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From the Four Corners

Edited by Louis Harap
AT HOME

A ““package” of 11 civil rights bills was
introduced into the Senate on February
1. The bills would establish equal oppor-
tunity in employment, establish a commis-
sion of the government on civil rights,
protect against lynching, outlaw the poll
tax, protect against discrimination in inter-
state transportation, strengthen existing
civil rights laws, outlaw violation of the
right to vote, create a joint Congressional
committee on civil rights, create a civil
rights division under the attorney general,
strengthen laws against peonage and in-
voluntary servitude and create an omnibus
civil rights measure to strengthen civil
rights statutes. The 18 co-sponsors of one
or more of the bills are: Lehman, Ives,
Clifford P. Case, Douglas, Duff, Kennedy,
Langer, Magnuson, Martin, McNamara,
Purtell, Morse, Saltonstall, Murray, Smith,
Neely, Neuberger, ]ackson (N. Y. T,

2/2

Resistance notes . . . Senator Olin D.
Johnston (D-NC) accused the national
administration of using “fascist methods”
in the federal security program in a latter
to Dr. Israel Goldstein, president of the
AJ Congress, made public on January 23.
Johnston’s letter said that “a sterile con-
formity is being imposed on the public
service.” (N. Y. T., 1/24) ... In a speech
before the 48th annual meeting of the AJ
Committee on January 29, retired New
York Supreme Court Judge Learned Hand
defended the right of dissent. He deplored
constant use of the word “subversive” “as
a touchstone of impermissible deviations
from accepted canons.” (N. Y. T., 1/30)
. . . The membership of the New York
County Medical Society for the second
time in two years rejected by a two to one
vote the membership application of Dr.
Godfrey Arnold, who was a former speech
specialist in Vienna. Dr. Godfrey was
charged with having been a Nazi Party
member and with having lied about his
membership. He was rejected in spite
of the unanimous recommendation of the
society’s executive committee. (N. Y. T.,
1/25) ... In a letter to the Intermountain
Jewish News (12/30/54), Harry Green,
attorney for the “security” victims of anti.
Semitism in the Fort Monmouth cases,
charged that anti-Semitic suspensions for
“security” reasons were occurring in many
parts of the country. “From reports that
we receive,” wrote Green, “the same Kind
of suspensions of loyal government em-
ployees are taking place in other parts of
(Continued on page 31)
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Sewish Life
Readers, Jewish Life Committees, all Friends |
of Mr. Schappes:

Do you wish to give recognition to Mr. Schappes
for his contribution to the study of American Jew-
ish history and to the Tercentenary Celebration?

You will have the opportunity to do so in a sub-
stantial, meamngful way by making a donation to
the magazine on the occasion of the Banquet in his
honor on March 6 (see back cover page).

Those who cannot attend the Banquet are asked to
send their donations to-the magazine (22 Fast 17
Street, New York 3, N. Y.) in his name with your
greetings. ’
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FROM MONTH TO MONTH

SHOULD WE DIE FOR CHIANG KAI-SHEK?

THE intensified danger of war with China continues
despite the evacuation of the Chinese off-shore Tachen
Islands without incident. Source of the danger is the Dul-
les-Radford policy embodied in the resolution passed by
Congress in January giving the President power to engage
United States forces, up to action on the Chinese main-
land, to deny to the Chinese not only Formosa and the
Pescadores, but any of the off-shore islands. In his speech
before the Senate on January 26 opposing the resolution,
Senator Wayne Morse put the matter succinctly. “In my
judgment,” he said, “this resolution would legalize the
position of the proponents of a preventive war, which has
been advocated in this country for the past several years.”
That this is literally true can be seen from the provision
in the resolution that the President may" order bombing
of the mainland if in his opinion a massing of troops there
signalizes a prospective attack on the off-shore islands in
Chiang Kai-shek’s hands. In other words, the President
can order action to prevent the Chinese from recovering
their own territory from the corrupt, discredited Chiang.
Only cold war irrationality can deny the unchallegeable
claim of China to Formosa. The Cairo Conference of 1943
pledged that “all the territories Japan has stolen from the
Chinese such as Manchuria, Formosa and the Pescadores
shall be restored to the Republic of China.” And this pledge
was reaffirmed by President Truman toward the end of the
Chinese Civil War in January 1950: “The United States
has no predatory designs on Formosa or any other Chinese
territory. The United States has no desire to obtain special
rights or priviliges or to establish military bases on For-
mosa at this time. Nor does it have any intention of utiliz-
ing its armed forces to interfere in the present situation.
The United States will not pursue a course which will lead
to involvement in the civil conflict in China. Similarly, the
United States Government will not provide military aid or
advice to Chinese (that is, Chiang’s) forces on Formosa.”
The status of Formosa and its relation to China has not
changed since that time. What has changed is an intensified
cold war policy of interfering in the internal affairs of China
which the Chinese will not, as a self-respecting country,
permit. Will the American people allow the Eisenhower
administration to precipitate a major war with China that
would in all probability lead to World War III in order
to save Chiang Kai-shek from final defeat at the hands of
the Chinese people? There can Be no doubt that the Amer-
ican people want none of this. How little they want it was
indicated by this sample: on February 4, Jim Crowley,
CIO Auto Workers Union Washington correspondent,
stated on the radio that mail to the senators was running
100 to one against the President’s resolution on Formosa.
The letters showed a powerful peace sentiment. The -peo-
ple, he said, “were appalled at the mere suggestion that we
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might engage in an aggressive war of prevention.”

How can peace be preserved? It has been proposed that
a conference like that at Geneva, which succeeded in bring-
ing peace.in Indo-China, should be convened. State De-
partment opposition to such a conference throws doubt on
the earnesteness with which it is secking a peaceful out-
come. How else can oné construe the sour remark of a
State department spokesmen early in February, “I find
it difficult to believe that anyone who participated in that
experience (the Geneva conference) would be interested -
in repeat that experience” (New York Times, February
6). An experience that resulted in peace should be repeated
as many times as necessary to achieve peace. And if the
world ever needed that kind of experience, it is now. For
lack of it we may be plunged into a war that would leave
millions of our people killed and our country devastated.
Is Chiang Kai-shek worth all that to us? '

Since there is no doubt whatever that the people of our
country want no war, the people need to impress Washing-
ton with this fact in an unmistakable way. In these critical
days all the organized forces of the people, the trade unions
and all organizations, can assure survival by letting the
Eisenhower administration know that the present policy
of preventive, aggressive war needs to be changed. The
President and senators and congressmen should be bom-
barded with resolutions and messages from organizations
and individuals demanding that our government parti-
cipate in a conference to settle the question peacefully.

