250 a co py

Comment.. e 65

The Powerless People: the Intel-
lectual in Society, by C. Wright

The Cause that Refreshes— Four
Delicious Freedoms, by Niccolo

OHTUES

Edited by Dwight Macdonald

Rejoinder by Mr. Hays................ 88
POPULAR CULTURE

April 1944

Introduction to the History of
Culture, by Weldon Kees............ 85

FREE AND EQUAL
On the Conduct of the Lynn
Case, by Dwight Macdonald 85

The Powerless People

by C. Wright Mills

TUCCH et e 73

o Bert Brecht, Minstrel of the N
The New Imperialism, Il: Twenty GPU, by Ruth FisCher................. 88 The NeW |m e“ahsm
and ONE, byArthurPincus 74 BOOKS '

A Letter on the Michigan Con-
ference, byFrankMarquart 80

. . PERIODICALS
The Soviet Union, a New Class

Society (Part Two), by Peter
MeYer s 81

Comment

The M.C.F.— A New Third Party?

On March 5 and 6 some 350 delegates from AFL and
CIO unions, farm organizations, consumer and white-
collar groups, and leftwing parties met in Detroit and took
the first steps towards_s_ettm? up the Michigan Common-
wealth Parly. The driving force behind the Detroit con-
ference was a %roup of youngish second-rank union leaders,
mostly from the United Automobile Workers: Matthew
Hammond, tool and die worker and president of Local
157, UAW; Paul Silvers, president of Local 351, UAW;
fucker P. Smith, secretary of the United Retail Workers
joint board in Detroit and vice-president of the Michigan
ClO; Emil Mazey (lnow in the Arma/), head of the power-
ful Brlg?s Local 212, UAW; Brendan Sexton and Frank

Marquart oi the UAW: Merrill Case of the American Fed-

eration of Teachers (AFL).

The Conference laid plans to launch 260" “Common-
wealth Clubs in Mlchlgan in the next two months, and to
hold a convention in Ju . { |
wealth Federation will be formally established and its hasic
piogram determined, and candidates selected for local and
state elections this fall Meanwhile, it adopted certain basic
principles, of which the most important are:

This party shall be open to membership from all the
cd'mmon dpeople of Michigan who work for a living, who
are forced to ‘watch the pennies’ as they live, who renounce
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y at which the Michigan Common-

In Latin America

by Arthur Pincus

the old-line parties, and who declare themselves ready to
band together in a new party to fight for their common
good and a?amst their common foes. It shall especially
seek to enroll trade unionists, worklngi farmers, consumers,
and1pr.ogre53|ve professional and small business people.

“This party shall work for the establishment ot economic
democracy to parallel our political democracy. It will
fight for the organization of an economy of abundance that
will afford full employment and security to all who work
for a living in factory, farm and office. It shall especially
fight for democratic control over those industries and mon-
opolies where private ownership is threatening democracy,
IS mzurmg the common welfare and is blocking the achieve
ment of the highest possible living standards.”

Elsewhere in this issue is a first-hand report on the con-
ference by Frank Marquart. To his comments, | should
like to add a few of my own. First of all, the vagueness,
not to say ambiguity, of the above program—what does
“democratic control” mean? where does private ownership
not “injure the common welfare”? etc,—shows that the
conference was dominated by trade unionists and not politi-
cal leftists. It will have to define its prmmples more clearly
if it is to deyeIoP. into more than a left pressure group
on the Administration in power. Its model s the Canadian
CCF, whose sensational growth has stirred the imagina;
tions of the American left. The keynote speech at the con-
ference was delivered by David Lewis, national secretarK
of the CCF. It is significant of the trend that, althoug
the_conference was called to consider “the promotion of
a Farmer-Labor Parly”, the delegates decided this was too
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Marxist and class-conscious a name and voted instead for
a Commonwealth party The change seems to me an im-
provement: American ‘workers and” farmers are not very
class conscious, and a party which wants to attract them
need not alienate them with its very name, Also, the
“farmer-labor” label is pretty stale” now in American
politics, nor is it assoicated, as the CCF is, with a tradition
of contemporary success. The conference also followed
the CCF in emp asmn? a loose, democratic organizational
structure, with  a great deal of local autonomy, and in
apBeallng to middleclass, as well_as workingclass interests
—poth of them good ideas. The remarkable political
backwardness of the American workmﬂclass however, ap-
ears in the refusal of the MCF to follow the lead of the
CF in putting forward a socialist program. Such a pro-
gram Is no guarantee of progress, as the evolution of the
ritish Labor Party shows, but it is hard to see how pro-
?ress can be made without it. The next few ){e.ars will call
for somethlnq stronger than a new New Deal if labor and
its natural allies are to advance, or even successfully to
defend their present positions.

Has It a
Future?

Far from adopting a socialist pro_giram, the
conference did not even emanmRate itself from
~ Roosevelt. It did not endorse him, but neither
did it criticise him. And it adopted a formal plank statin
the party would not run a presidential candidate in 1944,
Chairman Hammond made his own i)osmon clear when
he took the floor to say: “As far as | am concerned, the
best way of r_e-electln% Roosevelt is the formation of this
party. That is the 0n¥ way he will carr?/ this state. We
will ‘bring thousands of voters to the polls. Who do you
think they will vote for if not for Roosevelt? Most of us
will vote Tor Roosevelt no matter who runs on the Republi-
can ticket.”  According to Labor Action (March 20),
althou?\lh a large bloc of delegates were opposed to Roose-
velt, “Not a sm?Ie leading member of the committee took
the floor to challenge this point of view.” 1 think this was
a tactical error; illusions about Roosevelt are very danger-
ous now that his policies have become so predominantly
anti-labor, and the place to begin to educate unionists about
the facts of political life today would seem to be such a
conference as this. If the MCF fails to meet this issue
squarely in its Ju_I%/ convention, it will have failed to lay
a foundation for its whole future work.

The attitude of the top leaders of the UAW towards the
conference was either openly hostile (Thomas, Franken-
steen) or non-committal (fthe_Reuthersg. Director Scholle
of the Michigan branch of Hillman’s CIO Political Action
Committee denounced the meetl_nfq before it took place—
although his attitude may be different now that the MCF
has tacitly supported Roosevelt’s 1944 camEalgn. But re-
gardless of what the top CIO leadership thinks or does now,
some kind of third party, based mostly on labor, seems
pretty definitely in the cards in the next two years. The
disillusionment of the rank and file with both "old parties
IS becqmm% acute, and the top leadership is beginning
to realize that when Government boards determine wages
and working conditions, they need a political as well "as
a trade union organization to get anywhere.

In Chicago another embryo third party has arisen, on a
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more modest scale than the MCF but significant: the Amer-
ican Commonwealth Pa{t>{, recently formed as “an experi-
mental pattern” bE Willard Townsend, president of the
Transport Service mpIo.){ees (CIO), Len Levy, vwe-gresr
dent of the United Retail, Wholesale & Department Store
Workers (CIO), and Maynard Krueger of the Socialist
Party. Other such groups may be expected to sprout here
and there in the future. "The situation now seems to be like
that in the trade union movement in the early thirties.
Industrial unionism had become a pressing historical neces-
sity. Leftists had been preaching the grospel for ?/ears, with-
out aﬁ)parentIY getting anywhere. Then a bloc of top
AFL leaders led by Lewis organized the CIO, and in a
couple of years industrial unionism was ﬂart of the Ameri-
can social pattern. It seems probable that certain of the
more Progresswe ClO top leaders will similarly grasp the
opporunlt and found a national labor party some time
arter the 1944 elections They may find it more difficult to
keep it inside the framework of the stains quo, however,
than was the case with the C10. A political party is a more
explosive mechanism than a trade union, and the forties
Phrp{nlse to be a more turbulent decade than even the
irties.

Bliven An indication that POLITICS is getting under
Furiosus  the skin of those whose skins should be gotten

under was the veiled reference to “a new journal,
sharply leftist, devoted to politics and economics”_in Bruce
Bliven’s attack on “The Hang-Back Boys” in The New
Republic of March 6. (All the referencés were veiled; it
was that kind of article.) Bliven says YEA to the Stalin
regime, the Roosevelt Administration; and World War 111,
and he is indignant that a few perverse souls continue to
say NAY to some or all of these msplrlngh phenomena.
Heé has evidently been bottlm? up his wrath for a ang
time, and he lets go in one glorious shotgun blast whic
Pep ers the target all the way from Wisconsin isolationism
0 Trotskyism, from Charles A. Beard to Milton Mayer.
It must have been a great reljef, .

It is a little late for a detailed reply to Bliven, and any-
way my fellow han%-backers have "already retorted at
length—at more length than the specific gravity of Bliven’s
article warranted, perhaps. | should like merely to point
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out that the article is a striking example of “totalitarian
liberalism”, which makes a fetish of State control of the
economy and has no tolerance for criticism of this process
from the viewpoint of human freedom. Free criticism
itself, in fact, is suspect by this school. Bliven makes little
attempt to show that the war and the Stalin and Roosevelt
regimes are more deserving of being embraced than hung-
back-from; he thinks he has proved his point when he
demonstrates the “negativistic”, uncooi)_eratlve attitude of
the hang-back boys. | should also like to observe, in
John L. Lewis language, that it ill behooves one who him-
self supped at isolationism’s table up to a few months
before Pearl Harbor to attack his former associates with
such violence. And it ill behooves an editor who changed
his paper’s [f)o_llcy on the war in the fall of 1941 “to reflect
the views of its ‘owner, Mrs. Leonard K. Elmhirst ... a
British citizen” (Time, March 20, 1944), to read lectures in
political morality to anybody.

Tom Girdler has gone soft, or at least
diplomatic, on labor unions, but he has
~asuccessor: Sewell Avery, who heads two
of the 200 biggest non-hanking corporations in the country
—Mont?omery Ward and U, S. Gypsum. He is also one
of the leading gauleiters of the J. P. Morgan industrial
empire and, according to Fortune, “unquestionably the No.
1 Chicago businessman.” . .

_ On March 17 the N. T. Times carried a two-inch news
item of more significance than anything on the front pa?es.
It was headed “PULLMAN SUES  CIO LOCAL” and 1t fold

Watch the
"Avery Gang"

of a $1,000,000 libel suit the Pullman-Standard Manufac-

turing Co., which makes cars for its parent, Pullman, Inc.,
haddust filed against the weekly paper, The Keel, which
the United Steelworkers of America, Local 2928, distributes
to its 3500 members in the Pullman plant at Calumet

Harbor, 111 The following day another news report re-

vealed that Pullman-Standard haddust announced it would
refuse to sign a union contract ordered by the War Labor
Board because the contract contained a maintenance-of-
membership clause. . .
These little news items are important because, early this
Y_ear, Sewell Avery’s Montgomery Ward (1) brought a mil-
lon-dollar libel suit against The Spotlight, the weekly union
paper of the locals of the United Retail Workers (CIO)
In his company’s stores and J)Iants; and (2) refused to
sign a union contract ordered by the W.L.B. because it
contained a maintenance-of-membership clause. iHe had
also refused to sign for the same reason a year earlier, and
it had taken two personal orders from President Roosevelt
to get him to comply.) The coincidence of Pullman-Stand-
ard s and Ward’s actions becomes less mysterious when one
finds that Silas Strawn,Chicago’s leading corporation lawyer
is both counsel to Pullman-Standard in its libel suit and
also chairman of the executive committee of Ward, that
Lullman s president D. A. Crawford is also a director of
Ward, and that Avery himself is a director of Pullman.
_ The War Labor Board has so far done nothing' to enforce
its order requiring Ward to sign a contract, and as this goes
to press, the union has gone on strike to force the WLB to
take action. Sewell Avery is evidently or%amzm? a con-
spiracy, backed by enormous corporate assets and the most
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expensive legal brains obtainable on the market, to defy
the War Labor Board, smash American unionism, and gag
freedom of the press b){ the use of gigantic libel suits.

This last is a particularly serious matter. It is true that
Avery’s suits are IegaIIY absurd—as a Federal judge in
Chicago observed recently in dismissing another million
dollar libel suit Ave%_had_ brought against Business Week
for its reportmg of his difficulties with the union. But,
with plen% of legal funds behind them, their nuisance
value can eEreat, espemal!z against less well-heeled op-
ponents. In ntgland, the libel laws have long been per-
verted into an effective instrument for suppression of free
speech. The same may happen here. o

The new committee which Time, Inc., is financing to
conduct a two-year inquiry into “the status of the freedom
of the press in the United States” might well make this
libel-suit technique of the Avery Gang one of its first ob-
ects of study. The committee, incidentally, is headed by
resident Hutchins of the University of Chicago. Sewell
Aver{, incidentally, is a trustee of the U n_|ver5|t5{ of Chicago,
and the University of Chicago, also incidentally, is one of
the biggest stockholders of both Ward and U.’S. Gypsum.
Such are the complications which confront the earnest
student of the freedom of the American press.

'Massacre by At last some influential Americans have
Bombing" s_ﬁ)oken out against what Winston Church-
il elegantly calls “beating the life out of
Germany” b){ saturation bombing of her Cities. A Eroup
of religious leaders, including Harry Emerson Fosdick and
John arnes Holmes, have signed a powerful statement:
~“. . Inour time, as never before, war is showing itself
in its logical colors. In the first World War, some shreds
of the rules of war were observed to the end. Laws of
war are intrinsically paradoxical: but so far as they went,
they were witness fo the survival of some fragments of a
Christian conscience among the combatants.  But today
these fragments are disappearing . . . Christian people
should he moved to examine themselves concerning their
Bartlmpatlon in this carnival of death-—even though they

e thousands of miles away . . .

The reaction against this statement was violent enough
to betray a widespread gmlt*consmenpe amon% Americans
on this subject. The N. Y. Times, which put the statement
on page one, reports it received fifty letters against to
every one for. Personally, | think the Clergymen are right,
not only morally but also in m|I|tar% and political terms.
It looks increasingly doubtful that bombing will “soften
up” Germany to the extent once anticipated. ~ (The current
drive to get all ablebodied younger men into the armed
forces, regardless of their indispensability to war produc-
tion indicates that much greater numbers of fighting in-
fantrymen are going to be needed before the war is won
than the high command had calculated before all-out bomb-
ing had been given a real test) Politically, indiscriminate
area bombing stiffens a people’s will to resist rather than
cracks it, and also arouses a hatred among the common
people of Germany that, in Vera Brittain’s words, is “steadily
creating the psychological foundations for a Third World
War”, “Finally”the exclusive reliance on bombing to dam-
age German war production—and at a time when a large
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percentage of it is being turned out by foreign slave labor
which hates the very system its products defend—shows
the lack of any humanly appeallln? war aims on the part
of the United Nations. ~The mindless brutal battering of
bombs is the only language our war leaders know how to
speak to the common people of Germany.

The cIer%ymen’s statement appears in the March number
of Fellows -¢l¢
conciliation, ‘as_a foreword to Vera Brittain’s “Massacre
by Bombing”. This thoroughly documented, 15-pa?e article
first appeared in En%l_and, where public protest against
the Allied bombing policy has been much more widespread
than in this country. Miss Brittain has brought together
a great mass of evidence, some of it almost unbearably

painful to read. She examines and refutes the main argu-

ments for the present “all out” policy. (Copies of
“Massacre by Bombing” may be obtained at 10 cents each.
I%IZ f% Si, from Fellowship, 2929 Broadway, New York 25,

Some of her facts:
* Those who have suffered bombing themselves, and
know its horrors, are less eager to inflict revenge bombings

on the Germans than those who have not had this exgerl-

ence. A Gallup Poll in April, 1941, showed 45%_of those
living in bombed areas in London in favor of reprisal raids
—and 76% of those in unbombed rural districts.  (This
may also be a factor in the greater public protest against
mass bombmg\s in England than in this country.)

« The RAF. has developed a technique of “cascade”
bombing which has stepped up the “rate of delivery” from
1772 tons a minute on Cologne in May of 1942 to 120 tons
a minute in recent raids (or 80 times the intensity of the
heaviest attack ever made on London).

Ip, organ of A. J. Muste’s Fellowship of Re-
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« Bombing at this intensity starts fires so huge they
actually suck up so much oxygen as to asphyxiate those in
nearby” shelters. Most of the 20,000 bodies removed from
the ruins of Hamburg after one raid last summer had
perished thus. Those who stayed in the shelters were suf-
focated and then cremated. ~ (“The work of salvage is
difficult because the temperature in the cellars two weeks
after the fire is still such that any introduction of oxygen
makes the fire flare up a?a_ln.”) As for those who fried
to escape by running outside: “Women and children in
light summer clothing who emerged from the cellars into
the storm of fire in the street were soon converted into
human torches.”

* According to German sources, 1,200,000 civilians
have been killed or are “missing” in air raids from 1939
thr.o.u%h October 1, 1943, gln that period, the number of
British civilians killed was 50,000.)

« Brittain quotes a letter to the press written by Bernard
Shaw last fall:" “The blitzing of the cities has carried war
this_time to such a climax of infernal atrocity that all
recriminations on that score are ridiculous. The Germans will
have as bl(}; a bill of atrocities a?_alnst us as we against
them if we take them into an impartial international court.”

« She also quotes Brendan Bracken, Churchill’s Minister
of Information: “Our plans are to bomb, burn and ruth-
lessly destroy in every way available the people responsible
for creating this war.”

QUERY TO MR. BRACKEN: HOW MANY OF THE 1,200,000
GERMAN CIVILIANS YOUR AIR FORCES HAVE TO DATE BOMBED,
BURNED AND RUTHLESSLY DESTROYED WOULD YOU SAY ARE
“RESPONSIBLE FOR CREATING THIS war”?

The Powerless People

The Hole of the

Intellectufil

in Society

C. Wright Milk

~ While the United Nations are winning the war, American
intellectuals are suffering the tremors of men who face
overwhelming defeat. eK are worried and distraught,
some only half aware of their condition, others so pain-
fully aware of it that they must obscure it by busy-work
and’self-deception. _ . _

_ Pragmatism was the nerve of progressive American think-
ing for the first several decades of this century. It took
a rather severe beating from the fashionable left-wing of
the thirties and since the latter years of that decade it has
obviously been losing out in competition with more religious
and tragic views of political and personal life. Many who
not long ago read John Dewey with apparent satisfaction
have become vitally interested In such analysts of personal
tragi_edy as Soren Kierkegaard. Attempts to reinstate prag-
matism’s emphasis upon the power of man’s intelligence
to control his destiny have not been taken to heart by
American intellectuals. They are obviously spurred by
new worries and are after new gods.

Rather than give in to the self-pity and political lament
which the collapse of hope invites,” Arthur Koestler pro-
poses, in the New York Times, a EraternltY of Pessimists”
who are to live together in “an oasis.” Melvin Lasky, writ-
mH in the New Leader, responds to Koestler by urging in-
tefllectuals “neither to cry nor to Iath but to Understand.”
The president of ihe American Sociological Society, George
Lun berq, ascribes contemForary disasters, and " disasters
apparently yet to come, to the lact that the social sciences
have not developed as rar)ldl nor along the same lines as
physical science. Malcolm Cowley, of the New RePubllc,
wonders why the war years have produced so little that
may be considered great American literature. As for live
Fo[mcal writing, intellectuals from right of center to revo-
utionary left seem to believe that there just isn’t any. _In
a feeble attempt to fill the gap, Walter Lippmann’s The
Good Society, originally published in 1937, is reprinted
and even acclaimed by at least one anxious reviewer, Many
writers who are turning out post-war plans to suit every
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?urse and taste busily divert the attentions of their readers
rom current political decisions and bolster their hopes by
dreams of the future. Stuart Chase and other proponents

of a brave new post-war economic world achieve a con-

fident note at the expense of a political realism which
worries even John Chamberlain,

Dwight Macdonald has correctly indicated that the fail-

ure of nerve is no simple retreat from reason. The ideas

current are not merely fads sweeping over insecure in-
tellectuals in a nation at war. Their invention and dis-

tribution must be understood as historical phenomena. Yet

what is happening is not adequately explained by the politi-

cal defeat of liberal, labor, and radical parties—from the
decision in Spain to the present.

To understand what is_happening in American intellec-
tual life we have to consider the social position of its cre-

ators, the intellectuals, We have to realize the effect upon

them of certain deep-lying trends of modern social organi-

zation.
I

We continue to know more and more about modern so-

ciety, but we find the centers of political initiative less and
less accessible. This generates a ‘)ersonal malady that is
Partl_cula_rly acute in the intellectual who has labored under
he illusion that his thinking makes a difference. In the
world of today the more his knowledge of affairs ?rows,
the less effective the impact of his thinking seems

come. Since he grows more frustrated as his knowledge
increases, it seems that knowledge leads to Rowerlessness.
He feels helpless in the fundamental sense that he cannot
control what he is able to foresee. This is not only true
of the conse(%uences of his own attempts to act; it is true
of the acts of powerful men whom he observes.

Such frustration arises, of course, only in the man who
feels cqmﬁelled to act. The “detached spectator” does not
know his helplessness because he never tries to surmount it,
But the ﬁplltlcal man is always aware that while events are
not in his hands he must bear their consequences. He
finds it increasingly difficult even to express himself. If
he states Bubllc Issues as he sees them, he cannot take

seriously the slogans and confusions used by parties with
a clhancet to win_power. He therefore feels politically
irrelevant.

cally,” that is, in terms of the major parties, he has already
so compromised their very statement that he is not able
to sustain an enthusiasm for political action and thought.
The political failure of nerve has a personal counter-
part in the development of a tragic sense of life. This

sense of tragedy may be experienced as a personal dis-

coyerZ and a personal burden, but it is also a reflex of
objective circumstances. It arises from the fact that at
the centers of public decision there are powerful men who

do not themselves suffer the violent results of their own deci-

sions. In a world of big organizations the lines between

powerful decisions and grass-root democratic controls be-
come blurred and tenuous, and seemingly irresponsible ac-

tions by individuals at the top are encouraged. The need
for actlon.f)rompts them to take decisions ‘into their own
hands, whi at s of large

porations or other organizations blurs the identification of
personal responsibility. Their public views and political

0 he-

Yet if he a?proaches public issues “realistl-

e the fact that they act as ﬁarts of Iar%e cor-
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actions are, in this objective meaning of the word, irre-
sponsible: the social corollary of their irresponsibility is
the fact that others are dependent upon them and must
suffer the consequences of their ignorance and mistakes,
their self-deceptions and their biased motives. The sense
of tragedy in the intellectual who watches this scene is a
p%r.slptnal reaction to the politics and economics of irrespon-
sibility.

