN-RUSSIAN INSTITUTE
WATCH THIS SPACE FOR ADDED DETAILS
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IF YOU CAN'T DECIDE-
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FLIP A COIN!

Would your brother:in-law be the best person to approach for a
NEW MASSES subscription—or the man from the office who eats
|;mch with you every day? Don't waste time making up your mind:
flip a coin, then go to work on the basis of what it decides for
you. After all, you can try the other person later—when you've

secured the sub from the first one.

That's one of the Six Basic Methods which NM has worked out for
its readers to make subscription-getting easier. On page 2 of this
issue we talk about the six basic methods of mégazines in general.
And we decided that only one of them was really worthwhile for
NM. But that one has six variations, which we will present to you
from time to fime, with illustrations by Soriano. If the one this week
seems rather ﬂippani’ (and we're not trying to pun), it is only be-
cause you haven't tried it. It works. And, seriously, what we are
trying to say is: please don't wait, don't "think it over" or "line up
prospects” before tackling this job. You'll find that it isn't a big
job for you, but it's a big project for us. Our goal is: 5,000 new
subscribers by Jan. 1, 1944. It's urgent for the magazine, for its
effectiveness as a fighting periodical, to reach that goal. YOI;I—

and only you—can make it possible.

NEW MASSES, 104 East 9th Street, New York 3, N. Y.

Enclosed find $ for which please send NM for one full year,
52 weeks.

(There are 2 methods of payment; we prefer the first; you may prefer the second.)
[] One Year, $5.00.
[] One year, $1.00 down payment. Bill $1 monthly for 4 months.

SUB SENT IN BY

NAME  NAME

ADDRESS ADDRESS

CITY. STATE CITY. STATE
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