SAVAGE JUDGMENT IN EGYPT

TWO Jewish young men in their twenties, one a French

and the other an Egyptian national, were executed in
Cairo on January 31 for alleged “sabotage and espionage”
on behalf of Isracl. One defendant committed suicide in.
jail and six others, including one woman, received prison
terms of from seven years to life. An immense wave of
protest arose all over the world at the vindictive death
sentences. Roger Baldwin, American chairman of the In-
ternational League for the Rights of Man, who was in
Europe at the time and had an opportunity to study the
case on a visit to Cairo, expressed his shock and added:
“The conspiracy did not involve any serious acts of es-
pionage or sabotage.” Egypt, he said, will “suffer in world
opinion for this vindictive judgment.”

This savage judicial murder of the two Jews emanates
from a reactionary regime which is attempting to inflame
the Egyptian people against Israel as a method of strength-
ening its hold on them. This violation of the common
sense of justice of mankind does not help either the cause
of a genuinely independent Egypt or peace in the Middle
East. It rather militates against the interests of the Egyptian
people and feeds the danger of war in the Middle East.



PROTEST AGAINST REARMING GROWS

Fear of nazi rearmament among the Jewish masses is beginning to find

voice despite the silence imposed by the Jewish leadership in the U.S.

HE war crisis over Formosa is serious enough but the

people would be ill-advised to allow it to blunt aware-
ness of the parallel danger of a threatened West German
rearmament. The peace of the world hinges on the ability
of the people to affect State Department policy on both
questions. Thus, while the Far Eastern crisis is the imme-
diate peril, crucial decisions concerning West German
rearmament will also be made in the coming few months.
We dare not allow our concern over the former to divert
us from acting also on the latter.

And action on West German rearmament is sorely
needed. While there is an ominous silence in Jewish or-
ganized life on the rearmament issue, the fears of the
American people and particularly the masses of Jews are
beginning to find expression. One significant sign is the
brief but laden comment of New York Post publisher
Dorothy Schiff. “In this country,” she wrote on January
30, “few voices have been raised against reviving the Wehr-
macht. No protest meetings have been held at Madison
Square Garden although the nazis are rising again in Ger-
many.” Miss Schiff has good reason to be worried at an
apparent lack of awareness—or is it a lack of backbone?—
on the part of leading spokesmen at the revival of the peril
which in the thirties evoked widespread protest in the
country at large and among the Jews in particular. One
would suppose that, with the experience of Hitlerism be-
hind us and the horror of hydrogen war before us, there
would be a universal outcry against rearmament of a re-
nazified West Germany.

The deep-seated fear among the Jewish masses is be-
ginning to break through. After the Paris agreements were
signed last October, the American Jewish Congress, fol-
lowing the lead of the World Jewish Congress, expressed
its “misgivings” (Comgress Weekly, November 8, 1954)
but has not come out flatly in opposition to rearmament.
More frequently now does one see editorial expressions
of apprehension in the English-Jewish press. The Inter-
mountain Jewish News (Denver, Colo.), for instance, con-
cludes an editorial on January 6, thus: “To Jewry, who
cannot erase the horrible memory of Hitler, German re-
armament makes us shudder. We can only pray that
[French ex-Premier] Mendes-France’s victory [on ratifica-
tion of the Paris agreements] is not a phyrric victory.”
Why we should not express our fears in protest as well as
prayer, the paper does not suggest. But the New Jersey
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Department of the Jewish War Veterans has passed over to
protest. Early in the year its commander, Edward Nappen,
issued a statement for his state organization warning of
the threat of “creation of a Fourth Reich at least as power-
ful as Hitler’s empire. . . . Behind the German anxiety
to contribute military divisions to the European army
lurks the specter of yet another German bid for control
of the continent.”

Why Are They Silent?

Welcome as are these sporadic expressions of alarm and
protest, the fact is that most of the leaders of Jewish or-
ganized life are silent as the grave on the question. It is
true that, following the shocking outburst of virulent
nazi anti-Semitism in West Germany last November, sev-
eral Jewish leaders like Rabbi Norman Salit, president
of the Synagogue Council of America, called for a “halt”
in the plans for West German rearmament and Dr.
Emanuel Neumann, chairman of the executive committee
of the Zionist Council of America, warned that such
demonstrations “threaten to disqualify the Bonn govern-
ment as an ally of this country consecrated to the cause
of democracy and human freedom.” But nothing further
has been heard from most Jewish organizations.

Why this blanket of silence on an issue which so vitally
affects the whole future and survival of the Jewish people,
let alone the American people as a whole? The basic reason
is the adherence of most of the Jewish leadership to State
Department foreign policy. The keystone of this policy
in the West is the rearming of West Germany as a spear-
head of a military alliance against the Soviet Union. De-
spite the fact that the renazified rulers of West Germany
have made no secret either of their aggressive military
intentions or of their anti-Semitism (see “The Fact-Sheet
on West German Rearmament,” in our January issue),
the Jewish leaders have sat on the lid with respect to the
problem.

When West German rearmament was formally intro-
duced about four years ago, the State Department was
confronted with the problem of neutralizing the antagon-
ism of democyatically-minded people and especially the
masses of Jews toward rearming the same nazi elements
that had only a short time ago plunged the world into
war and perpetrated a ghastly genocide. The State De-
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partment came up with the scheme of buying off the op-
position of the Jewish masses by a deal with the leader-

ship. With the State Department in the background, West -

German Chancellor Adenauer offered to pay “repara-
tions” to the Jewish people. A “Conference on Jewish
Material Claims Against Germany” was set up composed
of the leaders of major Jewish organizations in the non-
socialist world. The effective leadership of the conference,
however, lay with a handful of United States Jewish lead-
ers, led by Dr. Nahum Goldmann as State Department
agent extraordinary and battering ram of the whole deal.
There was widespread opposition to the plan from the
Jewish masses all over the world. They regarded the deal
as a shameful bartering of Jewish honor for money. After
months of negotiations, a pact was signed on September
10, 1952 by Adenauer and Dr. Goldmann providing that
West Germany would pay the Israel government $712,000,-
000 in goods over a period of 12 years and $107,000,000 over
the same period to Jewish organizations and projects out-
side of Israel. In March 1953 the deal was' ratified by both
the Israel and West German governments.