~Never before have so few men made such fateful deci-
sions for so many people who themselves are so helpless.
Dictatorships are ‘but one manifestation of this fact. "Mass
armies all over the world are its living embodiment, and
the Cairo and Teheran conferences are its most impressive
symbols. The soldier may face death yet have no voice
in the network of decisions which leads him to recapture
Burma or garrison India. Power is an impersonal monster;
thotsetwhoddo the taking understand only ‘its technique and
not its end.

The networks of military decision may be traced further
up the line to the centers of political power. There plans
are made bK older men who do not face the chance of
violent death. This contrast between the elder statesman
and the oun.?.soldler I not a popular topic to stress dur-
ing war, but it'is nevertheless one foundation for the modem
man’s urgently tragic sense of life. When the man who
fights and_ dies can also make the decision to fight in the
light of his own ideals, wars can be heroic. When this is
not the case, they are only tragic.

Contemporary irresponsibility may be collective; no
one circle of men may make the most fateful decision, there
may, indeed, be no single fateful decision, onIY a series
of steps in a seemlnPIy inevitable chain, but these con-
siderations do not relieve the resulting tragedy. On the
contrary, they deepen it.

The centralization of decision and the related growth
of dependence are not, however, confined to armies, al-
though that is where they may be seen in their most imme-
diate form. Organized irresponsibility is a leading fea-
ture of modern industrial societies evérywhere.  On every
hand, the individual is confronted with seemingly remote
organizations and he feels dwarfed and helpless. If the
small business man escapes being turned into an employee
of a chain or a corporation, one has only to listen to his
ﬁ!eas for help before small business committees to realize

Is dependence. More and more people are becoming
dependent salaried workers who spend the most alert hours
of their lives being told what to do. In climactic times
like the present, dominated by the need for swift action,
the individual feels dangerously lost, As the London
Economist recently remarked, “The British citizen should,
be an ardent participant in his public affairs; he is little
more than a consenting spectator who draws a distinction
btetzlveen ‘we” who sit and watch and ‘they’” who run the
state.”

Such are the general frustrations of contemporary life.
For the intellectual who seeks a public for his thinking—
and he must support himself somehow—these general frus-
trations are made acute by the fact that in-a world of
organized irresponsibility the difficulty of speaking one’s
mind has increased for those who do not speak popular
pieces.
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If the writer is the hired man of an “information in-
dustry,” his general aims are, of course, set by the deci-
sions of others and not by his own integrity. But the
freedom of the so-called free-lance is also minimized when
he goes to the market; if he does not %o his freedom is
without public value. Between the intellectual and his
Potentlal_publlc stand technical, economic, and social struc-
ures which are owned and operated by others. The world
of pamphleteerm% offered to a Tom Paine a direct channel
to readers that the world of mass circulations supported
by advertising cannot usually afford to ﬁrowde one who
does not say already p_oPuIar things.  The craftsmanship
which is central to all ‘intellectual and artistic gratification
is thwarted for an increasing number of intellectual work-
ers. They find themselves in the predicament of the Holly-
wood writer: the sense of independent craftsmanship they
would put into their work is bent to the ends of a mass
appeal to a mass market. o .

ven the editor of the mass circulation magazine has
not escaped the depersonalization of publishing, for he
becomes an employee of a business enterprise rather than
a personallt_}/ in his own right. Mass magazines are not
%o mui:h edited by a personality as regulated by an adroit
ormula.

Writers have always been more or less hampered by
the pleasure and mentalltK. of their readers, but the varia-
tions and the level to which the publishing industry has
been geared made possible a large amount of freedom.
The recent tendencr towards mass distribution of books—
the 25 cent “pocket books”—may ve[r well require, as do
the production and distribution ‘of films, a more cautious
and standardized product. 1t is likely that fewer and fewer
publishers will pass on more and more of those manu-
scripts which reach mass publics through drug stores and
other large-scale channels of distribution. .

Although, in general, the larger universities are still the
freest of places in which to work, the trends which limit
the independence of the scholar are not absent there. The
Frofe_ssor is, after all, an employee, sub{ect to all that this
act involves. Institutional factors naturally select men
for these universities and influence how, when, and “PO”
what they will work and write. Yet the deepest problem
of freedom for teachers is not the occasional ousting of a
Erofessor, but a vague general fear—sometimes politely
nown as “discretion”, * %ood taste” or “balanced judg-
ment,” It is a fear which leads to self-intimidation and
flnal1ly becomes so habitual that the scholar is unaware of
it. The real restraints are not so much external prohibi-
tions as control of the insurgent by the agreements of aca-
demic gentlemen. Such control IS naturally furthered hy
Hatch Acts, by political and business attacks ugon “pro-
fessors,” by the restraints necessarily involved in the Army’s
program for the colleges, and hy the se.ttmﬂ.up of com-
mittees by trade associations of subjects, like history, which
attempt to standardize the content and effects of feaching.
Research in social science is increasingly dependent upon
funds from foundations, and foundations are notably
averse to scholars who develop unpopular theses, that is,
those placed in the category of “unconstructive.”

The United States’ growing international entan?Iements
have subtle effects upon some American intellectuals: to
the young man who teaches and writes on Latin America,
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Asia, or Europe and who refrains from dewatmg from
acceptable facts and policies, these entanglements lead to
a voluntary censorship. He hopes for opportunities of re-
search, travel, and foundation subsidies. .

The means of effective communication are being expro-
priated from the intellectual worker. The material basis
of his initiative and intellectual freedom is no longer in
his hands. Some intellectuals feel these processes in their
work. They know more than they say and they are power-
less and afraid. .

In modem society hoth freedom and security depend
upon or?amzed responsibility. By “freedom” “and “se-
curity”, T do not mean independence for each individual;
| mean merely that men have effective control over what
they are dependent upon. The ethics and politics of demac-
racy center on decisions which vitally affect people who
have no voice in them. Today, everywhere, such decisions
are central to the lives of more and more people. A politics
of organized irresponsibility prevails, and because of it,
men in high places must hide the facts of life in order to
retain their power. N _

When wresi)ons.lble decisions prevail and values are not
{).roportlon_atey distributed, you will find universal decep-
lon practised by and for those who make the decisions
and who have the most of what values there are to have,
An increasing number of intellectually equipped men and
women work™ within powerful bureaucracies and for the
relatively few who do the deciding. And if the intel-
lectual is not directly hired by such organizations, then
by little steps and in many self-deceptive ways he_ seeks
to have his published opinions conform to the limits set
by them and by those whom they do directly hire.

Any philosophy which is sensitive to the meaning of
various societies Tor personal wars of life will give the
idea of _responsml_llty a central place. That is why it is
central in the ethics and politics of John Dewey and of
the late German somologlst, Max Weber. The intellectual’s
response to the tragic fact of _|rrespon5|b|I|t%/ has a wide
range but we can understand it in terms of where the prob-
lem"is faced. The tragedy of irresponsibility may be con-
fronted introspectively, as a moral or intellectual ‘problem.
It may be confronted publicly, as a problem of the political
economy. . .

Along this scale there are (1) simple evaluations of our

selves; "(2) objective considerations of events; (3) esti-
mates of our Personal position in relation to the objective
distribution of power and decision. An adequate pholos-
ophy uses each of these three.stYIes of reflection in think-
ing through any position that is taken. _
(1) If ethical and political problems are defined solely
in terms of the way they affect the individual, he may en-
rich his experience, expand his_sensitivities, and perhaﬁs
adjust to his own suffering. But he will not solve tne
Pro,blems he is up against. “"He is not confronting them at
heir deeper sources. . .

(2) If only the objective trends of society are considered,
personal hiaSes and” passions, inevitably ‘involved in ob-
servation and thought of any consequence, are overlooked.
Objectivity need not be an academic cult of the narrowed
attention;” it may be more ample and include meaning as
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well as “fact”. What many consider to be “objective” is
only an unimaginative use of already plotted routines of
research. This may satisfy those who are not interested in
F_0|IIICS; it is inadequate as a full orientation. It is more
ke a specialized form of retreat than the intellectual orien-
tation of a man.

(3)  The shaping of the society we shall live in and

the manner in which we shall live in it are increasingly
political. And this society includes the realms of intellect
and of personal morals, " If we demand that these realms
be geared to our activities which make a public difference,
then personal morals and political interests become closely
related; any philosophy that is not a personal escape in-
volves taking a political stand. If this is true, it places
great responsibility qun our political thinking. Because
of the expanded reach of politics, it is our own personal
style of life and reflection we are thinking about when we
think about politics. _

The independent artist and intellectual are among the
few remaining personalities equipped to resist and to fight
the stereotyping and consequent death of genuinely lively
things.  Fresh ‘perception now involves the capacity con-
tinually to unmask and to smash the stereotypes of vision
and intellect with which modern communications swamp
us. These worlds of mass-art and mass-thought are in-
creasingly geared to the demands of politics. That is why
it is in politics that intellectual solidarity and effort must
be centered. If the thinker does not relate himself to the
value of truth in political struggle, he cannot responsibly
cope with the whole of live experience.

]

If he is to think politically in a realistic way, the in-
tellectual must constantly know his own social” position.
This is necessary in order that he may be aware of the
sphere of str.ateﬂy that is really open to his influence. If
he forgets this, his thinking may exceed his sphere of stra-
tegy so far as to make impossible any translation of his
thought into action, his own or that of others. His thought
may thus become fantastic. If he remembers his power-
lessness too well, assumes that his sphere of strateqy is
restricted to the point of impotence, then his thought may
easily become politically trivial. In either case, fantasy
and powerlessness may well be the lot of his mind. One
apparent way to escape hoth of these fates is to make one’s
goal simply that of understanding. . .
~ Simply fo understand is an inadequate alternative to giv-
ing in to a personal sense of tragedy. It is not even a
true alternative; increased understandlnq may only deepen
the sense of tragedy. Simply to understand “is perhaps an
ideal of those who are alienated but by no means disin-
herited—i.e., those who have jobs buf don’t believe in
the work they are doing. Since “the job” is a pervasive
political sanction and censorship of most middle class in-
tellectuals, the political psychology of the scared employee
becomes relevant.  Simply understanding is an ideal of
the man who has a capacity to know truth but not the
chance, the skill, or the guts, as the case may be, to com-
municate them with political effectiveness.
~ Knowledge that is not communicated has a way of turn-
ing the mind sour, of beln? obscured, and finally of being
forgotten. For the sake of the integrity of the discoverer,
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his discovery must be effectively communicated. Such com-
munication s also a_neces_sar?/ element in the very search
for clear understanding, including the understanding of
one’s self. For only through the social confirmation of
others whom we believe adequately eqmlpped do we earn
the right of feeling secure in our knowledge. The basis
of our integrity can be gained or renewed only by activity,
including_communication, in which we mar give ourselves
with @ minimum of repression. It cannot be gained nor
retained by selling what we believe to be our selves. When
you sell the lies of others you are also selling yourself. To
sell yourself is to turn yourself into a commodity. A
commodity does not control the market; its nominal worth
is determined by what the market will offer. And it isn’t
enough.

We insist upon clarity and understanding in order to
govern our decisions by ‘their consequences. Clear under-
standing of the political world and of our place within it
is also Indispensable if we are to keep an appropriate dis-
tance from ourselves. Without this distance men collapse
into self-pity and political lament. We must constantly
shuttle between the understanding which is made possible
b¥ detachment and the longing and working for a politics
of truth in a society that is responsible. ~The problems
which make a difference, both ﬁersonallly and politically,
arise in the active search for these goals. The solutions
which may be truthful and adequate require episodes of
detachment from political morality and from considera-
tions of self.

The phase of detachment may be isolated from its politi-
cal context and in the division of labor become an end in
itself.  Those who restrict themselves to work only such
segments of intellectual endeavor may a_ttempt to generalize
them, making_them the basis for political and personal
orientation. Then the key problem is held to arise from
the fact that social science lags behind physical science
and technology, and political and social problems are a
result of this deficiency and lag. Such a position is in-
adequate.

Alienation must be used in the pursuit of truths, but
there is no reason to make a political fetish out of it. Much
less may it serve as a personal excuse. Certainly more
secure knowleddge IS needed, but we already have a great
deal of knowledge that is polltlc_allg and_econommally rele-
vant. Big businessmen prove this by their readiness to pay
out cash to social scientists who will use their knowledge
for the ends of business. Many top economic brains are
now hired by hig business committees; and a good social
scientist is often” fired from government, under business
Pressure, only to be hired by business or by one of its
ront organizations.

The political man does not need to wait upon more
knowledge in order to act responsibly now. To hlame his
inaction upon insufficient knowledge serves as a cheap
escape from the takln(}; of a political stand and acting upon
it as best he can. It one-half of the relevant knowledge
which we now possess was really put into the service of
the ideals which leaders mouth, these ideals could be re-
alized in short order. The view that all that is needed
is_knowledge ignores the nub of the problem as the social
scientist confronts it: he has little or no power to act
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politically and his chance to communicate in a politically
effective manner is very limited. _
There are many illusions which uphold authority and
which are known 1o he illusions by many social scientists.
Tacitly by their affiliations and silence, or explicitly in their
work, “the social scientist often sanctions these, rather than
speak out the truth a?aln.st them. They censor themselves
either by carefullg selecting safe problems in the name of
pure science, or
ship may have for“ends other than their own.

\

The above acceptances of the status quo proceed di[ectl?/.
The present may also be accepted—and made spuriously
palatable—by unanchored expectations of the future. This
method is now being used in the production and publicity
of hundreds of “post-war plans.” .

d Thle bI% business man sets the technological trap by
anglin
cise?y h%w the>{. .ma?/ be widely distributed. In a similar
manner, the political writer may focus attention away from
the present and into the several models of the future. The

more the antagonisms of the actual present must be suf-

fered, the more the future is drawn UPOH as a source of
pseudo-unity and synthetic morale. In

licists have” produced such a range of “plans” that there
Is now one to satisfy every one. Most of these commodities
are not plans with“any real chance to be realized. They
are haits for various strata, and sometimes for quite vested

groups, to support contemporary irresponsibilities.  Post-

war “planning” is the “new propaganda.” _

Discussions of the future which accept the present basis
for it serve either as diversions from immediate realities
or as tacit intellectual sanctions of future disasters. The

post-war world is already rather clearly scheduled by au-

thoritative decisions. Ap?,arently, it is to be a balance of
power within the collective domination of three great
OWers.
_PIOH, as the nations which have shown themselves mightiest
in organizing world violence take on the leadership of
the peaceful ‘world. Such collective dominance may lead
either to counter-allianees and bigger wars, or to decisions
not effectively responsible to the man who is born in India
or on an island of the Caribbean.

There is very little serious public discussion of these
facts and prospects, or of the causes of the current war.
Yet the way to avoid war is to recognize its causes within
each nation” and then remove them. "Writers simply accept
war as glven, refer to December 7 when it all began, and
then talk of the warless future. Nobody goes further in
the scholarly directions of the inter-war” investigations of
the causes of modern wars. All that is forgotten, hidden
beneath the rather meanmﬁless shield, “Isolationist”. It
IS easier to discuss an anchorless future, where there are
as yet no facts, than to face up to the troublesome questions
of the present and recent past. o

In the covenants of power the future is bem% planned,
even if later it must be laid down in blood with a sword.
The powerless intellectual as planner ma>r set up contrary
expectations; he will later see the actual function of his
“planning”. He is leading a prayer and such prayer is a
mass indirection,

y selling such prestige as their scholar-

is baubles before the public without telling pre-

ellectuals and Rub-

We move from individual to collective domina-

politics

Discussion of world affairs that does not proceed in
terms of the str_uggile for power within each nation s
interesting only in the political uses now made of it by
those in power. Internal power_stru%gles are the only
determinants of international affairs which we may influ-
ence. The effective way to plan the world’s future is to
criticize the decisions of the present. Unless it is at every
point so anchored, “planmn%” disguises the world that is
actually in the works; it is therefore a dangerous disquise
which ‘permits a spurious escape from the anxielies sur-
rounding the decisions and happenings of the present.

Vv

The writer tends to believe that Problems are really
f%omg to be solved in his medium, that of the word. Thus
e often underplays the threat of violence, the coercive
Eower always present in decisive political questions. This
eeps the writer’s mind and energies in general channels,
where he can talk safely of justice and freedom. Since
the model of his t{pe of ‘controversy is rational argumenta-
tion, rather than skilled violence or stupid rhetoric, it keeps
him from seeing these other and historically more decisive
types of controversy. These results of the writer’s position,
his work end its effects, are quite convenient for the work-
ing politician, for they generally serve to cover the nature
ol his struggles and decisions with ethically elaborated dis-
guises. As the channels of communication become more
and more monopolized and party machines and economic
pressures, based on vested shams, continue to monopolize
the chances of effective political orlga_nlzatlon, his oppor-
tunities to act and to communicate poftically are minimized.
The political intellectual is, increasingly, an employee liv-
ing off the communicational machineries which aré based
on the very opposite of what he would like to stand for.
He would Tike to stand for a politics of truth in a demo-
cratically responsible society. But such efforts as he has
made in behalf of freedom for his function have been
defeated. .

The defeat is not at the hands of an enemy that is cIearIK
defined. Even given the power, no one could easily wor
his will with our situation, nor succeed in destroying its
effects with one blow. It is always easier to locate an ex-
ternal enemy than grapple with an internal condition. Our
impersonal “defeat has spun_a.traglc plot and many are
betrayed by what is false within them.

FUNNY THING

At Malvern College, Laborite Home Secretary Herbert Morrison
told an audience of upper-crust British boys that more socialism has
been accomplished in Britain by the Conservative Party, which opposes
socialism, than by the Labor Party, which espouses it. Added Mr.
Morrison: "This is the funny thing about British politics, which only an
Englishman understands, and not many of them understand it, but this
is how we get along."

— "Time", Feb. 21, 1944

O BRAVE NEW WORLD!

In his new book, What Is Hypnosis?, Andrew Salter offers a breath-
taking project: teaching autohypnosis to soldiers. Says he: "Simple
mass procedure applied to soldiers could quickly filter out one of
five or at worst one of eight who can quickly be taught tc make them-
selves immune to such sounds and pains as they wish. It is not im-
possible to imagine battalions of self-anesthetized soldiers going into
battle."

— "Time", March 6, 1944
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The Cause that Refreshes

Four Delictous Freedoms

Some of m%/ friends in, around and under the Govern-
ment tell me that I do not take this war seriously enough.
Others tell me | take it too seriously. In an effort to clear
up things, | have formulated a slightly revised edition of
the Four Freedoms. Of course, my edition does not alter
the philosophical purity of the original conceﬁt: it only
shifts the emphasis to a new type of freedom: the freedom
from order. "It is my hope that the followin su%gestlons
will he as constructive as the bombings with which the
Allied air forces are now preparing the peoples of Europe
for a new era of everlasting peace. . .

The changes | propose are very slight. By simply shifting
a few prepositions—harmless, modest little words—we get
the most valuable results. ~ Specifically:

Freedom of Speech should become Freedom from Speech
Freedom of Worship should become Freedom from Worship
Freedom from Want should become Freedom of Want
Freedom from Fear should become Freedom of Fear

Let me explain.

I. FREEDOM FROM SPEECH

This includes all speeches, from the lascivious allure-
ments of advertising, which brm% man, via the long detour
of his sexual instincts, to satisty his thirst with™ liquids
that taste like sleeplng feet, to the speeches of Churchill,
Roosevelt, Wallace and others. It goes without saying that
Hitler’s and Mussolini’s speeches are also on the list, under
the headln% of “political advertising”.

Many will obdect to the inclusion of the inspiring speeches
by ourwar leaders, but they are even more dangerous than
the others. Take for example Churchill’s speech in which
he said: “This is not a war of dynasties, chieftains or kings,
it is @ war of causes and ideals.” Or the Wallace Common-
Man speech, or Roosevelt’s appeals to revolt in Italy.
Many Italians who received copies of those speeches dropped
from Allied airplanes, and kept them in their pockets at
the risk of their lives, are now exhibiting them at Allied
Headquarters and sazlng: “Here are )(]our promises, why
don’t you keep them?” "This is what happens when com-
munications are slow and badly organized. Those Boor
devils have not yet been freed from the spell of the above
speeches, which”was not meant to last that Ion% and to
create such strong illusions of good faith. Had they also
received a copy of Churchill’s last speech in which he says
“This is no time for |deoI08|caI preferences,” or of Roose-
velt’s declaration of July 1943 that he would not stand for
anarchy and disorder, no such misunderstandings would
have arisen. It is useless to reproach the Q.W.I. for fail-
ing to send copies of those later “corrections” to ltaly;

the people in Nazi-occupied Italy would have refused to
glve up_their_illusions.  The only answer therefore is:
REEDOM FROM SPEECH.
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Il. FREEDOM FROM WORSHIP

This includes not only the worship of Kings, Fuehrers
and Duces, but also the True Faith, which must be dis-
covered in a state of complete freedom. The Italians re-
member how Iong it took to persuade the Pope that the
sun stood still and the earth danced around it. Only a few
centuries ago this view was reEarded as highly libelous and
communistic, and the local F.B.I. made things very hot
for those who insisted on thus slanderm? the “Astronomic
Supremacy of our Planet. The){ recall for example that
Galileo’s discovery of the pendulum was also regarded as
“untimely”, to say the least, and when he be%an blabbing
about confidential goings on in the heavens, he was made
to sign a declaration promising to mind his business and
stop staying out late at night to look at the Pope’s sky.
The Italians remember these and other thln?s, and so do
the Spaniards. But today it is the great Profestant powers
that place them a%a[n under the rule of the priests, in
accordance with their ignorant belief that the Italians
“belong” to the Church.” Public schools are once more
placed "under Catholic authority, and thus the progress of
a whole century of struggle for independence is annulled
in the very name of leert?/. The ‘answer therefore is:
FREEDOM FROM WORSHIP,

I1l. FREEDOM OF WANT

Let me illustrate this kind of freedom. Once, on a hot
day in Au?ustl | offered one lira to a Neapolitan beggar
who was sleeping in the sunshine. | wanted him to carry
my suitcases. “No.”  “Two lira.”  “No. I've had my
lunch.” “But you will want your dinner.” At this, he
sprang to his féet, not to carry my suitcases as | thought
for a second, but to shout: "Mind your own business!
My hunger belongs to me!” This proud kind of want
should be protected by the Third Freedom against the
slanderous attacks of those barbarians who can never relax
and who therefore claim that moneymaking is a nobler
activity than sleeping in the sunshine.

Other forms of want should also remain free: the hunger
for independence which in many %eople_accompanles the
hunger for food. Some time aﬁ_o, adoglio told the Allies
that if the?/ would onIY place him in charge of the distri-
bution of tood, he could use it to crush all political oppo-
sition, because hunger was greater than anger in the Italian
people. Uﬁ_to now, | am glad to say, Amgot has refused
to follow this reactionary advice. It’has scrupulously ob-
served the Third Freedom, as here amended. The Ifalian
people have been allowed to keep their hunger—600 cal-
ories a_day as against the hospital standard of 2200 (see
N. Y. Times, March 19, p. 14). Excellent! But Allied
proPaqandlsts seem to be ignorant of this enll%htened polic
of their generals. They keep urging the Italians to wor
like Trojans and fight like lions In the great cause of
democracy—on a diet of 600 calories a day. Bado%llo
would feed the people so as to control their thoughts.
Amgot starves them and leaves them their thoughts. ~But
at once to starve them and control their thou%hts,. in fact
to expect idealistic enthusiasm from them—this is some-
thing only an American advertising man could dream up.
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It is useless now to reproach the Allies for behavin
badIK._ They have a right to be cynical, dishonest, stupid,
anYt ing they may choose to be: hut if their presence does
not bring about the expected liberation, and only adds to
the sufferings of the Iltalian people, the Italian people
have a right to retain their hunger, without having to See
these ominous liberators in their midst all the time. The
answer therefore is; FREEDOM OF WANT.

IV. FREEDOM OF FEAR

This should include not only the freedom to fear Mus-
solini and Hitler, who b¥ now’ can no Ion?er impress the
European peoples, but also to fear the Allies themselves
and their invertebrate faith in democracy. Why not be
afraid of the new Governor of Sicily, a former policeman
of the combined Ovra and Gestapo organizations, now a
civil servant of the_liberators? ~ Yet anyone who expresses
such healthy fears is called a defeatist.” And why not fear
the United Nations, fear that the peace may be even worse
than the war, after one has seen that éven the sugary
nonsense of the Atlantic Charter proves too.ﬂreat an im-
pediment to the dishonest plans of Mr. Churchill? But such
fears are not licensed under the present rationing system.
It is useless now to teach the Great Defenders of Demacracy
that fear should be withdrawn from corpses and extended

politics

to a few more living people, but if the people choose not
to smile at their orgK of innocence, and to be afraid of
everybody, of the dark nationalist beasts like Senator Rer-
nolds, Lindbergh and Gerald Smith, and also of the only
existing alternatives to these frightening forces, well [ét
them Dbe free to tremble in everi/] limh of their body, for
they are always the first to get hurt, either on the giving
or the receiving end of the constructive bombing; they are
obliged to believe, to smile, to be enthusiastic; thé big
boys are exempt from ideologies unless the Nazis are too
damn close to nc{ﬂand; the big boys can afford to_liberate
the people from their Km?, or the King from his angry
victims, if they so choose fo do; and before the blg boys
ﬁet hurt it takes a hell of a long time. Badoglio doesn’t
ave to eat out of a garbage-can, and still, he iS less inno-
cent than the Neapolitan people who are eatlng/_ out
of garbage cans. ~ Petain, King George, King Victor
Emanuel,~ King Peter, Franco, Salazar, Mannerheim,
and a few others, just change from a discredited German
currency to the good old American greenbacks, that’s all.
Why should we not be free to fear the governments of
Roosevelt, Churchill and Stalin which leave to such ar-
chitects_the building of considerable areas of the World
of the Four Freedoms?

We must, therefore, demand: FREEDOM OF FEAR FOR
EVERYBODY ON EARTH.

NICCOLO TUCCI

Twenty and ONE

The JXetr #Intporialism

InN Tutin America

Arthur Pincus

SOMETHING has happened to imperialism. One finds re-
peated recognition of this fact in current.wrltl_n?s. Cur-
rent American imperialism, we are told, is “different;”
we are also told that it is not imperialism at all, but a
progressive force that will use “cooperative international
pIann_ln?” to achieve a ﬂost-war economy of abundance.

This type of logomachy is not new, nor, in the light of
all they now subscribe to, is it surprising that it has caught
up so many of the old intellectual leaders of liberals and
the left. Yet | submit that it is an illuminating S|de||?ht
on the confusion of our times that it is precisely at the
moment that |mf)er|a||sm has become most centralized,
i)_ersuaswe and all-pervading in our national life that many
iberals and left wing leaders are hailing its demise.

The reason for this attitude is not far to seek. And to
understand it fully, it would be useful to clear our minds
once and for all "of conventional patterns and what some
one has_called the “old single-track dogmas” concerning
|mFe(|aI|sm. _ _ -

tis true that in recent ¥e.a.rs old-fashioned imperialism
has been disinte ratlnlg], or a|||n? that has become softened
and much moditied for the better. The Latin American
countries have achieved formal political and (a measure
of) economic independence, Ireland has finally gotten in-
dependence, the dominions of the British Empire are self-

governing, the freedom of India is actually a distinct
pOSSIbIlI’[{. From these unquestionahle facts, manY liberals
deduce (1) that the distintegration has been evolutionary,
in_response to democratic pressure, and connected somehow
with “progress,” “reform” and “gradualism”; and (2) that
after victory in the war the disintegration will have been
completed and the way paved for greater democracy, free-
dom and economic security for all the weaker nations and
subject areas of the world. But the crucial questions are;
ong, why has the old imperialism been disintegrating?
and two, what has taken its place? S

It is obvious that the actual disappearance of imperialism
would imply a fundamental change in the economic,
political and social organization of our society. At last
glance this had not taken place. Hence to answer the first
%ue.stlon we must trace the degeneration of monopoly cap-
italism gof which the old imperialism is an organic part)
during the period between the two wars of our generation.
To answer the second question, we must understand that
on the ruins of the old capitalism has arisen a new structure
that, for want of a better name, we shall call “State capital-
ism,” in which, in varying degree both at home and abroad,
economic and political control has become centralized in
the State apparatus. . -

In other words, we have this: monopoly capitalism has
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revealed a progressive atrophy of many of its essential
functions, mPerlaI_lsm being one of these functions; hence,
as control ot the imperialist process has slipped from the
hands of private finance capital, imperialism per se has not
disappeared; what has happened is that the function has
been taken over more and more by the State.
~To find out what this new State-controlled imperialism
is like requires a quick glance hackward at the past history
of our imperialist relations with the other Americas.

Imperialism,0ld Style (1916-1929)

The old pattern of imperialism in Latin America is
familiar enough; the starvation, misery, chaos and violence
it brought have been catalogued repeatedly. Briefly, the
bankers, industrialists and merchants of the various natjons

stru?gled among themselves for oil, mining and agricul-

tural investments, for exploitation of the labor of depressed-

standard-of-living natives, for a free and high hand in mak-

ing loans, for a market for manufactured ‘goods.

At a certain point of impasse in the economic struggle,
the State power was called in to run interference through
diplomatic and formgn office channels and through the use
of its battleships and armies. Sometimes this power was
used against the natives of the weak but recalcitrant colonial
or independent state, sometimes against the nationals of a
rival Eower. The naked gower pressure used on the eight
Caribbean states in 1923 to sign treaties foregoing the
“right of revolution” (later put forward as justification
for the landing of marines in Nicaragua) is an example of
the flést type; the last war is an explosive example of the
second.

The important thing to bear in mind is that at every
Pom_t in this sequence It was the private capitalist who held
he initiative, sought the overseas market, initiated loans,
made foreign investments, summoned the State power to
his aid when the economic struggle no longer sufficed,
reaped the profits if his side emerged the victor.

he imperialist drive of the United States among the
ten independent countries of South America did not actu-
ally get under way until 1916-1918. Up to that time the
great preponderance of our imperial interests had been
In the Caribbean and Central American countries and in
Mexico, where something over two billion dollars in direct
investments had heen made. .

The outbreak of World War 1, however, permitted us
to move in_on lands farther south, previously dominated
chiefly by England and coveted since the turn of the cen-
tury by ‘imperial Germany. In 1913 the investments of
U.’S. banks and corporatlons in South America were esti-
mated at only about $175 million; at the close of 1930
these investments had swelled to well over three billion.

The trade curve also rose. In 1914 United States exports
to South America were $88 million, in 1918 $294.5 million,
in 1920 $613 million and in 1929 $537 million. The 1929
figure represented about 29 gerqent of that continent's total
imports for the year, the 1920 figure about 33 percent, and
the 1918 flgure about 25 percent. In 1914 the percentage
had been 12.5! o _

If this proved that imperialism, old style, could still
reap profits from war by exploiting new foreign markets,
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a glimpse behind the figures will show (1) that after the
last war finance capital emerged as the dominant factor in
the |m.i)er|a||st process; and (2) that the same process
that piled up profits was piling up grief for the Latin
Americans and also piling up_insoluble contradictions
among the three types of American capitalist imperialist
expansion in Hispanic-America, namely, trade, loans and
capital investment. _

he post-1918 period was a period of Plut for both manu-
factured goods and raw materials. World Brlces collapsed;
the result was the heavy losses of the 1920 deflation. For
the United States this was a period of comparatively orderlil
readjustment; for most Latin American countries less well
cushioned against such shocks, it was a plunge into chronic
economic invalidism from which several did not recover
until the very outbreak of this war.

Cuba is a good, if spectacular, example. Cuba saw the
Prlce of sugar nose-dive from 22" cents on May 19, 1920,
0 3% cents on December 13, 1920. Colonos and centrales
could not pay off American bank loans, and from this time
on, the story of American imperialism in Cuba became a
bankers’ story. o . .

The economies of the other Hispanic-American countries
were not as directly tied to the United States banking
system as was the Cuban. Nevertheless, the story of Amer-
ican imperialism in these countries during the decade 1920-
1930 was also substantially a bankers’ story. For while
American loans were financing reconstruction in Europe,
thus creating a new demand for Latin American raw ma-
terials, they were also enhancing the buying power of the
Latin American countries, whose purchases of consumer
goods were held down by the low prices of primary prod-
ucts as compared with manufactured goods.

This artificial closing of the gap was a double outrage
on the Latin Americans, penalized first by the sEread be-
tween the labor value of raw materials and the labor value
of manufactured goods, sharply imposed by the industrial
world; and then further |m€roverlshed by the necessity
of paylng high interest on bankers’ loans; loans, more-
over, made to dictators who in many cases spent the pro-
ceeds unwisely, passing on only the debts to the people.

The American capitalist whose interest in Latin America
was selling goods was also caught in the noose of this con-
tradiction. "And here we see a classic example of the
rivalry within the national framework of the three types
of capitalist imperialism. Thus, in Latin America loans
began as the hand-maiden but ended as the strangler of
trade. During the bond-sellln% orgy of South American
securities between 1920 and 1929, American investment
bankers distributed South American 8overnment bonds
aggregating a face value of $1,600,000,000.* The bankers’

*|f 0n|¥ to recall Ehe atmospheBe of those frenzied days, let us
examine one of thes? ond Issues—Dy_no means the worst.” Between
1921 and 1927, Dillon, Read _and C(i. oated long-term Br zghan
észfues &/lth a face value o $]]]6.5 million.  Dillon, Read Ral ro

t0 91, except for one small issue which cost 945. The sprea
n the small ,ssue_was ZV\Fomts; on thg rest i rangied fgom_4.5 to 8.

ne $25 million issue was earmarked for the electritication of a
rallwag/; %0 thIhS date éhe road IS not electrified. _ Dillon, egd’s profits
were 0 fat that a dummy cqrporation, the Eastern Tra mgk,Com-
Eang was_ set uR to reduce, income taxes. (See J. Fred Ri pa/’s
xcellent South America ?nd emis h?re Defense, Louisiana State
University Press, 1941, 50 W, Feuerfein and E. Hannan's Dollars
in Latin "America: An Old Problem in a New Setting, Council on
Foreign Relations, New York, 1941.
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spread averaged about 5 points, or about $320 million;
incidental expenses such ‘as bribes to Latin American

officials, agents’ fees, etc. amounted, at a conservative esti-
mate, to another $5 million; funding operatlons and con-

solidations of debt which provided another bankers’ feast
took roughly about $200 million; so that the total proceeds
for the South American countries on more than a billion
Snﬂ a half indebtedness was a little more than one billion
ollars.

Fed by this, American t_radm(ﬂ companies did_very well
at first; "Latin American imports from the United "States
nearly doubled between 1922 and 1929. However, initial
profit was followed by collapse. Most of the issues went
sour (approximately 68 percent of the South American
bonds are still in partial or total default). And from 1930
to 1936, the piled-up obligations, on which Washington
and the bankers demanded payment, prevented the resump-
tion of anything resembling ‘normal trade. The bankers
loaded most of the loss on the individual American in-
vestors. But the real loss was taken by the trading com-
panies, who with vast accumulations of surplus products
In the United States all through the post-1929 years, paid
the cost of the loans many times over in the form of goods
theg were prevented from selling. o

apital investment added its own set of contradictions.
Arqbe_ntme railways, Mexican copper, Bolivian tin, Col-
ombian petroleum, Costa Rican bananas, Cuban sugar,
Chilean nitrate, and Brazilian Ilgzht and ROWEV all illustrate
the point. Necessarily placing the emphasis not on social
and economic progress essential for an expansion of the
market for manufactured goods but rather on security of
property and a cheap labor’supply, capital investment aided
the continuance in power of brutal feudal dictatorships,
Siphoning out of the country enormous profits that should
have been used to build schools, roads and health programs,
capital investment kept the countries of Latin'® America
chained to their one-crop economies.

The Rise of Economic Nationalism

When the 1929 depression struck, the entire structure of
American capitalist imperialism was shaken.  Between
1929 and 1932, total United States trade with Latin
America slid from $911.5 million to $198.5 million.

In other words, American capitalists lost every vestige
of the commercial advantage gained durlng the World War.
But this was not all. The more advanced Latin American
countries seized the opportunity to break out of the one-
way street which is the one-crop raw material sYstem. In-
dustrialization had aI[eadK begun toward the close of the
last war; beginning in the 1930, economic nationalism
and encouragement of native industry became rampant.

To_consider only the industrialization among the four
principal ABCP ?owers: S
_argentine in 1930 had only five splnmng mills employ-
ing 4,000 persons; in 1937 there were 4,72 _
ing 77,000 workers. The total number of industrial estab-
lishments in the country toda{ is nearly 50,000, employing
more than half a million workers out of a total population
of 13,000,000. Ar?entlne manufactures about one-third of
its consumption of cotton goods, three-fifths of its linen,

mills emplog-
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all of its shoes and woolen gpods and most of its cement
and tires. Motor vehicles, radios, refrigerators and similar
products are largely assembled in branch factories of Amer-
ican and British ownership which are part of an industrial
“migrationthat took place after 1936.  On_the other
hand, the Argentine government, through its National Meat
Board, has entered into direct competition with forelgn-
owned packing plants such as Swift, Armour, etc., and has
reatly’ encouraged the processing of native foodstuffs
%ﬂour, sugar, etc.).

brazil In_1920 had 13,300 industrial establishments,
employ_|n|g 275,000 workers; in 1935 she had over 58000
industrial”establishments, employing more than two million
workers out of a total populaiton of 48,000,000. Brazil
now has some 600 textile mills, whose production of cloth
rose from 760 million yards in 1927 to nearly two billion
yards in 1940. Most of its industrial power is electric
of hydraulic origin. In Sdo Paulo, which has grown from
a city of a few hundred thousand to one of over a million,
it has one of the most hlﬁhly industrialized cities of the
world. Brazil today supplies the needs of its people in
Pamts, cotton and woolen goods, nuts, bolts, screws, but-
ons and matches, and has growing industries in fJ]ute, ce-
ment, iron and steel and chemicals. As of 1941, the value
of Brazil’s industrial production surgassed_ that of agricul-
ture by more than 20 percent {and Brazilian agriculture—
although only 3 percent of the arable land is cultivated—
produces the world’s IarPest crop of coffee, second largest
of cocoa, third largest of corn, fifth Iar%est of cotton, fifth
Iafrgest )of sugar, seventh largest of meat and ninth largest
of Tice).

CHILE .off|0|.all{ placed its industry at 100 for the 1927-
1929 period; in 1936 the index stood at 146, and is proha-
bly much higher today. More than 30 per cent of the
country’s gainfully employed are now in Industrial actiyi-
ties. A broad program of State participation in export in-
dustries and public utilities was instituted in 1940. Chile
IS now supplyln? all of its domestic needs for woolen tex-
tiles, pharmaceutical and allied products, shoes and tanner
products, cement, glassware, tobacco and products of wood.
Her textile and jute mills are among the most modern in
the world, and her industrial chemical and iron and steel
industries are expanding rapidly, aided by the only con-
siderable supply of coal in South America.

PERU, though less advanced along the road of industriali-
zation than the countries mentioned above, nevertheless has
clothing, shoe, cement, paint, aluminum ware, meat packm%
and furniture industries that supply a large proportion o
domestic needs.

Hand in hand with industrialization has come the
deliberate fostering of economic nationalism, whereby a
whole series of entangling laws, codes and restrictions have
for the first time put teeth into such nationalist slogans
as “Mexico for the Mexicans” and “Brazil for the Brazili-
ans.” Tariffs, exchange controls, capital export taxes, im-
port licenses, managed currencies, government encourage-
ment of labor unions to harass foreign capital, differential
freight rates, direct trade subsidies and special anti-foreign
regulations limiting the transfer of profits out of the coun-
tries where they are amassed soon had the American in-
vestor and trader caught like flies on fly paper.
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The Nazis Show the Way

~As is well known, Nazi Germany was the first to trim
its sails to the new wind in Lathi America, This was done
by breaking all the rules; that is, by discarding all the
traditional methods of conducting intérnational trade and
exchange. The Nazi government, as a State, went directly
into business. From this Eroceeded double money, aski-
marks and all the other _

sidized exporters, and direct State negotiated agreements

with South American countries which resulted in their di-

verting purchases to Germany from countries they had
ordinarily bought in. . A

Apparentl?{ even the pursuit of profit, which is what had
made capitalist imperialism tick, was summarily set aside.
Between 1936 and 1939, Germany was quoting prices for
her goods averagln? 20 percent less than those offered by
American manufacturers and buying, albeit in restricted
marks, valuable stock-piles of raw materials at higher than
world market prices.

In 1936, 1937 and 1938 Germany forged ahead of Great
Britain in exports to every South American country except
Argentine and Uruguay; ‘shoved the United States out of
first place in exports to Brazil, Uruguay and Paraguay;
and was giving hot chase to the United States for first place
in Chile.” The spearhead of Germany’s trade advance was
Bomted mainly at five countries: Brazil, Chile, Ecuador,

eru and Uruguay. The German imports of these coun-

tries made up the bulk of the more than 15 percent of
Latin America’s total imports supplied by Germany in 1937
and the more than 17 percent supplied”in 1938." For the
same years England’s figures were 12 and 11 and those for
the United States 33 and 34. . .

In all, covering the five-year period 1932-1937, it has
been estimated that German ‘export trade to Latin America
as a whole increased 178 percent. In Central America—

our own Barticular backyard— German export trade in-

creased 500 percent. . _

But figures alone cannot possibly give the full measure
of this trade rivalry—the most ruthless the world has ever
known. If it was difficult for the Nazis to break the Anglo-
American monopo||3y_o_n mine and oil industries, the Nazis
ran ahead of the British and Americans in transPo_rtatlon,
steamship and particularly air lines, and in supp
chinery, tooling and engineering for new manu
industries. _

Under the Germans, too, instruments of propaganda were
used to play an important role in imperialist rivalry for
the first time. The government-controlled German News

acturing

Agency furnished a low-cost radio teletype service through-

out Latin America with which neither AP, UP, Reuters
nor Havas could compete for cheapness and rapidity of
distribution. ~ Transocean Radio, also Nazi government-
controlled, was on the air throughout Latin America with
excellent programs from 7 in the morming to midnight.
And in addition to scores of German Iangua?e newspapers
ﬁubllshed in Brazil, Chile, Argentine and other countries,
eavy advertising in the native press served either wholly
to stifle criticism™ or else to buy warm journalistic friends;
in many other instances there was strong ground for belief
%ﬂgt ,\tlt;e,snatlve press was secretly owned or subsidized by
Zis.

locked currencies, State sub-

¥|ng ma-
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The individual American businessman, no matter how
powerful, was helpless before this closely coordinated drive
of trade, communications, and propaganda. This was
not trade war in the old sense. It was War; the sneak
unch, Pearl Harbor and the blitz all rolled in one.

oreover, the side that was waging the war did not
have to wait, in accordance with the classic rules of capi-
talist imperialist war, for a formal declaration to effect
that shift of control from private capitalism to the State
which mobilizes total national resources. The Nazi State,
having taken over private trade and finance, was using
economic as once only military weapons had been used.