The disgrace of the whole deal is now compounded
with the allocation of funds in the United States to organi-
zations and individuals who are not victims of nazism.
The affair has the look of a racket. Here are some of the
allocations in the United States last year: $310,000 to the
Yiddish Scientific Institute (YIVO); $175,000 to the Jew-
ish Labor Committee, and $140,000 to 52 Jewish writers in
the United States.

Behind the Adenauer Deal

Shortly after the deal was broached, this writer pointed
out (Jewisu Lire, December 1951, p. 3) that “the reality
behind the conference was the attempt to strangle opposi-
tion to the rearmament of West Germany.” The utter
silence of the greatest part of the Jewish leadership in this
country from that day to this on the danger of West Ger-
man rearmament and their successful suppression of all
discussion of the issue in Jewish organized life, confirms
this analysis up to the hilt. At the Third Plenary Assem-
bly of the World Jewish Congress in August 1953, Dr.
Goldmann and the United States leaders actually succeeded
in heading off action for which European Jewish leaders
pressed on the dangers to the Jewish people of renazifica-
tion and rearmament. Commenting on the Assembly,
Zionistishe Bletter (August 1953), organ of the General
Zionist Federation of France, exclaimed in shocked indig-
nation that at the meetings Dr. Goldmann was so anxious
to suppress the whole question ‘that he opposed even the
mention of the six million Jewish dead. “It was not at all
a question of accusing the German people,” said the ‘paper,
“it was only a question of mentioning the martyrs, of
mentioning them!”

The question of West German rearmament has not even
been on the agenda of most Jewish organizations—at least,
publicly. But there are signs of an awakening among the
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E. European Jews Against Rearmament

HE remnants of the Jews in Eastern Europe, who

felt the full force of Hitler’s fury, have in recent
weeks strongly expressed their opposition to the rearma-
ment of a renazified West Germany and the threat to
peace and the entire. Jewish people that it bears.

From Moscow came the appeal of Rabbi S. M. Schlie-
fer, head of the city’s Jewish religious community. It was
originally published in Izvestia (January 6) together
with those of Christian and Moslem leaders. “The Jew-
ish people, together with other peoples, suffered enorm-
ous losses during the Second World War. German fas-
cism, seeking to exterminate our people, murdered mil-
lions of defenseless persons of Jewish nationality. . . .
Jewish believers! Remember and do not forget the fascist
crimes! Fight for peace in conformity with the words of
the Bible: ‘Seek peace and strive for it’ (Psalms 34, 15).”

A message by the Polish Jewish leaders Ber Mark, Ida
Kaminska and Abraham Bankier in mid-December,
said: “We protest the revival of German militarism,
which again threatens the peace and independence of
Europe and the existence of the Jewish people. Polish
Jews, together with the entire Polish nation, will con-
tinue the struggle for collective security and against the
arming of the nazi genocides.”

The Rabbinical Council and the Council of Religious
Jewish Communities in Czechoslovakia also in January
sent an appeal to co-believers in France, Britain, Holland,
Luxembourg, Denmark and Norway not “to forget our
six million dead brothers and sisters, victims of nazism.
Do not allow new weapons, spattered with the blood of
our parents and- children, to be given into the hands

of the German fascists!”

Jewish people of our country, as we indicated earlier. Thus,
in the January issue of the Bulletin (in Yiddish), organ
of the Free Jewish Club, an independent liberal group that
includes some labor leaders, a page one editorial protesting
silence of Jewish organized life on rearmament, comments
that “One could have known that the acceptance of [repa-
rations] money from [West] Germany would bring tragic-
results. But that it would come to the shame that Jews
would remain silent in the face of giving all kinds of arms
to the nazis—this the devil himself could not have fore-
seen.” The Bulletin charges the Zionists and Israel with
the whole responsibility for this state of affairs. Although
Zionist leaders do bear a large share of the responsibility,
it is the cold war leadership, botA Zionist and non-Zionist,
of Jewish organized life in this country under the thumb
of the State Department that is basically responsible. For
leaders of both persuasions negotiated and pushed through
the deal, exploiting Israel’s need for money and goods.

European Jews Protest

The survivors of Hitlerism themselves are crying out
in shocked horror at the attempt of Jewish leadership to
silence Jewish opposition with what they call “blood money”
for their murdered relatives and their own sufferings. In
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Canada, four survivors of Belsen, Auschwitz and Buchen-
wald appealed to the Canadian Jewish Congress in Decem-
ber 1954: “Can we keep silent today when many nazis
are free again and are just waiting to put their hands on a
gun again? No! Our silence would be a betrayal. . . .We
appeal to you to use every ounce of your strength to
prevent the rearmament of Germany. We must stop them
from rearming Germany now—before it is too late.”

In France the death camp survivors are even more vig-
orous in their demands. The 1oth annual meeting in
December 1954 inParis of former concentration camp in-
mates and families of the martyred protested the return of
the hangmen of Auschwitz and Maidanek. They resolved
to mobilize the surviving victims of Hitlerism to fight
against West German rearmament and the use of the
Adenauer-Goldman “Maidanek-money” to help whitewash
the crimes of nazism. In a recent issue of the Bulletin of
the Union of former Jewish deportees of France, the or-
ganization’s general secretary, H. Bulovko, passionately
condemned the “scandal” of the affair of the “Maidanek-
money.” He scored the fact that United States Jewish
leaders have taken it upon themselves in the name of the
victims of nazism but without consulting them to accept
“reparations” money. This money, he pointed out, is being
used to stifle oppositon in the Jewish community to Ger-
man rearmament. The whole deal, he said, is a “Judenrat
swindle.” Bulovko gives voice to the sentiments of Jewish
death camp survivors all over the world. In Israel these
survivors of Hitlerism together with masses of Jews have
repeatedly demonstrated in the past few months against

A Warning from W] Congress

A dire warning of the danger in the rearmament of
Germany was issued by the World Jewish Congress
Executive on January 30 at the conclusion of a three day
meeting on the issue. Following is the text of the resolu-
tion:

* “The World Jewish Congress Executive, in plenary
session assembled, recalling the resolutions and declara-
tions of the World Jewish Congress adopted as early as
1944 and reiterated in 1948, 1951 and 1953, in opposition
to the rearmament of Germany, both East and West,
takes the occasion of its meeting at a time when the
rearmament of Germany appears imminent to call atten-
tion to the dangers which this policy may generate and
to the urgent necessity of seeking every possible safe-
guard against them. ;

“In the light of the terrible catastrophe suffered by the
Jewish people and by the world at the hands of the nazi
regime in Germany, in which militarism played so sinister
a role, there is widespread concern over the threat of a
renascent militarism in Germany. It is, therefore, our
solemn duty to call the attention of the governments in

are behind them, to the need for unremitting vigilance
in preventing every attempt, overt.or covert, to reinstate
a militarism which may go hand in hand with the re-
surgence of Nazism, the fostering of anti-Semitism and
the thwarting of the processes of democracy.”

both parts of Germany and of the great powers which |

rearmament of a renazified West Germany. Over 400,000
Israelis, crossing all party lines, have signed a petition
against German rearmament.

The imposition of silence on the American Jewish com-
munity has been so effective that Dr. Albert Einstein
was moved to express his stand against West German
rearmament by greeting opposition by Jews in Europe,
not in this country. Andre Blumel, French Zionist leader
who is head of the French Actions Committee Against
German Rearmament, recently srevealed in Paris that he
was fortified by a personal message he received from Dr.
Einstein on the work of his committee. In this letter Dr.
Einstein supported the unity manifested in the Conference
of European Jews Against German Rearmament held in
Paris on December 12, 1954.

.Meanwhile Jews in Europe continue to protest against
German rearmament. On January 16 a delegation of the
Board of Deputies of British Jews headed by its president,
Dr. A. Cohen, called on British Undersecretary of State
for Foreign Affairs R. H. Turton to warn against the in-
creasing signs of renazification and to reaffirm their oppo-
sition to the prospective rearming of West Germany. And
the French Section of the World Jewish Congress about
the same time restated their opposition. It is only in this
country that the Jewish organizations, which are under
the domination of those responsible for the Adenauer deal,
have not yet given organized expression to the fears of the
Jewish people to the rearming of those who murdered one-
third of our people.

Opposition Is Growing

The Jews of Canada are aroused over the issue. Emi-
nent Jews have protested and publicly dissociated them-
eslves from the vote in favor of West German rearmament
cast in the Canadian Parliament by two Jewish M.P.’s, Leon
Crestohl and. David Croll. The Jewish Standard, of To-
ronto, has taken an editorial stand against West German
rearmament. “There will be those,” said the magazine on
January 15, “who say that the arming of Germany will
go on despite our protests. . . . But our protests will at
least draw the attention of those determined to put arms
into the hands of the Germans to the terrible dangers
involved.”

There is in some quarters an unjustifiable sense of the
futility of protest. The intensely anti-Soviet labor Zionist
organ, Jewish Frontier (January), concludes a gloomy edi-
torial with the statement that “It may be too late to protest
the decision to rearm Germany but it is hard to escape
the conclusion that a great blunder and a still greater wrong
are being committed.” But the Jewish Frontier and the
other Jewish papers that recognize the need for protest
but view this as hopeless, are giving up too easily. For
West Germanjrearmament is still far from assured. The
fall of Mendes-France’s government on February 5 has
thrown French ratification of the Paris agreements in
doubt once again.
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The extremely militant campaign against rearmament be-
ing conducted by the West German labor movement and
Social Democratic Party has Adenauer and advocates of
a new Wehrmacht worried. More than 800,000 West Ger-
man coal and steel workers held a one day strike on Janu-
ary 22 in protest against threatened rearmament. The labor
movement is carrying on an intense campaign to hold up
ratification at least until the Soviet offers of negotiation
for reunification are tried. Social Democratic leader Erich
Ollenhauer said on January 25: “We will use all demo-
cratically permissible means to block ratification of the
Paris treaties until the last possibilities have been exhausted
for opening serious negotiations with the ‘Soviet govern-
ment on restoration of German unity. Never in its ten
years of post-war history has the German people been faced
with such a fateful issue.”

In view of this powerful West German opposition, in
addition to that of the French and British peoples, there is
no justification for assuming that the issue has been de-
cided. The all-too justified fears of the Jewish people at the
prospect of a resuscitated nazi Wehrmacht can be mobilized
to add considerable strength to the already strong opposition
and thus contribute toward the defeat of the war-threat-
ening Paris agreements.

Rearmament Is No ‘““Lesser Evil”

There is a widely held view that rearmament is a
“lesser evil.” Here is typical expression of this view: “I, for
one, am deeply troubled by the prospect of a rearmed
Germany and yet I am prepared to acquiesce in it as made
necessary by Russian aggression” (Herman A. Gray, Jew-
ish Newsletter, February 7). We can only briefly dis-
cuss this erroneous viewpoint. In the first place, the “threat
of Soviet aggression” is a cold war propaganda myth
which is not really believed to any extent anywhere in
the world except in the United States. People recognize
that the Soviet government does not want war any more
than their own governments want it—all of them have
had as much of war as they will take and do not relish
the prospect of hydrogen bomb annihilation. The So-
viet Union, moreover, has shown persistently that it wishes
to negotiate all questions and to avoid war. In relation to
Germany, it has made concessions, especially in recent
months, on the issue of free German elections in order to
reunify that country and thus avoid the threat of a new
Korea-type war. More than this, the Soviet demand for a
neutralized, democratic and unified Germany is a guar-
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antee against war since the heart of the war danger is in an
aggressive, remilitarized Germany.

But even if one does not accept this line of reasoning,
one needs to face the cold fact that the most rabid expan-
sionists in West Germany are bound to realize—as indeed
Hitler did—especially after the debacle of the attempt to
conquer the Soviet Union, that absorption of Western
Europe is a much easier and more likely of success than an
attack on the Soviet Union. What West German rearma-
ment may very well mean is that the United States and
West Europe will help build a new military machine
which will promptly turn against the Western powers. As
the Brooklyn Jewish Examiner expressed it (December 31,
1954), “When Germans march to war, they inevitably
march west rather than east—at least in the beginning.”
West German rearmament thus is an invitation to suicide
on the part of participants in the Paris pacts.