Enter the State

Against this background, the counter-use of the American
State power in conducting the imperialist struggle takes
on perspective. Beginning in 1936, the cultivation of the
Latin Americans became a major assignment not only of
the State Department but also of the Treasury, Labor, War,
Nav?/, Agriculture and Commerce Departments, and of vir-
tually every other government agency and bureau (in-
cluding the Indian Bureau) whose acts or decisions were
capable of affecting any phase of inter-American relations.
The State Department, in addition, has also established a
special Division of Cultural Relations with Latin America,
which has a tld}/.budget all its own. Hovermg over all,
as a kind of traffic manager, is the Nelson A. Rockefeller
Office of the Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs whose
%3 million budget in August 1940 has expanded to some

130 million. . . _

Obviously the Latin Americans felt no compelling urge
to bring good-will to us; the blandishments were all on
our side. “As a matter of fact, the military and upper class
circles of South America were very much at home with
the social ideas exported by the Nazis along with their
binoculars and aspirin. Besides, Latin America’s interests
are best served when the great powers of the world compete
for its products, rather than when a single great power
such as the United States monopolizes exports and is the
sole source of imports. But since South America is a
“reflex continent,” dependent on what happens in Europe
and North America, the Latin Americans dutifully attended
the conferences—the special Buenos Aires Peace Conference
in 1936, the regular but much-augmented Pan-American
Conference at Lima in 1938, and the special consultative
meetings _ of Fore|%n Ministers at Panama in 1939 and
Havana in 1940—Dbut just as dutifully left the initiative,
g{|¥e and control (and most of the rhetoric) to the United

ates.

That rhetoric was, and is, of two kinds. The first is
addressed to the masses of Latin America over the heads
of their dictators; the masses who sulpporte.d Republican
Spain against Franco and who are truly anti-fascist. The
second IS addressed to the dictators, the military and the
Catholic Church, who are termed democracy’s best allies in
the Western World.

Carleton Beals has pointed out that no more dangerous
words for the peace of Latin America were ever spoken
than those_uttered by President Roosevelt in Buenos Aires
in 1936. Taken literally, his ardent championing of demo-



78

cratic and constitutional government in both Americas was
a call for bloody revolution in most of the twenty countries
south of us. His Wm?ed words were spoken ‘to one of
the worst gatherings of official murderers, political gang-
sters and anti-democrats ever assembled in ‘any one place
at any one time in the world’s history. Had it not been
that the peoples of Latin America, while admirers of rhe-
toric, do not necessarily act upon it, his words might well
have been a clarion call to mount barricades and strike
for_freedom. N .

This has been the official atmosphere of the various con-
ferences promoting “Hemisphere Solidarity.” But the con-
ferences, like the many scores of plans and projects that
flowed from them, have been mere window-dressing for
far more practical matters, namely, the winning away of
the Latin American governments from German influence
and the consequent taking over by the United States gov-
ernment of an imperialist function that the private busi-
nessman, by his fumbling and contradictory methods, had
proved incapable of fulfilling.

In early 1940, the chief need of the Latin American
countries ‘was for loans to carry their unmarketable sur-
pluses, to stabilize their exchanges and to finance pur-
chases from the United States. But the money was not
forthcoming from American bankers. Indeed, private in-
vestment bankers in the United States had quite openly
lost their nerve, refusing to chance export capital because
(1} profit opportunities were less attractive, and 52) the
bold moves of Mexico and Bolivia in expropriating foreign
oil holdings had given them an unholy scare.

In late 1940, 1941 and 1942 the shoe was pinching the
other foot: the United States was in desgerate need of help
from Latin American_countries. The threat and then the
actual cutting off of Far Eastern sources of vital war ma-
terials demanded immediate substitute development of these
strategic supplies in the Western Hemisphere. But in this
case, too, normal capitalist imperialist trade and invest-
ment channels were of little help.

Throughout Latin America the memory was still lively
of the abuses perpetrated hy American “financiers in the
1920’s. A native Industrialist or banker in a country like
Mexico, Brazil or Chile sounds like a third-period Stalinist
in his denunciation of imperialist greed and exploitation;
he wants to reserve the prmlege of exploiting native labor
and agriculture for himself. Economic nationalism backed
him up; and new American private capital was either wholly
ﬁrevented from entering Latin America, or else it was
edged m,bY S0 many restrictions and anti-foreign taxes
that very little of it would take the risk.

Therefore, since 1940 all loans to Latin America for
such projects as armaments, naval hases, new industries
adaptation and expansion of old ones, new agricultural
ventures, improvements of roads and other means of trans-
portation—once the sacred precincts for exploitation by
private capital!—have been made with government capital
through the Export-Import Bank and the Reconstruction
Finance Corporation; which is to say, they have been made
by the State power itself.

For the first time in the history of American imperialism
the debtor-creditor connection has thus been taken out of
Wall Street and brought into the sphere of inter-govern-

polities

mental relationships, with the twenty Hispanic-American
countries twenty debtor countries—as States, and the
United States the one creditor nation—as a State. All of
which goes the Nazis one better; throughout their trade
drive they were unable to tie any of the Latin American
countries'to themselves th_roudgh_ loans—their tight economy,
preparlng_ for war, permitted itself no such luxuries.

Accor mg to official published flgures, the Export-Im-
port Bank has authorized the loan of nearly $779 million
In Latin America, of which the bulk has been made since
1940. A specific Export-Import Bank project, though not
necessarily tfyplcal since conditions, loans and purposes. of
loans vary from country to country, is the new Brazilian
steel plant at Volta Redona. The Brazilian government
retains a 50 percent interest in the project, and the rest
of the stock has been distributed among native capitalists,
The Export-Import Bank loan of $45 million is guaranteed
by Banco de Brazil; the money is drawn against credits
established in United States banks. The equipment and
materials are all specified as American manufactured, the
engineering is in American hands, and the technical man-
agement and direction when the plant goes into operation
will lean heavily on Americans, . _

In the development of new sources of suxply.m Latin
America for raw materials vital for the American war
machine, we again find that the United States government
has almost completely replaced the Brlvate capitalist
entrepreneur.  More than a year before Pearl Harbor, the
United States government organized the Metals Reserve
Company, the Rubber Reserve Company and the Rubber De-
velopment Corporation. Since that time there have been
organized the Defense Supplies Corporation, the Defense
Plant Corporation and the United States Commercial Com-
pany. The total expended in Latin America by all these
subsidiaries of the Reconstruction Finance Corporation (up
to November 1943) was well over one billion dollars. And
in_ addition, there is the Foreign Economic Administration
with its United States Purchasing Commission, concerned
with purchases of a politico-economic nature.

And After the War?

This is not to say that the whole structure of private
capitalist imperialism is threatened with liquidation. Far
from it; private Froperty relations still exist; surely profits
have not been eliminated; and it is still as true foday as
it was before the war that in almost no other great section
of the world are natural resources, trade and commerce
so completely in the control of forelg?ners as in Latin
America. No; the emphasis is not on Tliquidation but on
the trend which has a new State-directed imperialism co-
existing with the old imperialism. o

But 1s direct State intervention in the imperialist process
merely a temporary phase of the war economy or has it
more ‘permanent features? The answer is not easy.

There are at least two examples of government projects
which very likely will revert to private ownership after
the war. ‘One is in Cuba and the other in Peru; In both
instances, private American capitalists have been nervous
over the possibility that the government plans to hand these
properties to the two countries in question after the war,
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and have conducted a campaign among interested United
States Senators to forestall any such likelihood.

The Cuban project is a nickel mine on which the Recon-

struction f'inance Corporation has spent nearly $33 million
for the construction of production facilities, and which the

R.F.C.’s Defense Plant Corporation has leased for oEera-
ree-

tion to the Nicaro Nickel Company, a subsidiary  of
port Sulphur Company, for 10 years. Ownership is clearly
In the name of the Defense Plant Corpqratlon. The same
Is true of the vanadium mine ﬂfO]eC in Peru on which
$4,000,000 of government funds have been spent and which
Is leased to the Vanadium Corporation of America.

Further evidence of the intention of private business
to step into government’s blg shoes in Latin America is to
be seen in the volume of advertising placed by American
firms in Latin America. Most of these companies are on
war orders today and cannot fill Latin American orders in
any quantity; yet their expenditures for institutional and
préstige advertising in 1943 totaled $16 million.

On the other hand, the case for the carry-over of the new
State imperialism—at least for a considerable period after
the close of the war—is much the stronger. ~As matters

now stand, the American State holds a financial and mili-

tary control over Latin America that can quite easily, with

intelligent administration, dictate the future of the con-

tinent. Today the great areas of the world are rapidly
being assembled into a few vast inter-continental empires,
each to be dominated by a single great heavy industry
Bower. ~In such a world" the process of domination may
e “rationalized” to a point where for military-security
reasons the old imperialism of seeklnﬂ]greater_proflt may
weigh less heavily in the scale than the new imperialism
of ‘guaranteeing raw materials, In this set-up Latin
America would e, as it is, invaluable. ,
As has already been indicated in passing, nearlg everything
that was once produced in the African and Or
pires of the British, French, Belgian and Dutch, or an
acceptable substitute for it, is now being produced in
tropical and sub-tropical Latin America. Neither the
quality nor the quantity of some of the products may he

all that is desired, but both factors are subject to correc-
tion through time, technical skill, agricultural improve-

ments—and above all, a planned economkl. _

The potentialities of this war-produced transfer of United
States purchases from Africa and Asia to Latin America
are enormous. Manganese that once came from India,
South Africa and the Gold Coast now comes from Brazil,
Mexico, Cuba and Chile. Manila hemp and other hard
fibers that once came from the Philippines, the East Indies
and the South Seas now comes from tropical Brazil and
some of the West Indies. The Latin American countries
are now the only source of sisal, flax, castor oil and rape-
seed oil, furnish us all our imported supply of tung oil,
10 percent of our requirements of certain “oils used for
soaps, glycerins and plasticizers, and large quantities of

balsa wood and mahogany required in the naval and avia-

tion programs. _

It is estimated that over a period of about 10 years a
considerable portion of the rubber and all of the quinine
needs. of the United States could be developed in Brazil
Bolivia and the Central American countries, freeing us of
dependence on British and Dutch colonies. In Haitr alone,

iental em-
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for example, the Rubber Development Corporation has
spent nearly $5 million planting cryptostegia, a rubber-
bearing vine. _

Obviously if there is substance to the proposals that are
beln? made by leading industrialists and Arm¥, officials
to place the war economy on a permanent footing, then
Washmgiton_’s long-term plans for Latin America must
inevitably include retaining a hold over raw material
sources through the present ‘system of State-dominated im-
perialism. ~ A return to _old-style exploitation would be
risky, even if possible. The Latin Americans are aIrea.dK
much too sophisticated, and the United States will not wis
to see a revival of widespread anti-American feeling. State
control, plus the system of Pan-American conferences, ap-
parently keeps this"down to a minimum.

The Missionary Yields to the Doctor

| think it is significant that the classic s%mbol of 19th
century imperialism was the missionary who, in all-too-
unconscious innocence, paved the way for glass heads,
trade gin and Maxim guns with theology and hymn books;
and that the equally unconscious forefunner of the more
subtle and persuasive form of imperialist enterprise in our
time should be the doctor.

This doctor, as is well known, works out of Nelson Rocke-
feller’s Office of the Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs.
It is his job—and he is doing very well at it—to bring
health and sanitation to those areas in Hispanic-America
from which the flow of war-strategic materials is impeded
by the low state of health of the workers. He is today as
disinterestedly absorbed in saving bodies as his counter-
part was once absorbed in saving souls.* . .
_Along with_the doctor there goes the industrial techni-
cian and engineer, the radio scnPt writer, the public re-
lations expert, the artist, the poet and the movie actor—
all of whom are part of the Coordinator’s Office or secured
through it. Indeed so many Americans of these and related
Rrofessmns have appeared in Brazil that the Brazilianos
ave taken to referring to their coming as “an invasion
of friendly paratroopers,” with an ironic inflection on the
word, “friendly.”

A million words or more a month of canned news and
feature stories, describing the .mlg%ht of American arms and
industry, flow from the Coordinator’s Office to Latin Amer-
icans riewspapers. A flock of short-wave radio programs
and documentary films hammer away at the same point.
Eighty thousand copies of a huge, expensively-printed, slick-
paper magazine called En Guardia, its format patterned
on Life, are distributed monthly among Latin American
government officials. . .

When this magazine is not backing up the job of the

* The parallel ?oes further. Half a centur aqo the missionary
turned a e?fsar 0 he outcry of Far Eastern eo[p e?.that “religious
invasjons of Qriental  countrjes_are tantamount to filibustering ex-
Fe ||or|s. _SQu,oted in Mark Twain’s |mPa55|o,ned outhurst agdainst

perialism in ‘his piece, To the Person Sittin wk Dar Hess. 0 %\f
¢ Unitea State medlcz1 mssara/. %os nQt near the outcry
anuel Uanrte the, so-called, ang |P obe of Argentine, wha ‘once
wrote to President Wilsop: “We desire. that wFa ures of sanit tlﬁn
Ehal not ser\ﬁe to diminish th? goverelgntg 0l the nations Of t
acific . . . that the star-s amg,e banngr Cease to be a Symbol 0
oppression in the New World:
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radio, film and news services, it publishes articles lauding
notorious Latin American dictators as zealous defenders
of liberty, freedom and the good life. What matter if
these dictators maintain the only concentration camp in
the Western Hemisphere in which a country interns_ its
own nationals (ParaguaP/); torture and murder political
opponents (Peru, Brazil, manY others) ; stifle the press
and free assembly (practically every 'Latin American
“republic”)? The dictators are flattered into cooperation
and invariably reprint the articles in their controlled press;
their benumbed populations cannot fail to see the point
when they read such articles side by ,
poundlng the power of American tanks, planes,_gunS' uite
clearly democratic American might is on the side of those
who trample on democracy at home.

Ttventy and ONE

The control of the imperialist process has thus slipped
from the hands of private finance capital to the State. In

one sense it is more enlightened than the old kinds of im-

perialism, as it is certainly more centrally directed and
planned. Its new superstructural form has made possible
plans and projects that were belyond the scope of ‘the old
apparatus. ~ An obvious example is Lend-Lease to Latin
American countries. Another is the long-term loan for
BfO]eCtS such as roads, irrigation and drainage which will
e a long time, if ever, in returning direct income, A third
example is purchases made entirely because of political
considerations. The United States %overn.ment has bought,
for instance, Chile’s output of gold, which does not rate
shipping space to New York; the cotton crops of Peru,
Nicaragua and Haiti, which surely have no market here
and hence are staying right in their respective countries;
and has put SI million into Brazilian nuts, which Leo T.
Crowley, administrator of the_Foreign Economic Admin-
istration, admits represent a 75 percent loss. All these
obviously uneconomic transactions are defended by the
State on the grounds of higher political interest, which
means_simply that economic unrest in any one of these
countries might upset the whole Pan-American applecart.

Thus pursuit of gr.ea.ter rofit maﬁ, for the moment,
not be the primary r_wmg orce of the new imperialism.
Actually it is responsive fo other drives, particularly the
pursuit” of political-military-monopoly control over’ raw
_mtaterltal sources, which may better” serve the national
interest.

Its larger pattern of control makes possible not only a
Hreater egree of economic control than we_have known
eretofore; its orderliness and reasonahleness imply a more
easily maintained degree of political control. The buymg
of dictators is a relatively simple job. It must be admitte
that scores of men and parties of integrity in Latin America
have been hought with another kind of coin—their belief
that the United States in fighting Nazi reaction will not use
her victory to impose her own brand of reaction on the
weak countries of the New World.

~ Practically every telling voice .aF tYan
ism in Latin America has been stilled, including of course
the Stalinists who are today the most fervent drum-beaters

side with those ex-

ainst Yanqui imperial-
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for Good Neighbor collaboration and trust in the United
States’ good intentions. More important than the Stalinists
are men like Haya de la Torre and Manuel Seoane, leaders
of the Aprista movement; Americo Ghioldi, outstanding
figure among the younger Argentine Socialists; and the
scores of liberal, Socialist and trade union leaders in Chile.
Colombia, Uruguay, Cuba and Mexico. They have led their
followers to believe, as indeed so many liberal and left
leaders of our own country believe, thaf the power of the
One can be offset by the power of the twenty at the open
inter-American conferences—which decide nothing; over-
looking the closed session in the Latin American office of
the State Department—which decide everything.

A Letter on the Michigan Third Party Conference

Dear Macdonald:

| chaired the panel on “policy and program”™ and can
report a {ew first hand facts and yiews fa ouJ the t?lrd
Party conference, De3ﬁltete act that a few days before
the Conference, R. J, Thomas spoke over the radig remind-
mg UAW Locals of CIO policy agd trymg 0 dlscourag,e
attendance, about 350 delegates and no ‘less than 150 viSI-
tors attended. Ldo n%t have a preakdown of Fhe repre-
sentation but | know that most delegates were from CIQ
unions, anéj thF rest came from AFL "unions, farm organl
zations and a few spoke for obscure “money bug” outfits.

What surPrlsed and pleased me was the manner in which
the boys gt down to cases in the discussion groups. Whilg
the dlﬂcTssmn on proqran] was often ée[rlbly c%nfused it
nevertheless showed clearly that the delegates have [ittle
faith n the ab|I|By of %he Democrzﬁts and the A?epubhcans
to deliver the country from, unemployment and 1ts accom-
;T)a_nylng evils. ~After" four hours of talkln[g, arguing, clari-
yin andfformulatln[%, ouripanel came ouf'with”a program,
a copy of which 1 am' sending you.

This program was con3|dﬁred t00 “s,omallsﬁlc” by some
of the third par,tg eaders, who thought it might scare away
farm,er ebr]d mi dIe-cI&lss elements.” So Ahe Protgr%m Was
considerably watered down when reported out at tne Sun-
day afternoop sessiop. This manie he delegates who rﬁ),ar-
t|C|Pated in the panel sore as nell ana they Served warning
that, to qhuote one of them, No UA\A{ brass hafs are going
to take this party over i order to slow it up!” — ~

I'd say that the attitude of the delegates was positively
refreshing. — They seemed convinced that the new party 1s
Beeded and aﬁg ared determined to BUt It over “frogn éhe

ottom up and not from the top down”.  Undoubtedly
mych sound educational work can be carried on in the
neighborhood recruiting clubs. which the movement will
sponsor. Wi%en yﬁu can get 57 pe?p,le to hold togvether in
a room for tour hours, eaqerly talking about how to get
public ownership without al owmg bureaucras to take over
—that’s something you can no Tonger do in the unions.
And as far as I'n concerned the chief valug of the move-
ment for a long.time to come(}mll be tiwat It offers an op-
portunity to do”just such an educational job. _

It _may interest you to krww thait the, Trotskyites (gf
the Cannon group) ‘argued vehemently In favor of omitting
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all reference to public gwn r_Shlﬁ] and I|m|t|n9 the geman%s
to Immediate issues. In this they were far fo the right
of what one of them called the” “scissor-hill deleg{ates .
Later when the conferfnce voted .to name their pélry the
Mlc_than Commonwealth Fedgeration and to Include ‘other
so<i|al lll)seful grmw_s, the Trotskyites said th?X vYouId
pull out because™“This is not ?om to be a farmer-labor
E)ar,ty, but just another popular fronI”. Later they changed
heir minds, and | got It straight from their people here
thaTththe will strlrf1g along. o " ble 1

e Commies of course are doing everything possible to
discredit the movement ané1 to besr%irch ¥hosega%tive in It

accusing them of violating C10 policy, deliberately attempt-
Ing to “defeat the commander-in-chief, etc., etc. Unfor-
tunately in_this as in other things they exercise an influ-

ence ot of all proportion to their numbers, ,
_While the Conference did not endorse FDR, it certainly
did not come out against him. It voted definitely not to

81

run a presidential candidate this year. To my knowlege,
no surv?/s have been télk_en to find out how auto workers
felt about FDR, but judging from what the boys say when
the subiect comes up, théy more or less still think he is the
next thing to God. o , o

' l\rl]e>|<(tj movetwlll be a IconstTlthutlon_aI convenbt{otﬂ, %NtT]ICh Wlt||
e held sometime in July. There js no doubt that the par

will tun at least a %emy state antf Iocaij candidates (Pt%ey-
wise it will not even make the pagers aw more. No oHe
tCﬁm say”Wblth any authority how many will be run nor who

ey will be. o ,

P{, seems to me that the militants will have to guard
against the attempt of the union bl? shots to jump in and
narness the tide when they see that they will not be able
to stem it. Many rank dnd filers are “fully alert to this

danger too. ,
Sincerely,
DETROIT, MICH. FRANK MARQUART

The Soviet Union: A. JVEIl Class Society

Peter Meyer

(This is the second part of Mr. Meyer’s Article. The first part appeared in the March issue.—ED.

Main and Intermediate Classes

There are two main classes in Soviet society. The “place

in production” and the “relation to the means of produc-

tion” of one class consists in its absolute lack of individual
or collective power over the means of production. It has
no voice as to what is to be produced, and how and where;
how Pro,duch_on IS to be orgianlzed, its products distributed,
and their prices fixed.* 1ts members cannot participate
in the determination of their conditions of work and their
;f)ay. They must work, obey, and live in t)_overt% Far
rom being masters of the means of production, they are
their appendages in a far more literal sense than are their
fellows in the bourgeois democracies. Their incomes are
confined to the most essential and elementary articles of
subsistence, and often amount to less than that, even though
they support the whole of society by their labor. They are
the exploited.

There is another class of peoh)le, who control the means
of production. They decide what is to be produced, and
how and where; what prices, wages, bonuses, and rewards

are to be paid, and how social products are to be distri-
buted. Their power of command over the means and pro-
cesses of production and their power to dispose of its prod-

* 4t s seLf-ewdent th?t the Worlier tne selves have 1o v0|(%e in
tRe decmgn %w accuPu ated capital shall pe investe ,,;h|s|[]a ro
t e_ver¥ irst been a function o }/of the ov&rr\ ent.”  (Hubbar
Soviet. rehde,P . 321-322 “IH actual ffactt e kolchozniki have litt
Voige. j Vst ? organization ‘of their own farm. !(\jot onIY_ are the main
activities of the. afm, tne cropﬁ to eI la t? , tge ivesto th) e
raised, the technical method to' he emPo ed, lajd gown Dby the Plan,
put the scale of rerHuBeralnon and the for |nt an?h he remunera IOF
%)aL hs overne aw . .. Once allotted fo brigade the %
choznik has to obey the orders of his zvenovod, who Is under the

[
' , ib tly to th " (Hubbard
el S,

€

fol o o o it Jocal mon o s ”S%EJaJr%?.'iﬁ” "
(lrgﬂ‘gssi%f‘fzgr&idsents ... to-day rule thost of the 2 80a 0 koqcho'zy'.”

ucts is unlimited from below, but subordinated to every
higher authority in their own class. Under this collec-
tive, hierarchical organization they control the means of
production monopolistically—i.e. to the exclusion of all
other, non-prlvllle%.ed strata of society. They thereby decide
as to the distribution of the national income and arrogate
the lion’s share to themselves. They are the exploiters.

We know now why the marshals, the Party secretaries,
and the “Red executives” “live better and more happl(ljy”:
they belong to the class that controls the means of Bro uc
tion. The servants and workers live in poverty Dbecause
they belong to a class that has absolutely no power over
the” means of production. The differences in “the sphere
of consumption” are the results of differences of position
in the processes of production. Political power belon%s
to the same class to which economic power belongs: both
are only the different sides of a single fundamental social
relation, that of exploitation and oppression.

The relations between the two classes are those of com-
mandm? and obeying, of exploiting and being exploited.
To that degree they resemble those of all other class
societies, including the capitalist.* The differences begin
further on.  The capitalists control the means of produc-
tion -bﬁ right of Frlvate property; the Russian ruling class
by right of social administration. Each of the bourgeoisie

*“The hasic ?Iasses of a given society are two. in number: on the
ope hapd, the class which commands, mono omlng the. Instruments
of productjon; oH,t e other han ,th executrw class, with no means
of pro UC%IOH, which works, for the former. THe specific form of this
refl Hon of economic exP oitation an ﬁerw*u e determines the orrﬂs
of the given cla . For example: 1T the relation between the

§ socle ]
AT B L ey g e
pﬁr uarsce a(?? IgboPe[)soovr\}gf aYO e,ugngrnQ rth% gé%'r%edn(?itrl]g nc(fass ygam%
ontrol of ngt only the labor power but 3]30 of the b,od)!\lewd so%I &f
e.exploited. person, we Twave a slzﬁvehol Ing system.” ( f<0|al uk-
g&sn Historical Materialism, Enghish edition,” New York. 1926, p.
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—at least under classical capitalism— controls “his” means
of production individually; the Russian ruling class com-
mands the means of production collectively, through a
hierarchical organization. In a capitalist sociéty the worker
can choose which capitalist to sell his labor power to—
but he has to sell it to one or another, otherwise he cannot
live. In Russia the labor power of all workers belongs,
to start with, to the collectivity of the exploiters. Under
the carltallst system the worker sells his labor power tem-
Porarl y and on the social average is paid its value, while
he capitalist appropriates its surplus value: the line be-
tween value and surplus value being determined on the free
labor market by automatically effective economic laws. In
the Soviet Union labor power belongs to the state without
beln(I; purchased by it: the line between the worker’s share
and the surplus product is not determined by laws of value.
It is pressed down from above by the.explmtatlye appetites
of the bureaucracy, which are practica Ig unlimited, and
is kept up from below—very unevenly—by the danger of
the working class’s extinction.* o

It will be objected perhaps that we have simplified the
glctur.e. There are not Just_rulln.? bureaucrats and workers,
ertamlﬁ we have simplified; it was a question first of
all of the fundamental and new relationships which are
typical of this society. . .

After one hundred and fifty years of existence, no capi-
talist society can be found anywhere that consists just of
capitalists ‘and proletariat. Besides these fundamental
classes there are intermediate classes peculiar to capitalism
and large remnants of pre-capitalist classes.
~ There are similar phenomena in the Soviet Union, The
independent peasants and craftsmen belong pre-eminently
to the remnants of pre-Soviet classes. They are close to

the ty%e of “simple producers of goods” in capitalist so-

mety, but their control of their means of production and
of their products is much more limited.t Their number
is relatively small and their role in the whole of IheTpro-
cesses of ﬁroductlon insignificant.  The collective-farm
peasants, who form the overwhelming majority of the aﬁrl-
cultural population, are a mixed type. 1n so far as the
work for “wages” In the “socialized” sector of the collec-
tive farm and have to deliver their products to the state,
they belong to the “proletariat” of Soviet society and their
situation is analogous to that of the industrial worker;
in so far as they work their individual parcels of land and
sell their products on the open collective-farm market, they

are “simple Producers_ of goods.” They can be termed
part(}y “Soviet proletariat” and partly simple producers of
goods.

In addition there are middle strata which belong or-
ganically to Soviet society and play approximately the
same social role within it as do the pe,ttY bourgeoisie and
the “new middle class” in capitalist society. These are the
workers aristocracy (Stakhanovtsi) and the middling tech-
nicians and officials. They receive larger incomes than

i SIS Bl 0 e e i

at the_ruling class receives the surplus product ahove the subsistence
Ievel. T.Le ;%ctjﬁc met%og, howev.eP, gpw%lch the surplus product Is
appropriated differentiates the various Class societies.

t The “simple producer” of goods Is, in Marxist terms, a producer
whdp owns his instruments of production, works for the open” market,
and hires no one’s else [abor.
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the workers but much smaller ones than the high bureau-
crats. The}/ function as pushers and speed-up men in the
processes of production, as social props of the bureaucrac

and as a reservoir from which the ruling class renews itself.

The Closing of Class Frontiers

The favarite rejoinder of Stalinists and their willing and
unwilling friends to the theory of class rule in the Soviet
Union is to point out that there are “unlimited oppor-
tunities to advance oneself” there. The American fable is
that “every boy can become president,” and by the same
logic every Soviet soldier carries a marshal’s baton in his
knapsack.. . o

here is a certain amount of truth in this, or rather,
there was in the initial stages of Soviet society. But even
then it was no proof that classes did not exist. In this
country, too, bootblacks have become millionaires but no
reasonab!e person has ever thought to deny that it is a
class society. . _ , .

And class frontiers in Soviet society, which were at first
relatively open and elastic, have closed themselves with
bewildering speed. There are still many workers’ and
peasants’ sons in the contemporary generation of bureau-
crats, for this ruling class came into being bY differentia-
tion of the working and peasant classes. But the bureau-
crats of tomorrow will be preponderantly the children of
bureaucrats, and the whole pthg of the ruling class is
slanted in this direction. It is becoming the rule more
and more that the son of a worker becomes a worker, while
the son of a bureaucrat, or, at most, of some one belonging
to the middle stratum, becomes a bureaucrat.

There are three Wa)gs in which privileges are handed
down: by inheritance, by the monopoly of education, and
by patronage. Inheritance is the least important. To be
sure, the right to inheritance has been restored, and the
USSR s the only country today in which the right to the
unrestricted disposal of property through a last testament
|s.ﬁuaranteed by the constitution itself. Butfyou can only
will away what you own: furniture, works of art, summer
villas, cash, bank deposits, government honds—all of which
have an enormous value amidst the general Poverty—but
you cannot hand down factories and shares of stock.

The privileged person, however, can have his children
educated. And he alone can do that. “As far as students
are concerned,” writes Yvon, “the economic factor is often
the most important of all, and the son of a rich father has
?. grt(ea(jt ”a%/antage over those whose means are alwavs very
imited.

Since this was written there have been many more devel-
opments in_the same direction. In 1935 the Soviet press
recorded with great jubilation the fact that more than 50%
of the students were having their way paid by their par-
ents—whereas just after the Revolufion the majority of
them had been” supported by various Publlc institutions.
In many places there are special schools for the children
of bureaucrats, beginning with the creches. In 1940 tui-
tion fees for the last three P/ears of secondary school and
for all universities and colleges were re-introduced;5 the
example was soon followed by all technical, normal, a?r!-
cultural, medical, and other secondary schools.5l The fui-
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tion at secondary schools amounts to 1s0 t0 200 rubles
at colleges to 300 to 500 rubles. Scholarships are granted
only for the highest marks—two thirds, “excellent,” the
remainder “%pod.” Tuition fees for the first semester after
the introduction of this law had to be paid within four
weeks; those who were unable to provide the money were
expelled. Thus 600,000 students had to leave school.

The establishment of the Suvorov military academies
with preferential openings for officers’ sons is ‘another step
in the same direction. All that is lacking is the introduc-
“0% ||n the Kremlin Court of a corps of pages on the Czarist
model. . ..

As regards the third way of handing privileges on, Yvon
tells us:” “Diplomas are indispensable™but they are not the
yvhole_stor_Y, The jobs for which they qualify one varY
in desirability, and ‘it is becoming more and more difficult
to succeed without connections. A man in a Posmon of
authority can then be of immeasurable help to his son.
He does not start him off in his own department but in
a colleague’s, because that attracts less notice. Once one
has a foot in the stirrup, a few good hand-holds will gain
succession to a place worth as much as the inheritance of
money from a capitalist.” 2

These facts take the wind out of another favorite argu-
some say, consumes indeed a dis-

ment. The bureaucracy _ :
proportionate share of the fruits of production, and at the
expense of the workers, but in the final analysis the greatest
part of new production is consumed neither by workers
nor bureaucrats, but is accumulated. And whom do the
neWI){ built factories, roads—and guns—serve if not the
peopie: Ul .
cumulation is for the good of the whole. But under capi-
talism the product of new factories and the use of new
means of transportation contribute in the same way to the
good of the “whole people.” The capitalists do not eat
up all the margarine and all the spaghetti that comes from
the new factories, and they do not ride all by themselves
in the new subways; nor do they shoot each other up with
the guns, but use them for defense against the external
enemies of their countries and the internal enemies of
their social order. The accumulation consists in the build-
ing of new factories so that the capitalists and their chil-
dren can continue to exploit workers. And the Russian
ruling classes also proceed with accumulation by building
new plants in which they and their descendants can qo
on explomnP workers. 1f'Russia were to belong to a single
great capitalist corporation, she would do just the same.

Contradictions and Disproportions

But perhaps Soviet society—despite differences in income
—can develo harmomouslgl? Let us picture to ourselves
that the pro uctmtr of labor will grow, and with it the
(Luantlty of products, workers will “receive better wages,
the bureaucrats higher salaries; enough will remain, how-
ever, for purposes_of accumulation, and new factories will
increase productivity even further—everything will be for
'the best in this best of all possible worlds.

Unfortunately this picture does not correspond to the
facts, as we have seen. Wiry?

In a totalitarian society in” which the workers have no

e? Of course, the people are exploited, but the ac-
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rights, the path of least resistance is to depress their stand-
ard of ]IVIHH and place on their shoulders the burden of
supportmtqt e ufpper class and providing for accumulation.
The position of ‘every member of thé ruling class, his
P_restlge, his advancement, his salary, his job, and some-
imes even his life depend on whether he fulfils and over-
fulfils_ the Plan and on whether he attains and exceeds the
prescribed yield of profit. Buying and selling prices are
dictated from above, but he can lower wages and increase
working hours and tempo. The whole social system is
conducive to the wasteful exploitation of labor—as it _is,
for that matter, wherever labor is not free. Hubbard writes
repr.oachfullg that the death of millions of people in the
famine of 1932 “must be regarded as a loss of capital to
the nation.” 3 But the bureaucrac?{ cannot help itself.
The over-accumulation and the relative over-consumption
of the upper ten thousand are complemented by the under-
nourishment of the broad masses, which makes for a lower
Froductlvny of labor; which in turn diminishes the quan-
ity of social products to be disposed of. This_sharpens
the struggle over the distribution of products. The crisis
is solved by the bureaucracy in the usual way: in order
to maintain and increase the tempo of accumulation so
that the incomes of the rulers will' not suffer, the masses’
standard of living is simply depressed further—after all,
they cannot defend themselves. ~And so the vicious circle
begins anew. _ ,

he ,un,derconsumptlon .of the masses is one source of
contradictions.  But there is no lack of other disproportions.
Errors of?lannlng are inevitable. In every modern society
there exists some” method of redgulatlng he apportioning
of the means of production and" labor power among the
various branches and processes of productive actvity.
Under capitalism this is taken care of—for better or worse
—bhy the mechanism of prices and profits, and mistakes
are “corrected in the end by economic crises and losses.
The mechanical laws of economy express themselves by
economic catastrophes; they function, as Marx has strik-
ingly observed, the way the laws of gravity do when a
house collapses on your head. In a socialist society this
blind control would be replaced by the conscious demo-
cratic supervision of the masses in conjunction with a com-
pIet,eIY, public rendering of accounts.” But under the ex-
i)lo_lta ive rule of the bureaucrats the old methods of regu-
ation lose their effectiveness, and new and democratic
methods are inconceivable, for they would expose exploita-
tion. Therefore the most elementary economic facts are
kept secret. But not only that: regulation and criticism
“only from above” are no substitute for public control.
If orders from above may not be criticized even when
they are senseless and impossible to carr)(, out, then their
carrying out has to be faked. The despotic system forces
everybody to lie. Not a single figure or fact is reliable.
At a conference of the Communist Party in February, 1941,
Malenkov, a secretary of the central Committee, told how
four different reports as to the supply of raw material
in a factory were given simultaneously: one by the head
of the supply department, one by the chief accountant,
one by the director of the plant and one b}{ a committee
of inspection.® Four different totals resulted and they
differed by several hundred per cent. And yet the in-
ventory of raw material in a plant is the easiest statistical
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task of all. 'What happens when prices too are taken into
reckoning and when there is a rather unstable monetary
standard " to be manipulated? Malenkov mentioned this
case as a typical one, and we begin to understand how
t ai in a cénsus the bureaucracy can make errors involv-
|ngEf|gures that run into millions. ,

rrors of Plannmg are inevitable even with the best
statistics.  But under conditions such as these they become
the rule. Once a mistake has been made under this system
it grows into something enormous. Yvon writes: “The
possible scale of error 1s one of the most negative phe-
nomena in the life of the country ... The Possessmn of
almost unlimited power over society lends itself most easil
to senseless decisions, which are cairied out nevertheless.”

Anyone acquainted with the numerous examples of
erroneous investments and senseless planning decisions, re-
Ported in the Soviet Bress or by foreigners has to admit
hat the expenses of bureaucratic mis-economy are in no
Wag less than those of capitalist competition. ~

ut besides that, there is also direct parasitism. The
unproductive administrative and oppressive apparatus of
contemporary Soviet society is one of the costliest in the
world in relation to national income. , -

Now and then some crass examples of this parasitism
come to light. In the spring of 1941 it was officially
ascertained that there were 50,000 persons in the admin-
istrative apparatus of the collective farms of the Rostov
district alone who, even by the standards of the hureau-
cratic State executive, were altogether superfluous, ~ Simul-
taneously it was discovered that there were several hundred
special executives’ aides in the factories of Moscow whose
sole task in life was to hire new workers. And it was
estimated that each aide hired on the averagie only one new
worker a day. The above-mentioned Malenkov told the
Party conferénce of the following case: the Ural state cop-
per works sold the state trust for non-ferrous metals some
worn-out equipment for 100,000 rubles; unaware of this,
another director of the same copper works hought the
equipment back from the trust for 111,000 rubles—and
both directors received bonuses, one for a good sale, and
the other for a cheap purchase. These are no isolated
cases, for a special law was promulgated forbidding such
dealings in worn-out equipment.% Further examples can
be piled up ad infinitum. o

hus the bureaucracy can maintain itself only at great
social expense. Disorganization, disproportions, ‘and para-
sitism restrict the development of productive forces and
lower the living standards of the masses. Yet a planned
economly has one great advantage: in an emergency, all
available resources and manpower can be concentrated on
one job, disregarding all others. . . .

Here we have the clue to the effective resistance Soviet
Russia has been able to offer to Nazi invasion. For it is
in war that such concentration of effort is most essential.
No private property interests, no legitimate rights of labor
are permitted to interfere with the war effort In the Soviet'
Union, Branches of production that are unproductive and
unprofitable a.ccordlln.t}; to peacetime norms can be main-
tained almost indefinitely, their losses spread out over the
whole national economy. Entire industrial areas can be
shifted about, regardless of cost, for reasons of military
strategy.  New iInventions, technical and social experi-
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ments can be tested and introduced on a big scale. Man-
Power can be sent wherever it is most needed, and forced
0 work under terrible conditions; sacrifices can be im-
posed on the population such as the Rickenbackers of Amer-
Ica_dare not even dream of *

_ But this concentration of all power and all resources
in a single group of rulers explains not only the Russian
successes in-war. It also suggests how thé bureaucrac

in peacetime, despite all internal disproportions, misman-
agement and social conflicts, was able to maintain its
power. Whatever the losses, all the resources of a colossal
empire have been at the disposal of the bureaucracy to

cover them up, tide the system over the crisis.

State and Economy

Having sketched the social stratification of Soviet some,t?{
and its contradictions, we wish to deal for a moment wit
the relation between the State and economy. .

The Marxists always used to take pride in revealln?
the actual social relafions behind Ie?al fictions and ideol-
ogical wrappings. Therefore it is all the more remarkable
that many writers, who have hbeen through the Marxist
school should believe that the means of production in
Russia helong to “all” or to the “working class,” because
it says so in the statute books. The means of production
in Russa belong, not to.eveerodY, but to the State. Ac-
cording to Marxist doctrine, the State is the ruling classes’
organization of the forcible oppression of the oppressed
classes, and its existence and constantly increasing stren?th
should alone have been enough to warn Marxists that a
class society was involved. Trotsky once wrote that the
means of production in Russia belonged to the State and
the State belonged to the bureaucracy.” There is more wis-
dom in this sentence—which Trotsky himself later dis-
missed unfortunately as a mere hon mot—than in all the
Trotskyite literature”about a “degenerated workers’ State.” !

Sevéral authors have already pointed out that in a
Stalified economy everything depends upon whose hands

* It might be added here that the inequalities we have seen in
Soviet civilian life are to be found also in the much-advertised
“people’s” Red Army, and on an even greater scale. A Red Arm
private gets 10 rubleS a month, a lieutendnt 1,000 and a colonel 2,400.
American army pay Is positively equalitarian’in comparison; $50 for
a private, $150 fora lieutenant,"$333 for a colonel. (See N. Y. Times,
Aug. 23, 1943)

t The whole Trotskyite argument that Russia is a workers’ state
stands and falls on the thesis thit the statification of the means. of
Broductlon means €0 Ipso a WOrKers' state, no further mvestigation

eing necessary. This flies in the face of reality no less than of the
entire Marxist tradition. E_ngi_els had; already made fun of the notion
by saying. that the first socialist institution must have been the regi-
mentd] tilor, If it was true that every state enterprise had something
socialist about it. The Russian staté is a workers’ state essentially
say.the Trotskyites, because it retains the economic foundation of
socialism.  This foundation is the statification of the means of pro-
duction. If one were to object modestlY that statification_In itself Is
not a sqcialist measure, since an exploiters’ state can statify too, the
Trotskyists will answer that statification by a workers’ state is neces-
sarily “a socialist measure. Thus It IS Tevealed that Russia IS a
workers’ stafe because it retains a socialist foundation, but that this
foundation s socialist only because Russia 1S a workers™ state. Or
to put it more briefly: Russia is a workers’ state because it is a
workers’ state, Eltger ou gelleve that or else you are a philistine,
petty bourgeols, and renegade. . . .
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the State_power rests in.f If in ihe hands of the broad,
democratically organized masses of the producers, then the
means of production are also In their hands and we have
socialism or are well on the way to it. But if the State
power is found in the hands exclusively of a privileged
special stratum, then the latter, rules over the means of
production too and we have a class society.

The conclusion is that socialism is impossible and in-
conceivable without democracy. Democracy is not an ac-
cidental and superfluous ornament on the Structure of the
socialist economic order, but its effective hasis, its essence.

But it would not be correct to claim that once the means
of production have been statified, economic laws are no
Ion?er effective, that politics have replaced economics, and
so forth. Political oppression is only the reverse side of
economic exploitation.  And the State defends the class
relations existing in the economy.

The despotic dictatorship of the bureaucracy is not an
accidental superstructure or excrescence on g _socialist
economy. It 'is the adequate and legitimate political ex-
Pressmn of the economic fact that the bureaucracy exploits
he broad masses. One can say indeed that the hureaucracy
rules the factory because it rules the State, but one can
turn the statement around with equal justice. Two sides
of one fundamental class relationship™ are involved. It
would be correct to say that n_othln]g IS lacking to socialism
in Russia except the introduction of producers’ democracy;
but far from meaning simply a_“{)urely.pollncal" OVer-
turn of the “superstructure,”its introduction would mean
at the same time a social revolution. A revolution could
not overthrow the bureaucracy politically without depriv-
ing it of its economic power. It could not introduce
democracy without replacing the production relationships
of obediénce and exploitation by those of freedom and
equality, of voluntary cooperation. It would have to trans-
fer the social means of production from the hierarchical
collective ownership of the bureaucracy to the democratic
collective ownership of the producers. ‘Without that social-
Ism cannot be attained in Russia.

t Max Shachtman.has done this particularly well in various numbers
of tfwvelaﬁewalnI]erna jonal. P Y

Yvon, page 171,

Decree of Qctober 3, 1940,
Decree of October 12, 1940,
Yvon, page 171,
Hubbard, supra, paEe 180.