What To Do

The fears of the Jewish people and of the peoples of
the world have a real basis. It is therefore time that the
Jewish people and their organizations heed the call of
Rabbi Abba Hillel Silver, who is crying for peace like a
prophet in the wilderness. In his year-end sermon in The
Temple in Cleveland, Rabbi Silver once again affirmed that
“Only a democratic, disarmed, neutralized and united Ger-
many, as envisaged in the Potsdam agreement, will keep
peace.” Since the leadership of Jewish organized life has
largely suppressed discussion of this vital issue, it is high
time that the members of Jewish organizations have a say
in the deciding policy on this all-important issue. The
masses of Jews must have the opportunity to discuss the
crucial question- of West German rearmament and partici-
pate in decisions regarding it. The demand for discussion
of the issue needs to be made throughout Jewish organized
life.

The Jewish masses have the right to make their voice
heard on this issue when the Senate considers ratification
of the Paris agreements. To this end, both individuals
and organizations can demand that the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee hold open hearings on the Paris agree-
ments and that as many representatives of the people as
possible be permitted to present their viewpoint at the
hearings. The interests of the Jewish people as well as the
American people as a whole dictate that the greatest num-
ber of such representatives speak for their organizations at
these hearings. ’



THE TURKEY-IRAQ-PACT AND ISRAEL

THE danger in which Israel has been placed by the

State Department policy of arming the feudal Arab
leaders and dragging the Arab countries into anti-Soviet
military alliances has increased in recent months. That pol-
icy has been making headway. On January 12 the Turkish
and Iraqi prime ministers announced from Baghdad the
decision to form a military alliance for joint “defense.”
Dulles thereby got his first important break in linking
the Arab countries in the chain of anti-Soviet miljtary
alliances. Through its alliance with Turkey, Iraq is now
tied, on the one hand, to the anti-Soviet Middle Eastern
military system through the Turkey-Pakistan pact, and
to NATO, of which Turkey is a member, on the other.

Menderes’ attempt to persuade other Arab regimes—
Lebanon, Syria and Jordan—to enter into similar agree-
ments with Turkey is still under way and may succeed.
The Turkey-Iraq agreement has in fact precipitated a
crisis in the Arab League (composed of Egypt, Lebanon,
Syria, Jordan, Iraq, Saudi Arabia, Yemen and Lybia) since
the eight countries were pledged not to make any defense
pacts outside the League. Egypt, the strongest of the group
and its leader, was especially dismayed by the pact, since
this virtually spelled the end of the Arab League. Although
it is true that the Egyptian rulers regard the Iraqi agree-
ment as a threat to their leading position among the Arab
countries, the basic reason for their opposition to any al-
liances with a Western power is, as New York Times cor-
respondent Robert C. Doty quaintly put it (January 23),
«that “public opinion in Egypt, Syria and Jordan has long
been conditioned to regard Western imperialism as the
principal enemy.” The Arab peoples see the hand of im-
erialism in the Iraqi pact.

These events of the past few months have also caused
heightened activity on the part of the Israel government
and Zionist spokesmen in our own country. New York
Attorney General Jacob K. Javits, who has been for some
time vocal in urging Washington to include Israel in the
anti-Soviet military system, renewed his proposal at a meet-
ing of the Zionist Organization of America on December
20, 1954. He urged that Israel be given military “aid” and
invited to join NATO directly or through alliance with
Turkey or Greece. And early in February it was reported
that the Israeli government had appealed to Washington,
London and Paris to guarantee Israeli’s borders by a special
agreement modeled on the “defense” agreement to “guar-
antee” the “security” of Formosa.

The danger to Israel from an attack by the reactionary
Arab leaders is real and increasing with the arrival of arms
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in Arab countries. But does Israel buttress her security by
pleading to receive arms through Dulles’ anti-Soviet mili-
tary system? Such a policy is based on the “threat of So-
viet aggression.” It is revealing to observe how little sub-
stance there is in this fear of “Soviet aggression.” This was
exposed in the State Department statement on Middle
Eastern policy issued just before Christmas. The statement
complains that Israel and the Arab states are more afraid
of each other than they are of “Communism.” It then
goes on to explain the “Communist threat” to the Middle
East. No aggressive acts or threats of such acts are adduced.
In fact, the statement says, “So far there has been little
need for Moscow to send in special agents or provocateurs
because there is tension in the area” (already aggravated,
one should add, by the Dulles policy, not by Soviet policy).
In other words, there is no evidence of aggressive inten-
tions. Further, economic difficulties in the area “will pro-
vide the very conditions of poverty and unrest which invite
Communist exploitation.” Not a single “Communist”
action is charged. Conditions with which the “Commu-
nists” have absolutely nothing to do are said to provide
the conditions for some unspecified, speculative Commu-
nist “exploitation.” The State Department can supply no
evidence whatsoever for the “threat of Communist ag-
gression” except their sheer assertion that it “exists.”

On the contrary, the threat to the security, peace and
economic well-being of the Middle East stems from the
Dulles policy, which is responsible for the recent heighten-
ing of tensions in the area. The shipment of arms to Iraq,
with promise of more to come, has set off an arfhs race
which increases the chances of war. It is consequently
suicidal for the Israel regime to invite a military agreement
with Washington like that with Chiang Kai-shek, as the
current Far Eastern crisis clearly indicates. Peace for Israel
could be best assured by an aroused public opinion pressing
on the Eisenhower Administration for a policy of 7o arms
rather than an arms race in the Middle East. Peace can
not come by rearmament but disarmament, and this ap-
plies to the Middle East no less than anywhere else. Co-
operation with every force for disarmament and against
interference with the internal affairs of any country is the
only road to peace for Israel. Friends of Israel, Jewish and
non-Jewish, will further the security of Israel—and our
own country as well—by urging a policy of no arms to
the Middle Bast while efforts continue for a long range
solution of Middle Eastern problems in terms of a policy
of peaceful co-existence between the “West” and the so-
cialist world.
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A SOVIET EMIGRANT INTERVIEWED

Mrs. Kirstman, who came from Czernowitz to Israel to join her husband,

exposes some fables and says there is no anti-Semitism in the USSR

Tel Aviv

“FPP'HERE is not a grain of truth in what certain Israel

newspapers are writing about the Jews in the Soviet

Union. The Jews there live free and happy. These news-

papers have been attributing things to me which I never

said. This is indecent and I want to protest against it
strongly.”