Report In Pravda, February 20, 1941, ,
Yvon, pa?e 22, There are many examples of this.
Decree of February 10, 1941,

GITIICICTITTT S

ACADEMIC HONORS— THEORY vs. PRACTICE

The college presidents were asked what services or achievements
they felt should be recognized in conferring honorary degrees. While
41% of those responding indicated that "achievement in business"
should be recognized, 43% urged recognition of "achievement in the
effective leadership of labor", and 44% thought "achievement in
agricultural leadership” worthy of recognition. Yet the same college
presidents reported that the institutions over which they presided gave
250 honorary degrees to business leaders, seven to farm leaders, and
two to labor leaders.

— "Honorary Degrees, a Study of their Use and Abuse"
(p. 132) by Stephen Edward Epler (Am. Council on
Public Affairs, 1943).
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A Brief Introduction to the History of Culture

Such was the natural course of decay . .. Tasso bowed be-
fore the mutilation; indeed, professed his readiness to make
every change demanded. . . .

“And if the name of ‘I\/Iage’ offends these gentlemen,

It shall (?e ‘Sage’ instead. I've cut that queer enchanted
wand,

Those cold blue foaming waters opening,

Although no bright Jerusalem was there.

My characters instead go underground through caves.

Let odors of black art float up from other manuscripts,

Not mine.

“And | have cut the resurrection of the buried man,

The metamorphosis of warriors into creatures of the sea.
(Two Marys guide me to the Eucharist.)
The ship was marvelous, but it will have to go
As well; | multiply the orthodox. Those stanzas that

conclude
A canto near the end—although examined, tolerated,
Almost, one might say, approved,
By the Inquisitor, I've doctored anyway.

“—Of course, the marvels must come out,
The kisses-stanza, and the parrot, too—
It seems a shame. Impediments at Rome,
Monsignor Silvio. | look toward Venice furtively.
Have | been over-theological?”
WELDON KEES

Free and Equal
On the Conduct of the Lymn Case

HE February issue of POLITICS contained Conrad
Lynn’s original brief in the Winfred Lynn case, which
involves racial discrimination in selecting draftees for
the Army. As the case is now nearing the Supreme Court, |
would_ like to make some criticisms, which have been on
my mind some time, of the way the case is being handled
by Conrad Lynn’s successor, Arthur Garfield Hays. These
criticisms raise a much broader issue than the Lynn case
itself: the conflict between legal expediency and social pur-
pose that often arises in cases of this kind, especially in
wartime. S _ _
There are two big social questions to which many of us
had hoped the LY.”” case would give some answer:
1) s segregation in itself discrimination? _
2) 1s aracially segregated Army a violation of Section
4(a) of the 1940° Draft Act which provides that “in the



86

selection and training of men under this Act . . . there shall
be no discrimination”against any person on account of race
or color™?

It is because the Lynn case seemed to raise those issues
—and because Conrad Lynn’s original brief did raise them
—that | have been interested in it, and that most others
have been too, | dare say. But the form the case has taken
since Mr. Hays, acting” for the American Civil Liberties
Union, took it up to the Circuit Court of Appeals is turm.n%
out to be something guite different. If the original brie
was in the tradition of the Brandeis “social brief”, the Hays
brief contrasts most markedly with it, both in S-P-'”t and
contents. It is in the narrowest legalistic tradition and
avoids ralsm? precisely those hasic questions to test which
the Lynn brothers originally brought their suit.

Asto (1) the ?uestlon of.segre%atmn: the Supreme Court
has heen ruling for Fener_a_tlpns that segregatlon is not dis-
crimination if equal facilities are offered to both races.
In that case, the reasoning goes, se?regatlon IS equitable
to both races since if Ne%roes_ cannot sit in the white day
coach, neither can the whites sit in the colored coach. This
reasoning is specious, as Justice Harlan pointed out long
ago in his %r_eat Plessy dissent (which will shortly be re-
P“”Ied. in this department), since the whites do not want
0 sit in the colored coach, while the Negroes do want, if
not to sit in the white coach, at least not to be herded off
by themselves. They well realize, even if the whites are
careful not to, that segregation is not a mutual agreement,
but is unilaterally imposed in a humiliating way by the
stronger party on the weaker. It is furthermorea pleas-
ant legal fiction that conditions ever could be equal, since
this would weaken the disciplinary force of segregation.
And even if they were, segregation would still be undemo-
cratic and unjust so long as it is _|mp_olsed Dby the stronger
on the weaker. It could only be justified if it were some-
thln? mutually agreed-on by equals, in which case there
would be no pointto it. ~ . .

It will be seen that there is much to be said against the
theory of segregation beln? not in itself discriminatory, and
the Lynn case seems to offer a specially good opportunity
to say it because it involves an action of an agency of the
Federal Government. The Supreme Court has evolved its
reactionary doctrine on the basis of cases involving local
reFuIatlons by one or another of the Southern states—and
reluctance to ‘interfere with states’ rights has been a factor,
as well as the realization that only a social earthquake
could shatter Jimcrow custom in the South. But here is a case
involving the Federal Government itself. It is true_that a
Federal statute of 1866 set up separate Negro re%lments,
and that this precedent has not hitherto been challenged.
But it is one thln.? to have racial segre?atllon in a few
Reﬁular Army units, and quite another to impose it on
millions of civilian draftees drawn from all sections of
the country. S

The broad point that segre%atlon Is discrimination was,
therefore, prominent in Conrad Lynn’s original brief. But
as Mr. Hays has chosen to conduct the case, it has been

stripped of relevance to this issue and reduced to a Mandarin-

like “legalistic quibbling over whether if it can be shown
that a draftee was called in a different order number, under

a separate quota, than he would have had under a con-

solidated quota, he is the victim of discrimination without

politics

taking anything else into account. So thoroughly has Mr.
Hays expunged all general social considerations from his
consciousness that he scarcely seems interested in the fact
that Winfred Lynn’s segregated quota had something to
do with the color of his skin. Possibly Mr. Hays believes
that he can better induce the Supreme Court to hear the
case, even to render a favorable verdict, by this line of
argument.  Possibly he is right. But as a simple layman
| must ask: is the obt]e.ct of the Lynn case to win a legal
victory, or to test cerfain principles? For there may, un-
fortunately, be a conflict between these two aims.

If the object is 5|m(§JI>(_ to win, then one would assume
that Corﬁoral Winfred Lynn brou?ht his case primarily
because he wanted to be released from the Army—as he
will be if he gets his writ of habeas corpus. HiS motive,
in that case, would not be so different from that of the
usual “draft dodger”. But the fact is that Lynn from the
beginning was anxious to protest against the whole Jimcrow
system in the Army, as his letter to his draft board two
years ago shows. He was even willing to go to jail, and
did so, rather than give uh) his protest.  When it appeared
that he could better test the law by entering the Army, he
at once did so. | think we mar safely assume that Corporal
Lynn wants his case conducted ann? the lines that his
brother, Conrad, laid down, as a rea ch_allenlge to Arm
jimcrow and a real test of the whole Erlnupe_ involved;
and that he would prefer this approach even if it meant
queatly increasing the risks of an unfavorable verdict by

e Supreme Court—or even an outright refusal of the
Court to hear his case.

The second bI(}]_ issue raised by the Lynn case, the inter-
pretation of Section 4(a) of the 1940 Draft Act, is even
more important.  And—again speaking only as a humble
layman— it seems to me that Mr. Hays has gone even farther
afield in his handlmg of this issue, “or rather his avoidance
of it.  One must understand, to begin with, that the Lynn
case raises directly only the question of discrimination in
selection, since Lynn began his suit before he entered the
Army and hence ‘before he suffered any discrimination in
training.  The two questions would seem to be closely asso-
ciated, however, since the only reason for Jimcrow draft
quotas is to provide draftees for Jimcrow training. Conrad
Lynn’s original brief, therefore, makes no sharp distinction
between the two forms of segregation but rather discusses
the broad question; is se reqatlon, of any kind, discrimina-
tion and thus prohibited by the 1940 Draft Act?

Mr. Hays, however, ?oes out of his_way to dissaciate
the two, arguing that selection is a civilian ‘affair, training
a military affair. In his oral argument, he went so far as
to admit that perhaps racial se,?,regatmn in the Army can
be justified on grounds of military necessity though he
himself, he stated, personally deplored it—and on”page
13 of his brief, he concedes: “The ,Armi/ IS in a sense a law
unto itself.” In selection, he insists that the law be en-
forced, since this is in the civilian sphere. In tram!n%,
however, he admits that perhaps the Army has the right
to adopt such requlations as it pleases, under color "of
“military necessity”.

Mr. Hays’ reasoning seems to me defective (1) as law,
(2) as an interpretation of the actual situation, and (3)
as liberal doctrine.
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this country since the Fourteenth Amendment, The 1940
Draft Act was passed a few weeks before the fall elections
by a Congress which needed colored votes, and was signed
by a President who also had some faint interest in the

egro vote. It would be, I repeat, extremely educational
to force the Supreme Court to decide just what this Act
means, if anything, so far as the Negroes are concerned.
But it is precisely this kind of education that liberals like
Arthur Garfield Hays are anxious not to promote. It is

%etting harder all the time, in this total-war period, to com-

ine a patriotic belief in American democracy with the
championship of civil liberties.
DWIGHT MACDONALD

REJOINDER BY MR. HAYS

Dear Mr. Macdonald:

| have read your article “The Conduct of the Lynn Case”
with considerable interest. Your point seems to"be that |
have “chosen” to conduct this case on a narrow legalistic
ground because | have failed to raise the question of
seqregatlon.

t seems to me that there is a distinction between dis-

crimination and segregation. It seems to me that regardless
of se?regatlon there 1s definite discrimination in selecting
men Tor Service. _ _

Of course, the question of segregation presents a much
larger issue. Much as | deploreit, the Supreme Court has
time and a%_aln held that segregation is lawful so long as
accommodations are equal. Your proposal is that | should
argue the Li/nn case as a segregation case because that is
more important and this even though such a case would
at this time, in my judgment, be summarily thrown out of
court. You fail to realize that if | took this position |
should lose the opportunity of tr_}/m% to establish a principle
which also is important, "to wit, that there should be no
discrimination where civilian authorities administer the law
in the selection of men for the Army. You also fail to
realize that the law moves step by stelp and that if we can
?et the decision we contend for, it will be a step toward a
uture case to be brought in peace time which will directly
raise the question of Segregation. The d!ssentln% opinion
of Judge Clark in the Circuit Court is in itself a landmark
of hope for the future and it is out of expressions like this
that we may hope to make progress.

You as well as a great many other People_ feel that |
should argue a broader question where there is no chance
of success and ?Jve up an opportunity of making a step
in the right direction even though it may not take us directly
to our goal. .

Sincerely yours,

ARTHUR GARFIELD HAYS

EXTRA! SCIENCE ABOLISHES RACE PROBLEM!

PHILADELPHIA, Oct. 9: A new chemical that turns skin of any color
white was described yesterday before the annual session of the Medical
Society of Pennsylvania.

Dr. Louis C. Schwartz, medical director of the U. S. Public Health
Service, said that the discovery was made during a study of a skin
disorder among Negroes employed in a leather plan.

The hands of workers wearing gloves treated with monobenzyl ether
of hydroquinone became white, Dr. Schwartz related.

— N. Y. Times, Oct. 10, 1944.

politics
Popular Culture
Bert Brecht, Minstrel of the GPU

USSIAN propaganda is very active on the “cultural
fropt.” “You cap buy verg/ cheaPIy_at least thirty
different items In the latest style”in the German

_Ianguage, here 1n New York, but’*made in Moscow” anc

showing~proudly their trade-mark; “The Foreign Lan-
guages Publlshdnﬁ House, Moscow.’,’ ,

_ You_can read fere in New York in German and in Eng-
lish: Erich Weinert, the chairman of the Moscow “Free
Germans,” specially trained in Spain, where he was at-
tached to éhe Internatjonal Brlgoe} e: Johann s,R,Becheh
who played the harp m honor of the GPU, building wit
forced labor of \e? thou%ands of their unfortunate VIC'[II”‘]S
the “(ireat’,’ canal from the Baltic to the White Sea; Willl

redel, Friedrich Wolf,,TPeodor Plivier ﬁhe has knowp a
etter past) and a terrible Bet%-bourgeos sentimentalist,
coming from Vienna, Klara Blum, who has years of train-
W In éhe adoratlon,fo[] “Father S,tallr\” behind her, ﬂl}l
e products printed in_the “Internationale Literatur,” pub-
lished very re?ularly,m Moscow, since 1933, Literature
Is the opium of Stalinism. , ,

TBe “line” is, of course, ’%rostratlon before Stalin ang
the Red Army. "It Is a very monotonous theme indeed an
only sometimes a little mare stirring throu?h a “Free-Ger-
rgan-Nalonﬁllstlf,” tur\e. _There is ngt the S|?hte t trace PJ
Ideas, neither Tiberalistic nor socialistic; Tn this wor
of lost souls there blinks no other light than that of the
victorious Red Army. Becher sings:

o e ot e o aedon
Phe destinies of the ’péoplres are under your shield.
You are the Good, you are the Very Best.

It would not do to put Bert Brecht in the same class with
these p?etasters. Undoubtedly, he has mored;alent, a more
original technique than Weinert, Becher and tutti quanti.
He"has voted with his feet against Stalin’s Russia, prefer-
ring capitalist America to his chosen “sochallst fatherland.”
Brecht Is not an unknown in the USA; his dramatization
of Gorki’s Mother was produced on Broadway in 1935, his
Beggar’s Opera songs are well known, his anti-Hitler poems
(now sentimeptal and democratic and not totalitariap at
all) are popular among the German emigration, Brecht is
one of the most ardent’admirers of the “Great Stalin,” sin-
cere In his admjration, for he s absolutely unable to under-
stand socialist jdeas and socialist theory.” He Is one of the
Pew tyﬁes, 50 fregu%nt In tpe Germﬁn emlgratlon, who fﬁl-
lows ‘the _myth of the total state, the total terror and the
iron disciplined party. In this sense, he is typlcal of many
Germans, of the twenties, a driving leaf in"the hurricans,
driving in the direction of StaliniSm as the only possible
glternatlve for him, to Nazjsm. So the Nazis will drive
ack to Stalinism in post-Hitler Germany—in methods of
thinking and of organizing so near each other, twin-brothers
of the European cgunter-revolution. ,

Brecht came to Stalinism at a time when the degeneration
wafs aIHmst perfect, th Russian antl-Shallnlst 0pposition
defeated and"the coordination between the Russian aPpar-
atus and the German communist organization completed.

He is of good “bourgeois” origin and habits of life; his
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relationship to. the Revolution is r|m rily a literary one.
Entering political life at ?1 ? h/e defeat gf
Chinese revolupon anﬂ of the enforced coIIectrvrzatr n he
adapted nimself to the new times with amazing a |||t

wit
tren s in h ones ear than many polit |c|ans an
eaup]raAs I 193& he amatrzed not g/ ,
met sas hoyan respecte Institutions ofth Communrst
Party, dproved and Tgorr led the trrals before they
Were concerve in their per e

Ing forward to its logic art line 0
1his prece of “art s(hg fld be studre na yzerm)y a>L
those who_are discussing the questron at to do “wit

Germany?”

The piece is called a_“didactic” poem; its title is inade-

quately translated as: “The Punishment” (Die Massnahme).
[t was accompanied by the very modern music of Hanns
Eisler and presented first in one of the best concert halls
In BTrIm en in |fferen%work|n class meetrng Rlaces and
finally In the Grosses. Schauspie |aus one o the biggest
theatres, which hold five thousand eop t made a deep
|m ressron esp ecra on the oun | sp oke at that time

h sweet’ young grrs very ady ike in behavror and look-
like the females pf the p ghet who shoyld ot be

be ten, even with a tlower, wh swooned with e
thusiasm for Brecht, proving again that women as WeII as
men are products of their environment.

The synopsis of this Lehrstueck will make their behavror
more iristructive. The heroes are four agrtators hey
report about their work before the “contro bdo(y |
argument and counter-argument, In songs an orus the
story is told. The control-body greets the four aglrtators
and”thanks_them for their oo work for the revo utron
but the agitators answer: before %ou go on with
your praise,, we have to announce the death of“one of our
comrades and to ask for your judgment.”

Who has killed him?

e krlled him, we shot him and threw him in the lime-pit.
What had he done?
He was a danger to the movement,

The young comrade_ had ]rorned the four men, sent from
MoscOw, as an organizer of the last Ioca group ‘before they
crossed the frontler to Mukden. %/ | went over the
hills in masks, under other names, ef aced as Individuals
bound 1o live for thetctaus]e II|n tttre chains of tfhe“ sttrrctest
rsc ine, warned not to fall in rap of “pi
\Bretched and sarvrng Buf the youngpcomra%eyfal?
freguently into_the trap “Ert "+ he sées the tortured
poo les and incites, thgm) to ask for shoe% for tt}err na ed
eet.. He Is recognized by the police and has to 1l
IS Nis first farIure Hi$ next task js the drstrrbutron of
leaflets . . . but he begins to fight against an aggressive cop,
himself atfacking the”attacker. That 1s his second failure
—he should have run away and not have interfered in the
coptie betwetevr\}othgcgp]%gk%rrsearérrjﬂ e rﬁ) OI||ncteoduct|0n to the
erneﬁ OF the |ece The third ¥as IS the real one: tP
winning over o a rich businessman for arming the. coolies
against_the British. . The businessmen are in conflict wjth
the British_over tariffs and should be brought to a joint
action with the coolies” union against the “British. " The
assrgnment of the young comradé is to forget absolutely
lf Class- ee]rn 5, t mkrng only of the conclusion of the
alliance wit usiness

What art thou’> May you sink in the dirt,
embrace the butcher, but change the world.

h the sensrb\lrty of an artrstrc temper thg e

ct form in Stal msbrarn pus -
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garn the oung comrade fails; he “can not eat with the
Big Man” (not dp t himself to' the alliance wrh |g Busr
ness against the Bri |sh |n the Germany of 1931!) And here
the drama re&rches Its crmax the * Hrﬂh Treafson of the
oung comrade Because he wants an open fight against
he oppressor— or the workers can no Ionger endure thelr
unbearable hardships and the hunger of their families—
he exposes the secret ﬁlan and Its planners He does not
cease “to cry out on the open street’ and therefore

we knocked him out
and carried his unconscious body
out of the town.

Outside the town, the agrtators decide that the young com-
rade has to disappear “totally.” And here the' poet, with
a wonderful divination of hjs master’s secret wishes and
dreams, composes the following scene:

First Agitator:We will ask him if he agrees with us,
for he was a brave fi fghter

Second Agjtator: But even if he does not agree with
us,"he must disappear—totally.*

The Three Agitators: So we ask thee: dost thou a?ree?

The Young Comrade; Yes, | see that | have always
acted incorrectly.

The Three Agitators: ilt thou do it alone?

The Young Comrade: Help me.

The Three Ag}rtators Lean thy head against our arm,
close thine eyes.

The Toung Comrade For communism,

The Three Agrtators Then we shot him and threw him.
into the |meg| and when the lime had ab-
sorbed him, we returned to our work.

The Control-Body: You did well. You have propagated
the science of the %reat classr%al teachers, tn
ABC of Communis there 100 t
revolution 1S on the march, and there too the

ranks of the fighters are marshalled. We are
In agreement

el ==

Brecht, it is true, asks through the “control- body,” if
there was no other way out than this “measure. t that
I only a rhetorical question. For the whole pIot of the
plece s constructed solely and with a quite original tech-
nique in order to make ‘the “punishment” inevitable and
mescapable But jt is.in the background of Brecht’s
measuethatthe real originality of the composrtrona ears
The a |tators are kh ound not t(p %entJaI commrtfee and not
event a leader; they are un er the giscipline o the * con
tro o(y "'the GPU, which can absolve or_condemn them,

over t he border their_personalities effaced, and
therr reaI aim 1s he war of liberation™ through the  alli-
ancte wrtttt het tBr an Th e youn cgmrade spmbolrzes—
uite withou realizin e revolutionar
(yv p t%ef hrmselzf rgresrstrbly attracted to ard
temass%s an toward mass action. He'must die, because
he disturbs the state-action of the masked agents. He must
drsappear— otally.
_ Brecht has never, | am sure, been ahle to think out to
its logical end this, his moldrng of these Ideas of his time,
His works are full of undigestéd and undigestible Marxist
“theory.” But heing one of the few who have real falent,
he Is & characteristic reflection of certain moods and dreams
of a generation that stood around the cradle of Nazism.
RUTH FISCHER

the s Janguage, this “aber ganz” is repeated over and over
in a Hamm nrf/g, Int segw J P
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Books

W AR DIARY. By Jean Malaquais. Doubleday, Doran. $2.50.

Malaquajs is a Pole who worked as a sailor, a miner
and at a dozen other trades hefore he became, at thirty,
a French author.  In 1939 he left for the Western Front,
as a private in the French Army, just before his first novel,
Men from Nowhere (Les Javanais), came off the press.
Influenced by Andre Gide, who took’a Warm Interest in fis
work, Malaquajs decided to keep a journal, takin Grdes
notebooks as his model. He went through the whale “sitz-
krre? was taken prisoner, escaped, hid in Marseille, and
finafly made_his way, via Venezlela, to Mexico City.