I was greeted with these words by Mrs. Gitel Kirst-
man, who arrived on November 2, 1954 from Czerno-
witz, USSR, at the Israel immigrant camp Makneh David,
where her husband has been living.

“You know,” I told her with a smile, “a year or two ago
these same newspapers had driven all the Jews in Czerno-
witz to Siberia.”

She laughed and began to tell me about the Jews in
Czernowitz.

In Czernowitz, Gitel Kirstman told me, thousands of
Jews are living today. Like the other inhabitants of the
city, they work, make a good living and live comfortably.
Every one has the opportunity to advance according to
his abilities. “There it could never happen that a person
my husband’s age, 57 years old, would not be able to find
work. There are no unemployed. The Soviet people, in-
cluding the Jews, do not know what it means to be afraid
of tomorrow. Those Jews who observe religious customs
can do so in Czernowitz without interference. There are
rabbis, shochtim (ritual slaughterers), synagogues, matzos
for Passover. Whoever wishes to speak Yiddish, does so.

“An ordinary worker earns 40-50 rubles a day and a
skilled worker earns much more. The stores are filled with
merchandise. The people dress tastefully. Food is plenti-
ful.”

“And what about ‘anti-Semitism,” of which our news-
papers here write?” I asked her.

“There is no anti-Semitism in the Soviet Union,” she
replied firmly. “The Czernowitz Jews who migrated
deeper into Russia during the war are given every oppor-
tunity to return to their city?’

Mrs. Kirstman learned about the “decency” of the
reactionary press on the very first day of her arrival in
Israel. When her plane landed, she was surrounded by
newspapermen and bombarded with questions. And as
happens to people who repeat the same lie so often that
they begin to believe it themselves, they would not believe
Mrs. Kirstman when she told them good-naturedly that
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there was no Iron Curtain in the Soviet Union, that there
was no anti-Semitism and that the Jews live in tranquility.
They asked her whether she knew of any other Jews in
Czernowitz who wanted to emigrate to Israel. She told
them that there were several other families. (These families
have since come to Israel—G.R.)

The next day these facile journalists wrote that she had
said that the majority of the Jews in Czernowitz wanted
to emigrate!

Mrs. Kirstman relates further that the Soviet government
treated her most courteously; until the last moment she
worked at her job. She traveled at the expense of the Soviet
government from Czernowitz to Odessa, from Odessa to
Moscow and from there by airplane to Vienna.

But her reception in Israel was quite different. The
Isracli authorities did not inform her husband about the
date of her arrival. When she landed in Israel, no one of
her family met her, whereas when she left Czernowitz 20
people accompanied her to the station. When she arrived,
civil authorities began to badger her with all sorts of ques-
tions, such as what route the plane took, etc.

“I want to see my husband,” she told them. “Why didn’t
you let him know?”

“We will take care of that tomorrow,” they answered
coldly.

Gitel Kirstman adds with sincerity, “You know, the
next morning the waiter did not want to serve me a cup
of tea. ‘Who will pay for it?’ he wanted to know. ‘I
heard that you have no money.” Not until three hours
later did I finally get some breakfast. And I did not see
my husband until I came here to the camp. And now,”
she said with a sigh, “I am here . . .” and she pointed to
the hunched canvas tent.

Her husband joined the conversation. This is his fourth
year in Israel, he said, and he still lived in the same tent.
From time to time he used to get work on road construc-
tion. Then he hurt his hand in an accident. Now the hand
is healed but he has not been able to find work for several
months.

“And how do you live?” I asked him.

“I live by selling my few possesisons and on the 15
pounds a month which I get from public relief.”

As 1 said goodbye, Mrs. Kirstman said to me, “If you
are an honest man, write the truth!”

I told her that I would and I am keeping my promise.
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FIGHT AHEAD ON DESEGREGATION

A distinguished Negro educator outlines the next steps in the battle
to implement the Supreme Court decision to desegregate the schools

THE Negro people have been fighting against gross dis-
crimination in education for many decades—through
petitions, delegations, protest meetings, legislative lobbies,
and enormous fund-raising campaigns. In recent years,
under the leadership of the National Association for the
Advancement of Colored People, their emphasis has been
on legal action to win “equality” of educational opportu-
nity in the Negro separate school. Some important vic-
tories have been won—notably in increasing teachers’
salaries, lengthening school terms, extending school plant
and equipment and winning admission to the graduate
and professional departments of state universities.

The cases decided by the Supreme Court on May 17,
1954, mark a new high level of this struggle. Arising in
black-belt counties of South Carolina and Virginia, and
in Kansas, Delaware and Washington, D. C., they called,
not for spurious “equality” between separate white and
Negro schools, but for the complete abandonment of the
Jimcrow school system—for the integration of white and
Negro children in the same schools. . . .

Let there be no unclarity on this point: The decision out-
lawing segregated schools was wrested from the Supreme
Court and the Eisenhower administration through power-
ful democratic struggles by the united Negro people and
their allies. It was a great democratic victory of the people;
and its social and politcal implications are far-reaching,
indeed.

DOXEY A. WILKERSON is director of faculty
and curriculum at the Jefferson School of Social
Science. Before joining the staff of Jefferson School
in 1948 he taught education at the Virginia State
College (1927-35) and was associate professor of
education at Howard University (1935-1943). In
1944 he became executive editor of the weekly
People’s Voice published in Harlem. He is the
author of Special Problems of Education, a study
published by the Government Printing Office in
1939.

The above article is an excerpt from his pam-
phlet, The People versus Segregated Schools, just
published by New Century (832 Broadway, New
York 3; price, 5c).
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By Doxey A. Wilkerson

Think what full implementation of the Court’s deci-
sion could mean. Some 9,000,000 white children and 2,
600,000 Negro children now attending segregated elemen-
tary and secondary schools in the South would be brought
together in the classroom and on the playground. This it-
self would be a telling blow against racism. Hundreds of
thousands of white and Negro teachers would merge their
professional associations for a common approach to com-
mon problems. White and Negro parents in thousands
of communities would begin to work together in the
P.T.A’s. And this process of building Negro-white unity
could be extended to scores of thousands of youths and
their teachers in hundreds of Southern colleges and uni-
versities. The impact of this development could do much
to undermine the whole structure of Jimcrow laws and
practices in all fields.

Plots to Defy the Court

But this legal victory is still to be realized in practice.
All the Supreme Court has done thus far is to proclaim
that " segregated schools are unconstitutional. Implement-
ing decrees have yet to be won and even then the struggle
actually to abolish segregated schools will be long and bit-
ter. Moreover, that struggle cannot be confined to the edu-
cational front alone. There will have to be powerful and
winning assaults against Jimcrow practices in the even
more fundamental areas of job discrimination in industry,
semi-feudal survivals on the plantations and ghetto hous- -
ing in the cities. But struggles on these different fronts
mutually support one another; and the recent decision of
the Supreme Court enhances the effectiveness of them all.

If anyone thought last May that “it’s all over but the
shouting,” his illusion must have been thoroughly shat-
tered by the Dixiecrat counter-offensive against the Su-
preme Court decision. The opposition is determined and
sinister, and is now beginning to merge with the “cold
war” McCarthyitefascist attacks against all civil liberties.

When beginnings were made in the fall of 1954 to inte-
grate the schools of Washington, D. C., Baltimore, Mary-
land, and Milfofd, Delaware, the white and Negro pupils
and their parents accepted the change without incident.
Desegregation was proceeding until Bryant Bowles and his
so-called “National Association for the Advancement of
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Georgia Incident

I SPENT many years working in the schools of the
South; and I know first-hand how segregated schools
operate to worsen the conditions of al/ the people. Let
me cite one little incident which vividly symbolizes the
whole problem.

Driving across rural Georgia one rainy morning, I
approached a group of Negro children trudging along
to their ramshackle, one-room “school” on the country-
side. They were forced to step off the highway into the
mud in order to let a white school bus go by; and I
heard the white youngsters jeer and hurl epithets at the
Negro children as the bus sped along toward the well-
equipped, consolidated white school in the nearby town.

Follow these youngsters into their respective schools,
week after week, year after year, Note the distorted and
divisive, things they learn about race relations—not only
from their lessons, but even more from spending a good
part of their lives in a system which shunts Negro chil-
dren aside, like pariahs, into impoverished caricatures
of schools.

Is there any wonder that one group of children grows
up saturated with the poisonous nonsense of “white
superiority,” and the other with bitter resentment over
the insults and special handicaps imposed by the Jim-
crow system?

How useful this system of dividing the southern white
and Negro masses must be to those whose profits and
political power are based on the oppression of both!

—D.A. W.

White People” intervened to organize mob violence in de-
fiance of the law. Bowles appealed to hoodlum elements
in the communities by shouting the slogans of Hitler—
calling Negroes “dupes” of Communists and “leftwingers,”
charging that N.A.A.C.P. “bosses are Jews” and whipping
up emotional fervor “to save the white race.” And he suc-
ceeded, temporarily, in disrupting the process of school
integration. . . .

Open defiance of the Supreme Court ruling is expressed
by the governors of several Southern states. Governor Hugh
White, of Mississippi, for example, told the Pittsburgh
Courier (December 11, 1954) : “We're not going to pay any
attention to the Supreme Court’s decision.”

The political leaders of four states—South Carolina,
Louisiana, Georgia and Mississippi—have put through
laws which authorize them to turn public schools over to
private agencies or local school boards or municipalities
for continued operation on a segregated basis. Their fear
and hatred of democracy is so fhtense that they would de-
stroy all public schools in order to preserve their cherished
and highly profitable system of racial segregation.

Plans are openly discussed in political and educational
circles to gerrymander school district boundaries to con-
form to segregated white and Negro residential areas and
to authorize school principals to give transfers-out to in-
dividual white pupils who happen to get caught in “Negro
districts” and. vice versa. This device supplements the
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ghetto housing imposed upon Negroes by the banks and
real estate corporations. It has long been used to circum-
vent laws “prohibiting” school segregation in the North—
with the result that there are hundreds of Jimcrow schools
in New York City, Philadelphia, Chicago, Detroit, Cleve-
land, Cincinnati, Los Angeles and other Northern cities
with large Negro populations. The Dixiecrats are strength-
ened in their defiance of the Supreme Court decision when
a bigot like New York City Superintendent of Schools
William Jansen tries to rationalize this practice as “natural
segregation. . . .”

Against this background of legislative skulduggery, racist -
persecution and mob violence, the attorneys for the Wall
Street-Bourbon alliance proceed, with gentlemanly deco-
rum, to petition the Supreme Court to allow them to handle
this troublesome question of desegregation in their own
way—and time!

Where Does Eisenhower Stand?

Arguments were scheduled for December 6, 1954 on what
decrees the Supreme Court should issue to implement its
ruling against segregated schools; but they were post-
poned after Mississippi Senator Eastland blocked confirma-
tion of Federal Judge John Marshall Harlan’s appoint-
ment to the vacancy on the Court. Eastland’s protracted
tenure in the Senate is based on the Jimcrow disfranchise-
ment of most of the citizens in his district; and he is un-
derstandably disturbed over this appointment of the grand-
son and namesake of the one Supreme Court justice who
dissented in the infamous Plessy v. Ferguson case of 1896
(which gave legal sanction to the “separate but equal”
doctrine).

Although oral arguments were postponed, briefs were
filed by all parties to the five desegregation cases involved;
and “friend of the court” briefs were entered by the United
States attorney general, the American Veterans Committee.
and at least five Southern states not directly involved in
these cases. The N.A.A.C.P. brief urges the Supreme Court
to order complete school integration by September 1955,
with a leeway of one year provided in cases where special
administrative difficulties are met. In general, the briefs
by Southern states urge the Court to let the federal district
courts (located in the South) handle all problems of imple-
mentation, with only general directions from the Supreme
Court; and they call for a “gradual” approach to desegre-
gation.

Attorney General Herbert R. Brownell’s brief appears
to support otk these opposing positions. On the one hand,
it includes many fine-sounding statements of principle,
in seeming support of the N.A.A.C.P. On the other hand,
the specific decrees which the attorney general’s brief asks
the Supreme Court to issue would leave things pretty
much in the hands of the federal district courts, in obvious
support of the basic position of the Southern states.