His hook is.a document of that strange war, where sol-

drers fought little and wrthout conviction.  He puts. into
words the feeIrntlrs of the ord marﬁ soldier: “This living
e, Which they ca

In a gublrc stap comrageshrp In arms
an ominous farce!” " I, lived through
perrod when France came to a dead end, burdened wrh
a Third Regublrc which the bour%eorsre didn’t want and
the masses didn't trust. Bleakly honest, Malaguais often
writes powerfully, when he describes the stu dity, the
coarseness and gnimality of men; the wa¥ t feels to he
machine-gunned by a plane; the accesses of erotic hysteria

of soldiers ar]d gasants af the fron

The prevailing tone of his boo |s bitter, and justl so
Yet it Is a bjttemness which also defines the personali
the wrrter I thrnk have no great Iove for men; W |c
IS not o sa¥] don’t love man,” he writes. This need of
comfortrng |msef by contrastrn% to the unworthy con-
crete individual a Man in the abstract whom he can Iove
IS related to his tendency to_ react to human beings |n

deg[essed and crtiel way. Despite his socialist ideol dg/
M aouars naturalism IS_pessimistic—montonous and also
upjust, for people are richer and above all more contra

drctor%/ than his vision of them. HIs ownJJersonarty melted
Into the ambiance of the, “sitzkrieg”, and his book’s value
|s that of a perfect rendering of thrs mood. Energy awakens
dy tevery end, when e fights a bit as he 9oes under,
even then it is srmply a desperate protest: “the un-
speakable savage joy of destroying”; “kill an Arab, squash
a flea—what's the difference? aproBos the story of the
deliberate murder of an Arab prisoner by a Germanofficer).
Since this 1s the éournal of an ohserver who fings security
only in himselt, 1S testimony bears the marks of a certain
eqacentrism, and its scope IS severel%/ |m|ted T 0se soclal
problems of which the war is simply the inhyman and
catastrophic pro]nectron are alluded to only in brief formu-
hae cIeI\aIr enough hut |nade uate. IfAhrs m/otive wats pru-
ence, Malaquals was perhaps wise. A more explicit trea
mentmrght(hot hav gundapa nublisher. ~But |the hrmselt
IS satisfieg with these meagre |nts It is hecause the author,
concerned only with self- nalﬁsrs ang. with communrcatrng
his personal |mpressrons IS audience, has taken pre
cedence of the revolutionary—or, more srmgr{ the indi-
vrdua with a social conscience. h/la laquais eongs to, an
r“ a]ttled oeneratron wh se stru % are on(}/ beginni ,
W |c must pose squarey the prob ems of hanging the
world, not In_hints and nat in exclusively literary terms.
This book i |s one of the first of a whole Irteratu[)e We ma
exgect in the uture when the soldiers come back fro
ir hells-on-earth, freedom to write (and publish) still
exist, the literature’ we shall get will be terrible and sen-

politics

sational. It will be fruitful as well only if it breaks

trou%h the lr itations . of nai raIrsthc descrrptro and

egocentrism wrt a conscious wr change the wor
VICTOR SERGE

MAN THE MEASURE. By Erich Kahler. Pantheon. $5.00.

Erich Kahler was born_in Prague and has lived in
Vienna, Germany, Italy, Switzerland and England.  He
came to the United Stafes in 1938, This boo the first
he has published here, 1s nothing less than an attempt at
synthesizing all of history, though most of his discussion
concerns only the Mediterranearl and European cultures,
He  dissociates, himself from Spengler and Toynbee with
their gessrmrstrc cyclical theories and returns to the method
r(hfankrhger which™ took history to he the “biography of

Kahler describes hrs book as “a new approach to his-
tor)( His a proac |§ new owever only In Fhe sense
that it is.more” up ate than the approdch of_a great
many relrgrous socralrsts of the 19th century There is
nothing really new In sayrn(Ir that the history” of man has
moveddialectically from @ state of primitive unities which
were consolrdated into a universal harmon b Christi-
anity, that this harmony was wrecked by estructrve
forces of EnIOg henment that socretx has noYv Lo ed In
our faces, and” that we must recapt re our ost w oleness
throuPh a new universal relrdron of humanity. The French
gfe\{t? ution was responsible tor whole schools of this kind

| frnd this book merestrng, however, because its his-
torical mg/th is peculiarly the myth_of the refugee.  And
In_this s se the book “is new.” The experience of the
refugee who leaves Europe and comes fo America In the
twentieth century 1s much more difficult and apocalyptrc
than the experience of earlier EuroPean refugees, for T -
amplek b es or Locke or Max of Mazzinl. As Kahler
sag ‘It has been reserved for our era to witn TSS such

cacles as steamers crowded with helpless peope roam-
mlg the ocean because te are nof permitted to land any-

ere, or the starvrn% such victims on the No Man’s
Land of a river island between borders " And for those
few refugees who do succeed in coming to America, there
Is the trémendous experience of dissoclati mF oneself from
Europe, of being an unattached individual, standing be-
tween the New World and the_Old, and of becoming as-
similated into a new society. There is therefore a special
&orgnancy In a theory o hrstor¥ which maintains, as

ah er’s “does, that man emerged ‘Tfrom. his orrgrnal statg
of primjtive solidarity by defaching himself a5 an_indi-
vidugl from the unjversé and from society; that in, the
Repaissance man_achieved is_deliverance 4s a free indi-
vidual; and that * the theme” of this century 15 “the strug %Ie
for man’s rerntegra |on in a clearly conceived universe and
the Rtrug#?e fora col ectwe order

so extremely pallid as a heory of world

hrstory nevertheless makes KahIer a very good historian
In par ficular mnstances,. He is good at What used fo he
called “the higher criticism”. Excluding the admirable
aKp pendix to Toynbee’s History called “Christus Patigns”,

ahler’s chapter called “Genesis of Christianity from Juda-
Ism” is the best contemporary essay of this"kind that |
know of. In the great days ‘of thelr cuIture as weII as
Iater the Jews were of course aImost continuously a. re-

dee p% ple; and, %r says, th err greatne?s rises
out of the tension betweent rpetual forces, o unron
and dispersion and out of their success in envrsronrn%
universal brotherhood of man before the coming of Christ
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T e morality of Christianity is the morality of Kahlef’s
]eal futureyworl order. yAnd It was con)c/erved by th
refugee.

A% a tra t for he times, however Kahlers booK is not
very valua issue 15 clearly drawn: either you

beIreve that the Enlrghtenment with |ts scientific method and
Iits p frca realism  still fur ishes us with substantial
ossrbr ities for good or you
ment was purely destruc tive_and that it is responsible for
he troubles ot rnodern crvrIrzatron Kahger belieyes tn
atter.  In the p 11050 h d. method of naturalism he
sees nothing bu
tion, both c nservative an [a ical. More an that,
sees the apotheosis of naturalism in Hitler. Hitler s, t e
hrstorrcally inevitable result of the scientific temper, Hitler
has at last succeeded on a national programmatrc scale
ornga what naura ism tried to do I the tperson of

|nd|vrdu caprta Ists and Marxian soclalists: su ]
kind to “teﬁ nics”, turn men into mechanized slaves, Kahler
speaks wit the urg ency as wel as the obscurantism, of
rer I0us onp ecy w en he announces that “the historic
fungtio atlo Rla socralrsm IS to make a clean sweep;
Its dee |st e ruthless, voluntary and invojuntary annihila-
tion and unmasking of all the rot |ng Institutions, slogans
Rretenses of modérp times. Its mag n%trg

atjonal socialism draws everyt mg t at IS sha ase
and egotistical into, the IrmeInI; One of the obvrous
mistakes of this attitude 1s thal in a kind of backhanded
wa¥ It accepts Nazism as an historical necessity.

here is a continual feeling of apocalypse in this book.

One_recalls Arthur Koestler’s recent revelation—in the
New York Times—of *
ual springtide ljke earIy Chrrstranrt)é r the Renaissance” )
Everywhére Kahler looks he sees the terrors and evils of
Western socjety suddenly laid bare, and he feels the mystic
presence of 3 new utopian order; national socialism
‘reveals” and “dooms” th currqhnt condrtrog of the world:
our, “modern paganism” (worship of production
posing itself against a fiery sky in all its_sinful rdoIatr%
our age 1S like the Hellenistic age immediately hefore the
birth of Christ (see e.g., p. 284

Aside from Kahler’s relrgrous objections to_naturalism,
there 15 in thrs book the traditional German dislike of the
disparate, though here it Is accentuate the neyroses of
the times aIrPost into feay, Kag e nﬁt ug of the
separatron states, parties, an ectual qisc Ep ines
fer the Reformatron He correctly attaches_the British
and French dactrines of empiricism”to this dispersion. of
the elements of culture. But whereas empirical rationalism
welcomed, and still welcomes, the disparate universe as a
battleground where the issues mrPht be decided in the clash
of contending parties, Kahler [ooks upon separate facts
as_s0 many separate trprants ready to enslave the human
being. Facts are not o, be trustéd until they have heen
disinfected and safely incorporated in a holism. The
deadly poIrtrcaI atrop y whrch accompanres this attitude
IS no navelty in Western though

In this book the German %o “abstracts itself from the
world, as since Kant it has traditionally done, and softens
the prospect of its loneliness with dreams of Humanitat
in_a supernatural realm of “Perpetual Peace”. For all
this, it 1S better to consult Kant than Kahler. What makes
Kahler’s book worth reading is its new. symbolization of
the German Ego; the lost steamer, roaming the ocean and
looking for reintegration with mankind.

RICHARD CHASE

elieve t at the EnIrrTJ ten-

selfis |taI|sm and bourgeois corrup-

ect man-

an irresistih e%IobaI mood, a spirit-

IS ex-
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A HISTORY OF ECONOMIC THOUGHT.
Prentice-Hall. $4.

By Eric Roll.

“My aim has been to provide a historjcal background
to the great theoretical controversies of today,” writés Eric
Roll in” the |Htroductron t th% [ vised edrtrop of his, book
The only other text in the field I know of is Gide and

RIst’s, whrch is out of date and ultra- conservatrve
gnenera reader who wants to cover economg eorg rom

Testament. prophets to John Maynard Keyn serI
terefore find this book a valuable and unrque quide.

% aﬁbe because the contrrbutrons of gconpmrss of ever
school are, descrr edin conscrentrous etall—12 pages o
Nassau William Ser“or 5 on Proydhon, 6 on Pdareo etc,
Unique because Roll’s approach is sophisticated and. not
at all “textbookish”, and because he writes from a historical-
materialistic standpornt—both of these being unheard-of
feat res In wor S of this kind.

e book has faults: the style often is needlessly stiff
and a stract t e organization ‘could be sharper, easier to
follow. But these are minor matters. Over half the pages
are devoted to éhe last hundred years, and the author con-
stantly puts old ideas In a. present-day context Plato’s
very Small regard for foreign trade 15 shared by all the
romantrc ?chools of economics,” he writes and one under-
stands a_little better the reactionary nature of pre-Pearl
Harbor |so atronrsm Or again, he shows the lineal de-
cento K s}st eories ron] Sismondi and Proudhon.

also I| the attentron Roll pa ys to the poIr ical impli-
catrons of economic theories. The very idea of d evotrnq

LP/pa es to socialist and anarchjst economrsts would no
occut 1o ore conventronal textbook writers; the chapter on
Marx is the Jongest in the book and its structural climax. One
earns much more, about_Pareto, for example, than IS
urel economrc ideas.  Roll 1s well aware of the uong/
hat this ultra-liberal exponent of laisser faire, whose d
Ve opment of the Lausanne Fchools mathmatical
nomics “represents the logical extreme of the mo ern
theory” should have evoIve into the | geoloogrst of fascism.

“Par to’s own mental development,” mments, “sug-
gests that the economist’s human nature abhors the vacuu
which thrs school would wish to create d. m.

AS WE GO MARCHING.
Doran. $2.00.

By John T. Flynn. Doubleday

John T. Flynn is a past-master at the art of building
up to. an awful letdown. In his latest book he is like 2
-fighter; the American people are the bull.  Flynn
frrghtens wounds, tortures them—but he refuses to admin-
Ister the coup de qrace..

As We Go Marc mg is another devastating_attack on the
Roosevelt regime, a trémendous indictment. “The Roosevelt
regime, he says, is, In its present stage, fourfrfths of fas-
cism; and the fifth frf% he totalitafian state—Is fast on
the way, e says. ,Te ook |sare -write of It Can't Happen
Here 45 a rrmarr fiscal drama—a drama in which the

rot onrst I the djgcft with the fate of a nation de-

on its_ups and ‘downs. And the drama rings true.
ascrsm IS a system of social organrzatron whrch rec-
ognrzes and proposes ) protect the c(prtalrst system and
ses the device of publrc snpen ing. and debt as a meang
creatrrﬁ natron Income to “increase employment.”

p IS 1S the basic element, which gives rise to Its
attendant evils of mrIrtarrsm |mper|alrsm war an %
ltarianism, persecution of minorities, etc., each o
is often mistaken for the whole evil. Flynn proves hrs
case through a detarled economic Interpretation of the
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modern histories of Italy and Germany,
ropts of dfals_prsm In governmental cri es long b
solini an

As Flynn nears the end of his drama, he has his audrence
srttrnge on the edge, of therr seals, wrrn |n their hands
wond rr How |Iﬁ it al p E of sal atron7
No, sir, from John T. Flynn satanic he
pursues stask of “com dpIete franl%ness an reaIrsHt

s ever. the Grea Deétr Unfortunate estro s
ever%;t Ing, . hrmse and his audience in the targain. With
terrible ogrc he has shown how the fascization of America
ik eth% fa crzat*on of the rest of the rd has develop ed
Inevita outo teaprarenty Inevita eca italist |sease
of crrsrs an organrc law of Some sort 2)—a disease
for whrc r?1/nn has no remed ﬁ/
tankerous oId an—apparentl strII shrewd and clear-
sighted, but actually, underneat quite as hewildered and
embittered as the worst of u? One feeble ho e of salva-
tion he does hold out—a salyation approprraey enough,
through ard an brt}er sacrifice.  “We shall pres ntx
prese ted with the final crisis—the necessrty of taking
he last few steps of the last mrIe to fascism in_some gen-
erateq crrsrs 0 endrng the pro ogue and runnrn% up the

beginning with the
hy bet

curtain on the swelling themé—or~of callin e whol
Wretched] husiness in %ome cost? et mesga able conqu—

sion .. ." He offers the hope, il no means of reaIrzrn?
ihe hope. “I did not underta e this tfook In order to op}-
clo]necr? epsrogram of action,” but only to warn you,

This negativism reaches its logical climax when FI?/
concludes “that planned economy™ itself is the evil ra her
t an. the for whom. and for th t of fascism. He speaks

“Veblenian fascism”, and calls communism (evidentl
consrderrng the Soviet Union the be-al| and end-all
munism sweII as fascism a “de gradrng condition”.

%aprta ISt Crisis We must have—until, at Ieasdt Dr.
t I sona retme —bpt ptlanned ecoromy and’ cen-
r |ze vernment we must not have send

F g? | those non- ed]eral owers back to the sta es ar@
th crtres where they belon (p.242. Let the Ioca
fuehrers administer them!  Back to “ffee enteLprrse
constitutional government”! How? don’t know

let's do 1t! You see what comes of fIrrtrn with “the aIIur-

Ing pastime of reconstrycting the capitalist system™ (p.254
%a%crsm f estro he rpeconstrut/:tron hﬂzzah)'
Let’s recapture the condrtron of, say, a.hundred years agol
Mr. Flynn’s own budget needs ba ancrng
STANLEY LICHTENSTEIN

Periodicals

"The Evolutionist Revolt against Classical Economics: (1) In
France— Condorcet, Saint-Simon, Simonde de Sismondi; (2)
In England— James Steuart, Richard Jones, Karl Marx".
By Henrylc Grossman. THE JOURNAL OF POLITICAL
ECONOMY, Oct. and Dec., 1943.

In these articles, Henryk Grossman, the well-known
Marxrftn eponomrst makes an important contribution both
to cu tura nistory and to the proper understanding of

Marx to ag Hrs aim |s “to show the decrsrve role of
Frenc Enﬂ Ish economrs In aly e hasis fp
modem evolutio aKy theories of economics, an partrculary
for the work of Karl Marx”. He shows that Marx was

ore Mus-

nn is like a can-

of coni-

politics

not the first to “historicise” or “socroloprze economics—
nor did Marx himself ever claim credit for this—and that
this great task was performed not so much by Hegel, whose
claims Grossman. thinks have been exag %erated as by the
French and Englrs wHtep]s e considers here. Marx s\z
thesized and completed the whole development” and as
the first to work out the. laws of development within a
%rven societ “the objective and subéectrve conditions
lecessary for the transrtron from one system to another”.
“For thé first tim % |stom of ideas, eeneountera
theory which com |nes the evolUtionary and revo utronary
eleménts in an original manner to form”a meaningful unit,
The studjes of “the six_writers considered are rich In
ideas and information.  Grossman devotes most space to
Condorcet and Richard Jones, ne%Iected thinkers  today,
but perhaps due to_be “rediscovered” soon—or, In Jones’
case, drscovered The rise of evolutionary theories at the
time of the French Revolution, Prﬁt u] astrophysics: the
currouslx unhistorical character 'of the classical eConomists’
roach; th e connection between the, rise of a sociological
and hrstorrca conception o eonomr s and the exposure
by the French Revolution, of the Inadequacy of 18th cen-
turg rationalism—these are the kind of questions djscussed.
ut what Is especraIIy |nterest|ng today are the close
corc]nectrons Gp]ossman 1§ % le to eStablish between I\/Iarh
and his E g Frengb predecessors, and between a
of them and the mteIIectuaI currents released by the Great
Frenﬁh RevquHon Grossmpn shows that, in” this field,
Hegﬁer\]rv%s gtuec less an ideological ancestor of Marx than

“AII the reattheorrsts of the French Enlightenment, with
he excep trgn of Rousseau, h?d ﬁe phrlosg hrc vrewV\h
history was an endless progress marking mans path
reason. Endless progress nécessarily mnjplies that the ex-
Istin q reality . . . will not continué to exist mdefrnrtely
Hegel, on the other hand, t hou%htt at rsdtorR/ had reacp g
fs goal In_his own day, that the_i ea and the realit
p teH comm%n round.  On this pojnt, Marx was
closer to the French tradition than to Hegel.
“In the Philosophy of Right, Heﬁel patterns the notron
f freedom after the free “owners rp Pr p Ltg/
storical process thus becomes a gIorr [catio hrstor
of the middle class; and Hegel’s Philgsophy of Hrstory
ends with |he consohdatron of middle- claas socrety ere
asasocra tem n(p onger to be trangcen ed, W ?] see
that the Fre ch tra |t|on from Condorcet throu Saint-
Simon_and hrs rscr}p es'to Sismondi and Pecqueur was
very different . .. They stood opposed to the existing op-
pressive social system. ~Progress does nat end with middle-
class society, Quite the contrary, it will continue to un-
old in the fEture In new sgcral structures Here, too,
Marx was linked to French t ouqht not to_Hegel.”
It is a pity the editorialist of the N. Y. Times of Decem-
B % 22 last could not have*found(!rme to read these articles
efore he put on paper his considered opinion of Marxism
as “the muddled think rnlg of a German doctor of phi
osophy named Karl Marx, who combined his_typically
German and Hegelian |deas of the supremacy of the state
wrt a]utorp gp ream born of his hncomp]etence in dealin g
te oble

ms of existence In the London slums.”

have trme to read Max Eastman, evrdentlyl) This bit

of provincial spite and ignogance Is repdered af| the more

Iquant by the occasion, which was the dropping of the

rench-composed Internationale _as . the national” anthem

of Soviet Russia. The Times editorialist should also read

Marx’s Ien?thy and merciless critique of Hegels Phrlosophy

of the Sta p]t the Grossman " articles houét ore
than enou?h for his purposes.  Some one should send

an offprin
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"Man of His Century: A Reconsideration of the Historical
Significance of Karl Marx" by Solomon F. Bloom. THE
JOURNAL OF POLITICAL ECONOMY, Dec. 1943.

A tepid critique of Marx’s ideas which fails to justrfy
Its Hretentrous title.  When Bloom has finished h? ?ther
condescending survey of Marxism, he finds himself faced
wrth a problem: how could a thinker whose maip ideas are

open t0 S0 many b{ectrons have heen as influential as

arx was? 1o me £ 101 drftrculty the author resorts to a
common strategf/ denigration: Marxism Was a supreme
expression of “19th century thouglht hence |s influence;
but its srgnrfrcance is now mostly historical. It is, of
course, |mporant to rebut the se tarran claim that Marx
found a timeless philosopher’s stone by which to gaud
all hrstor —Past present and future—but 1t 1s absurd
0 to he”extreme ‘of considering. Marx as simply another

arlyle or Herbert Spencer, that’is, a.figure of tremendous
srgnr icance In_his day but with [ittle to tell us now
to"the point. One mrgh legitimately ask why, in that case,
Bloom™ himself took ‘the trouble t0 write @ whole hoo
several years ago on Marx’s views on the national questron°

"Is China's Economy to be Modelled on Japan's?" by the
editors. AMERASIA, Feb. 4, 1944.

Reflecti m%] the ahtrtude and theE vrf]ers back of the Kuom-
intang, varous Chinese spokesmen ave come out for the
foIIowrng lan for postwar China: 1. China is to_remain

redomrnantI?/ ag rrcuIturaI country. 2, Light industry
or the production of consumer’s goods is to be widely
decentralized, with housands of widely scattered minute
producers. 3. There are to be a few very large centers of
Industry, Iaroely under government control.” This plan
would serve

lord class, for the second point Would perhaps be under

their contro] and the program_as a whole would no|tdrs-

tyrb the relations of “production existing In agrrcu ure
It the government controlled or even owped the few huge
industries, no mdeﬁendent and powerful industrial class
Woulrtt emeri to ¢ aIIenge the landlora’s power over the
countr

]rcner&tl ontrolled !

eudal agriarian base; there wads a
dustrial %Irte and thus the transition from feudal to capital-
|st economy was. achjeved with the minimum of social
change in agricultural relations, A similar system is in
the cards for China; but, of course, on this partrcular
gamrn table, several people have their own deck up their
espective sleeves.

eavy industry ‘was grafted on a semi-

1. "Britain's Postwar Trade and World Economy" by
Howard P. Whidden, Jr. FOREIGN POLICY REPORTS,
Dec. 15, 1943.

2. "Planning Industry's Future in Britain" by Walter Hill.
HARVARD BUSINESS REVIEW, Winter, 1944.

1 . is a valuable surveY article,
Britain’s prohable postwar trade position.  The heart of the
question s this: in 1936-1938 Brrtarn Imported £950 000,000
worth of goods. ?he paid for these 59( Wrth exports,
26% wrth Income rom mvestments (or from liqul atrn%
Investments), 1%% with shipping re¥enueﬁ and 4% wit
Insurance and banking receipts.” After the war, her in-
vestment income will” be halyed, since she has had to
liquidate investments to pay for the war and has had to

0 Tetain the power of the semi-feudal Iand-

%olrtrca economy. In Jagan a govern-
blend of landed with, in-

resenting the figures on
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borrow great sums from the U S., Indra Canada, E1g
etc. Her hank mg receipts will be lower because 0 te
growth of New Yark Crt as an International finance center,
t the expense of London, Her shipping revenues will also
be lower because of shipping losses i the war and be-
cause of the rise of the American, Canadian, Australian and
Indian merchant marines.

Thus in the first two postwar years, Britain may have
a deficit in her forergn trade accodnt of £200,000,000. To
close that %a p is the probl em confronting her, a problem
Intensified the fact that she is the world’s No. 1 import-
Ing nation. “Whidden thinks it will be done bg expansion
?f exports. He sa s that It d%pends on Ameriga’s postwar
orel n trade polic whethert IS expansron IS In the trad
tron % ? tradé on the world market or in that of

Schacht’s bilateral trade a%reements with uotas licenses,
specral currencies, etc ere is much evr ence, however,
that Britain has made her choice already, and for the
Schachtian technique.

. IS Bntish "propaganda, by an editor of the London
Economist, designed to~ convince American businessmen
that England 15" planning her postwar role in the world
market In fterms of fre% trade, It Is mostly uncritical
quotatron 0 generalrtres eradrng British spokesmen. But
even here one gBes some grmpses of how cartelized and
State- control ed rrtrsh business will be after the war. The
amous a 0 British industrialists whrcg he cites,
or example, is a corporate state set-up wrth trage assocja-
t6|Coonnsonr]nyade compulsory and given full control over the

"From Moscow to Naples" by Gaetano Salvemini. THE
NEW REPUBLIC, Dec. 27, 1943. "Liberated' Italy" by
Gaetano Salvemini. THE NATION, Jan. |, 1944.

Every now and then, Gaetano Salvemini publishes an
article ‘on developments 'in Ttaly_in The Nation or The New

Publrc usually the latter. “These articles are as POOd
political writing“as Is being done today: uncomprom srn?
In thejr honesty and realism, massively documented, writ-
ten, with the s arpness of controlled indignation. _ In the
tepid. atmosphere of the liberal press, muggy with com-
gromrse fear and confusron Salvemini’s writing_is a fresh
reeze. Like Randolph Bourne in the last war, Salvemini’s
Intelligence and_ honesty put him intg mcreasrndly sharp
8 position t0 'ns fellow liberals. His comments Ton the
veIoprnIg Italian situation are required reading for al
who would understand our foreign policy.

"Why War Workers Strike— the Case History of a Shipyard
'Wildcat'" by Victor H. Johnson. THE NATION, January
15, 1944.

The author, a minor official of the CIO shrpa/ard workers
unron tries to show that the War Labor Boar ‘a cautl-
ousg reactronary instrument under the omrnatron of W.

gvrs and that the Irb(erals on it are there for “win-

ressing”. . He tells a etare story of the run-around
the representatrves of 43,000 ship workers got _in. Wash-
mFton and the wildcat strrke whrch resulted. This IrttIe
fa oroves Johnson’s criticisms of the WLB to the hilt.
But it also Proves a lot more mucB mare than the author
a rather nalve labor-patriot, probably intended to revea
namely, that the chief role of unron leaders today is t
preventt strikes.

The union men who came into our office or who worked
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srde by side Wrth us, we couId hold against a strike. Qur
ro lem  was t]e unor anized . . . who were more for
trr Ing than the or an zed Non-unionists baited u& for
heing “afraid to strr Spontanequs work . stoppages,
slowdowns, _sitdowns muItrpIred Union officials 'had a
busy trme nipping departmental demonstratrons In the bud
m&/ esentment from crystall |zrnﬂ] Into a general
wal out et \ dpreve t ews of the troublg from
reaching the public; an d the com an apparently.”
|taI|cs mine Thus a ecade of the has brought
merican Iabor to the point that those not in the union
show more figh n% arrn t the unron members!
Postwar reactron wr ave a Walkover unless the American
labor movement develops a shght amount of quts.

The Intelligence Offie

The Civil Rights Defense Committee has issued a 32-
page pamghlet “Who are_the 18 Prisoners in the Minne-
apolis, Labor Case?”, which containg a summary of the
facts in the case, short brographres of the defendants, and
other information on the Roosevelt Admrnrstratrons perse-
cution of the Minneapolis defendants. The pamphlets cost
ten cents each, and are obtainable from the Committee at
160 Fifth Avenue, New York City.

Last May a group of leftwing refugees in Mexico City
orned Wrth several Mexican radrcals ) f%)rm the * Socrahsmt
Liber ro month later, the gro oy

tqhe first nutnbegr an ﬁustrated review. ent| fdlpl\h)und
Wrrtten in_Spanish, the magazrne justifies Its title, cover-
the maj or regrons of thé world gn special departments
rinting_the work of wrrters 0 ide ran e of na-
Frve num ers have appeare to ate Among

the Ieadrn articles have been: ‘ eRe irth of Socialism
}(] Victor erge Homage to Otto and Alice RuhIe : “The
Third Camp” by Julian Gorkin:. “War Diary” by Jean
Malaguars “The Con adrctr ns in .Our Socialist “Think-
ing” by Enrique Gironella, T eMexrcan Communists have
denouriced “Mundo” as “Goebbels’ mou thpiece”, and their

tronai)rtres

adherents in the Mexrc&yoostof&roe ave sabotaged Its dis-

trrbutron (The Trotskyists dismiss the magazine as
miserable Centrrst conifusionism”.)  For somie reason,
very few copies of “Mundo” have reached this country,
although many have been mailed to American addresses,
Inquiry has so far not revealeg Whether this is due to
ahnrst dirt wor In_Mexico City, or to the censors at
t e border—though it is hard to seée what the latter could
tt;md to object to |n the magazine, beyond its openly socialist
1as

TYPICAL REACTIONS TO VOL. I, NO. I

“Congratulatigns on_the first issue of potitics. It’s about
25 time$ as lively as The Nation and The New Renubho "
—R. C., NEW YORK CITY

. The comments_are

“It is too much a one-man job
The book reviews

good but there are too many of them .
are the worst thing in the magazrne

ally possible to say anything pertinent about a 400-page

It 15 only occasion-

politics

book in as many words . . . The periodical review section,
on éhe other hand, is excellent . he Oa kes piece IS
ood—interesting, timely, provocative, the rrght engt

he magazrne needs something to lighten it—one or two
oarioo . for instance . . . Thé cover seems to me surpris-
ingly bad.”— w. P., NEW YORK CITY

“Just happened across a copy of your February issye
and found it the most stimulating réading experiénce in

month| Instead 0 readrn[g it thru readily wrp easy aev
rf)rova | ‘was challenged o some serious thin |ng— 0
ew contemporary magazines can do the same for a reader.’

—R. J., PHILADELPHIA, PA.

“Frankly, | don’t like poritics 100 mych—it’s too remins-
cent of thé little Commie sectarian stuff which flooded the
market in '34-'38, The best thing in it was the first part
of the editorial, “Why Politics?”—now that’s a swell pros-
pectus. | only hope you can live up to it. But | can't
quite quare that with" the 5 pp. of “Comment” all of it
strarght down the mevrtable ‘ling’ ... | 'liked the Periodical
section very much.— CPL. X., NEW HAVEN, CONN.

“If you really want to create a center for the Left |
believe' you're going to have to modify_the tone of the
Comment’, etc. © We have to learn to write with more In-
direction. "It seems to me that this comes out best In choice
of a vocabulary. Not onIy estheticall Y but also In |nteI-
lectual meaning and certainly in appealing to more people,
there are terms'that | ust dont g0. hus instead of “means
of prodyction” why no say “productrve facilities”™? “The
ruIrnd class” seems$ bad to me on two cougs Irst, its tone
IS ste eot%/ped and arouses antagonism needlessly, but more
|m ortantly, it .is ambiguous: class is clearly economic,
rul |ng |sai)olrt|ca cata%ory By %ornrng the tiwo you hide
a F blem, or a whole setof theni . . . Almost_ all
Marxrs jargon is needlessly gthats the pornt alienative,
Cf. Oakes essay which 1s & very nrce thing, the language
at times estranges many; and to hell with the char —that
Was bad t0 |ncIude |t| . | read the whole issue from
cover to oover and JO}I] it immensely; 1t's lively and
has the_air of free and nardhitting truth-seeking (even if
some of it shelled in by archaic lahguage).’

— C. W M., COLLEGE PARK, MD.-

“politics came to me in this forsaken climate with a
richness that wholly pleases my now more refined stand-
ards. 1t carries every virtue the sectarian (gournals ever
exploited, and some entrrely new ones of Its own—for one
thing 1t s never I| eral entrreP/ revolutionary wrthout
any “brazen_‘radicalism’. * The best | can say IS that i
the first ‘left” periodical | have seen.”

— PFC., CAMP CROFT, S. C.

“SOLICIT YOUR SUBSCRIBERS IN MOSCOW FROM
WHENCE COMES YOUR INSPIRATION! WAKE UP! YOUR
TIME IN AMERICA IS DRAWING TO A CLOSE. THE TIDE
IS RUNNING TO CONSTITUTIONAL GOVT. AND AMERICAN-
ISM. IT WILL SWEEP THE COUNTRY LIKE A TORNADO
THIS YEAR AND NEITHER KARL MARX NOR ‘POLITICS’
WILL FIND A HAVEN HERE!
éWrrtten in red crayon on back of a sub blank. Unsigned

altimore postmark’)

poljtics [eminds me of the Partisan Review | ‘dis
co ered in. 1937, Like the young P.R., it is fresh, daring
radical.”—j. h.]., bluemont, va.
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“I like your magazine and | think it will help radicals
who are not too tired or too pessimistic or too doctrinaire
to reset their sights.”—F. M., DETROIT, MICH.

“The first issue was a little disappointing, but then |
suppose t hat | expected too much merely hecause the need
IS S0 r[rrea [though | do not. actuaII disagree with
any statement, Macdonald’s enunciation of his political
VIEWS Was weak and farIed to say a ood many important
%hrn 0s [ e] Oakes™ analysis, ah have no ba rs
or “challeng rn IS predictions of the future But t
value of apre iction, rn a political sense ... 1s to enabIe
us to formulate strate% and tactics In
temporary events, And the only conclusion “that Oakes
draws is that we need an mdependen t labor party . . . and
that this party should ‘cope With the problems’ of living
under a permanent war economy’—this statement is either
a vague generality, or a belief that we can, at best, “adjust’
oursélves to the “inevitable ... | thought Lasky’s article
was very well writfen; and the reviews were afl ‘damned
good. [ read the “Theory of Popular Cylture” with great
interest, Some of the siveeping” generalizations on both
literary and political matters are arbitrary and superficial.
But many of the things that he says have needed saying for
a long fime.”"— sge. z, camp ree, va.

THE BATTLE OF PETERSBURG

I feel comPeIIed to protest against the inclusion in your
first issue of that “Letter from Petersburg, Va.” It is
fHSt that kind of snjde, snotty, soghomonc Erovmcralr
at 1S going to repel readers outsi There
are some fine people around who wouldn’t know George’s

bar from Chumleys and who are all the more to be ad-

mired because they have the guts to work and stru%gle in

Intellectually inhdspitable (in- some cases hostile)™ sur-
roundrn%s.
NEW ORLEANS, LA HARVEY SWADOS

To all those who live in Petersburg, Va., out of a sense
of moral oblrgatron apologies for our correspondent’s snide
remarks, which are to be understood as applying only to
those who live there for less elevated reasons.—ED.

FANCY WRITING AND UNCLE JOE
Sir
| have rec’d Vol 1, No. 1 oé POLITI S and “nd It
very much worth while. We need a journal that will In a
far and obﬁctrve manner go Into many things that are too
ot for the ation and New Republic.
note t at ou do not like Uncle Joe, and that is OK
now Adolﬁh don't like him either. ~ Nor
?es PoHe Prus Fulton $ eehan or tRe C“ Irrbune all
cuts no ice, Give old oseP it you will—
but deal In drrect statemens of fact that can be proven
some rhqe Joe as done pretty well—
that his cre rts far excee IS debl
| also note that some of your wrr ers have found and
usg peculrar and unusual words and if there IS angthrn
etest In a writer It Is that very thing. Verbosity, pe antry
and cqcky, smart-Alec writing Just don't *fit my pistol”.
| wish you good luck and will pass your mdq on to my
ffr d{ OLP you dont turn out fo be just another
rotskeyite outrit.

WEST TULSA OKLA. AUSTIN JOHNSON

dealing_ with_con-
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AMERICAN WOMEN'S PLACE

Sir;

Dwr t Macdonald doesnt know what_he’s talking about
when esays In his article on Popular Culture that"women
are culturally subordinated to men in the country. | sub-
mit the enclosed as conclusive evidence.

STATEN ISLAND, N. Y. TERENCE DONAGHUE

See cut below—ED.

N.Y. DAILY MIRROR,
Dec.13,1943* p.4.

Oh, Yeah?

“The Strikingly Low
Cultural Level of the
American Nation Is the
Result of the Domrnant
Position of Women.”

THE "TRIBUNE'S" LITTLE HELPER

Your aim *to create a center of consciousness on the
Left, welcoming all varieties of radical thought” |s one

with whrch | am $o enthusrastrcally In sympathy

IS verg disapp orntrn? Ind that’you 4 arendy |m|t

our efin iron of “ adr aI thour%ht” to the ce

he antl-Sta roui) ere seems to be no subject w |ch

you can_discusS without making it an_occasion Tor a slur
n Russia. Elf the views of the  opposition were expressed,

Where Were hey?) | think that your analysrs of ‘the na-

B CLoyis Clar on “Sta e polcy I Eutoper atf”'e
|y Lhrldrsh hrs theor hat Ru sra i t ep maran
reactron on the_continent” would im us
fere t0 0 Bose Germany eore Munrc ecayse Sta rn
feared the fineralizing influence of Hitler on Czechoslo-
vakia, and that Russia  supported the Spanish Republic be-
(I:Stjrf)?r he teared that Franco would lead a proletarian revo-
This poIrcy IS srmply suicidal. There IS no reason what-
ever that | ‘can see for g little helper for the Chroacg
Tribune In its crusade to discredit Russra Ever ICa
tion In Unrted States, with very minor exceptions, |s aIready
workrng that side of the strect,
is the source of the strange com uIsron that makes
yer Arberal journal run thr? goh the list of all of RUssia’s
eded sins never possr ccasion? At whom 15 this
drrecte and to what end? | have lived for 42 fairly
soclable’ years without meetrng more than half a dozen
people who were greatly interested in Russia or WeII enough
informed to know what all the arguing was about. Even
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if all that you thmk Is true, the net effect of dragging it
In on everE possiple occasion is as thou?h a historian
wrrtm of nPIand felt that he had to starl every_chapter
with a recita [ that is wrong with imperialism—
would 3/ou read man such chapters? How many would
a pers competey unmtereste in imperialism read?
| think™ that there is an excellent case to he
ma e or Russra—l shall be glad to go Into details if you
will undertake to read them but shall"not waste time item-
izing the evidence 1n a letter which | am syre that you
will"toss aside_as the outburst of @ Communist. (I have
never been a Communist and have only known tw pa tg
members in all my life—and those two very rre t/
lieve 1t or not). ~ It seems inexcusable thou hat a
Journal with any. pret ense to mteIIectuat honesty should
descend to the o trick ways coupl gi Russia ﬁd
Nazr German to ether In mentro % dictato shr S. The
differ pro ound )b In partrcu ars which | consider extremely
Imporfant—notably, In their handling of racial conflicts
In therr attitude toward educati |on and in their treatment
of women. It you consider such thrngs as these unimpor-
tant detarls what for Christ’s sake, Oo you consider im-

f)
Pop Fmallz | ask r[ou to beIreve that | have_ inflicted all hhrs
on you becau. 1am honest Interested in seeing suc
Journal as youppro osed to create suceed—and because |
still hope that Politics can be such a journal.

HAMILTON, OHIO WILLIAM PALMER TAYLOR

The vehemence with which Mr. Taylor objects to
POLITICS’ anti-Stalinist flavor to some extent answers his
question, why so much on faraway Russia? He himselt
takes Russra pre ty serrously, or, he would not have written
s0 long and 0 sronggaa bout it.. There are two big rea-

sons wny the USSR foday i domrnant in Ieftwrn? canscl-
0uSness: 1 it 1S mcom}gara ly the most powerful force
on the left and its relation to” socialism. poses the most

important theoretical and practical political question of
our time; (2? it is rapidly becoming'the storm center of
post-ivar world politics, as the Kremlin pursugs an increas-
ingly independent and aggressive foreign policy.

As for Mr. Taylor s objection to the linking of Nazism
and Stalinism, | can onlz say (1) most liberal”journals do

NOT, today, say much about “Russia’s, alleged sins”, and
hence it seems “important for some leftwin ma?azme to
do so—all the more so precisely because the field is left
t00 much to reactionary organs like the “Chicago Tribune™,
which distort more than they enlighten; (2) . Peter Meyers
articles in this and the last |ssue give Impressive documenta-
tion to the thesis that the similarities between Nazism and
Stalinism are more significant than the dissimilarities.

Finally, | shaII be lad to print any serious and com-
P etent article by Mr. Taylor or any oné else, which arques
he case, from a socralrst viewpoint, for the present Gov-
ernment’ and social system in Russia.—ED.

WOODROW WILSON AND
Sir:
Permit me to say | like your restoration of the word
polrtrcs to its. original and real meaning.  Woodrow
Wilson, who divided™the old chair of Political Economy
Into the two chairs Eoonomros and Politics, af Princeton
in about the year 1894 told me he chose for himself the

title, “Professor of Politics”, in order to help restore its
original meaning to this word.

UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS

"POLITICS"

GUY ALAN TAWNEY

politics

CONTRIBUTORS

C. WRIGHT MILLS teaches sociology at the Unrversrtyrof

Maryland., He has wrrtten for THE New Republ

Jou naI of Socro ogg he New Leader and other magazines
CCI has been in. this country Several

a He contrrbutes to Italian periodicals, and writes short

s, one_of which will soon appear in POLITICS . .

UR PINCUS, author of Terror in Cuba and 0

es of Latin America, lives.in NewYork Cit g FRANK

ULAJRT is educational director of Logal

ni

ted Automobile Workers,

IS the seudonym of a former member of th
Bund_of Poland, "who now lives in Chrcaq
KEES s a poet and novelist who has.contributed
san. Review_and_ other magazines. He lives in New
It RUTH FISCHER ‘was one of the leaders of
man Communist Party in the mid-twenties. She now
news-letter The Network, devoted to factual expoges
ent activities In the Stalinist movement . OR
author of Russia 20 Years After and several novels
temporary life in Russia, now lives in Mexrco CrtK
ICHARD CHASE is.in the Department of Englis
olumbia Unrversrty His study of Toynbee’s hrstorrca
| S apprears In thé current Partisan Review

ICH ENSTEIN 1s a young writer who lives in New

City.
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He has three simple loyalties. They are to President Phil Murray
of the CIO. President Roosevelt of the USA. and the United Auto-
mobile Workers Union, in approximately that order.— from a profile of
R. J. Thomas, president of the UAW. in the Saturday Evening Post
for Dec. 18, 1943.

Mr. Thomas' salary is paid by the United Automobile Workers,
the United Automobile Workers, and the United Automobile Workers,
in approximately that order.

FURTHER ADVENTURES OF MARY
The "Christian Century" (Jan. 26) reports that the Virgin Mary has
been made an honorary general in the Argentine army. "She receives
no salary but is assigned a vivaticum of ten dollars a day which is col-
lected by the church.”
— Fellowship, March, 1944

ONWARD CHRISTIAN SOLDIERS
NORFOLK, VA., Mar. 7— A stained glass window, executed by one
of the country's best known artists in that field, who says it is the
first time the Virqgin has been represented as holding a warship instead
of the Christ Child, will soon be installed in the Chapel of Our Lady
of Victory at the Norfolk naval operating base.
— "Washington (D. C.) Evening Star", March 7, 1944

POT & KETTLE DEPT.

The conquests made by Japanese armies in Manchuria, Mongolia
and China since 1931 have effected no formal addition to the Japanese
empire, for a method of '‘indirect rule' has been applied without an-
nexation or even protectorate of the ordinary kind: Manchukuo is in
Japanese theory a sovereign state, and any nation which so desires
can have diplomatic representation at Hsinking — at the price of
recognizing Manchukuo’s sovereignty and detachment from China. The
world in general does not take this theory very seriously and regards
Manchukuo as merely an alias for Japan. But in keeping up the elabo-
rate hocus-pocus of independence for a country she in reality controls.
Japan is simply following an example set by Britain with the concur-
rence of the League of Nations, for the admission of India in 1919 to
a society whose membership is by its constitution restricted to inde-
pendent states and ‘'fully self-governing' colonies or dominions in-
troduced into international relations an element of sheer humbug which
the world will yet have cause to regret. If a state can be recognized
as ‘fully self-governing' when it lacks every attribute of real indepen-
dence, the way is open for an unlimited faking of sovereignty. By
virtue of the Geneva conception of national independence, Japan can
at least claim that the people of Manchuria have not enjoyed less free-
dom in setting up the government of Manchukuo than has the ‘'fully
self-governing' Indian nation in choosing Lord Linlithgow as its ruler.
— "An Atlas of Far Eastern Politics", by G. F. Hudson, Martha Rajch-
man, and G. E. Taylor, pp. 66-7 (John Day, 1942)