This looks like a clever bit of double-talk. Attorney
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General Brownell is well aware of the historic white su-
premacist role of the Southern federal district courts to
which he would give final authority to approve state plans
for the integration of white and Negro schools. Why,
then, did he fail to propose a definite time limit, like the
N.A.A.C.P’s September 19557 Are his fine statements of
principle designed to serve as window-dressing while the
Bourbon rulers of the South proceed, through the lower
courts which they dominate, to sabotage the Supreme Court
decision by means of endless litigation and “gradualism”?

These questions take on special significance in the light
of President Dwight D. Eisenhower’s statement on the
school segregation cases just a few days before the attorney
general’s brief was filed. The President told a press con-
ference that he was sure the Supreme Court in formulating
its implementing decrees would take into account the
emotional strains and practical problems growing out of
this issue. Georgia’s Negro-hating Herman Talmadge, then
governor, promptly hailed the President’s statement -as
evidence that the Eisenhower administration is moving
toward his way of thinking on this issue—and there is sub-
stantial reason to fear that he is right.

Republican Party campaigners made full use of the
Supreme Court decision in their quest for votes in the 1954
elections. But now that the elections are over, there are
ominous signs that the Eisenhower administration is trying
to make peace with the Dixiecrats—at the expense of the
democratic rights of the Negro people. And the same
thing is true of leaders of the Democratic Party, who began
the current session of Congress by making a “gentleman’s
agreement” with their Dixiecrat colleagues not to “divide
the party” by pressing for civil rights legislation.

The People Will Uphold the Law

The people of our country dare not rely on these Big
Business politicians to integrate white and Negro schools.
The actual abolition of segregated schools must be won
ire the same way the Court victory of last May was won—
through even more powerful mass pressures by the Negro
people and their allies.

The fight to abolish segregated schools should be waged
with confidence that the Supreme Court decision can, in-
deed, be translated into practice. It is entirely possible
for the democratic forces of the people to overcome the
diehard opposition of the Dixiecrats and their agents.

There is a very broad coalition of organizations which
are formally committed to support of the Court decision.
Among them are many predominantly white organiza-
tions within the South—including the Texas C.I.O., the
Georgia Federation of Labor (A.F.L.), the Southern Bap-

tist Church Convention, other Protestant and Catholic .

church bodies, the Southern Regional Council, the South-
ern Conference Educational Fund, some newspapers, and

. many civic, professional, student and other groups. On

the national front there is an even wider range of groups
which have spoken up on this question—including the
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AFL., ClO, the Communist Party, U.S.A., the National
Council of Churches, and many, many more. Added to
these are practically all the organizations of the Negro
people, North and South—forthright and militant in their
demand for “Desegregation Now!” even in the face of
actual and threatened lynch-terror. And the democratic,
peace-loving peoples abroad are watching carefully to see
whether our government lives up to the Supreme Court
pronouncement which the Voice of America was so quick
to beam to all the world last May 17.

This broad popular support represents a formidable
obstacle to those who want to sabotage the Court ruling.

That is why most Southern governors refused to go along
with South Carolina’s Byrnes, Georgia’s Talmadge and
Mississippi’s White in their open defiance of the Supreme
Court decision but say their states will obey the law. They
knew that the people of the South cherish their public
schools, want them improved, are hostile to proposals for
turning them over to private agencies and are disposed
to abide by the ruling of the Supreme Court.

That is why the Eisenhower-Brownell administration
finds it necessary—even though with double-talk—to say
they are for desegregation. They feel the pressure of the
democratic people’s forces of our country; and they are
especially sensitive to criticisms on the Negro question
from abroad.

It is relatively unimportant whether these Southern
governors, the President and the attorney general are “sin-
cere.” But it is extremely important that they feel com-
pelled to take a public position in support of the Supreme
Court decision. The same democratic people’s pressure
which forces them into this official posture can also force
them actually to abolish segregated schools.

Indeed, desegregation is already under way. As the
N.A.A.C.P.s public relations director, Henry Lee Moon,
points out in The Nation (December 18, 1954), by last
fall “four major cities and more than two-score smaller
cities and towns in seven states had begun the process of in-
tegrating their formerly segregated school systems.” White
and Negro Catholic and other parochial schools are like-
wise being integrated in several Southern states.

The white supremacist opposition to placing Negro
teachers in charge of classes which include white pupils-
is being overcome in some of these localities; and it can
be overcome generally by the urgent needs of the schools
and the pressure of the people. The schools of our country
—already short some 150,000 teachers—simply cannot dis-
pense with the services of the 113,000 Negro teachers now
employed in segregated schools. Moreover, the democratic
people’s forces which are able to compel desegregation in
the schools will also have the strength to assure the inte-
gration of white and Negro teaching personnel.

The fight to abolish segregated schools is a winning
fight. What we, heed most at this time is united and de-
monstrative action by the broad coalition of people’s or-
ganizations which support the ruling of the Supreme
Court. . . .
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BEN HECHT AND MY UNCLE LAIBUSH

A review of the bulky autobiography of the playwright, novelist and

screen writer who exposes more of himself than truth about the world

Y Uncle Laibish had a story about everything. By avo-

cation he was a badchen, a master of ceremonies at
weddings, bar-mitsvohs and similar festivities, so that there
was a professional duty he had to be a wit and story-teller.
By himself, Uncle Laibish was only a shadow: it was with
an audience that he became a complete man.

It was'a rare thing with Uncle Laibish present that a
social evening, beginning with a promise of political de-
bate, and every debate in those days was political—this was
before the first World War and there was Herzl to conjure
with and Debs and Meyer London and Marx—did not
quickly enough become a stage for his virtuosity. It did not
occur to me until much later that it may not have been
altogether exhibitionism—it would be so catalogued in to-
day’s psychological dictionaries—but that perhaps deep in
Uncle Laibish’s thinking was the fear that if he paid his
respects to these discussions, he might be seducing himself
to a concession that there was a responsibility he had to
other people than himself. He found it easier to dismiss
them with his stories.

I kept remembering my Uncle Laibish while I was read-
ing Ben Hecht's Child of the Century.! Granted the re-
semblance is a little distant, my Uncle Laibish not having
been a Hollywood movie writer who made $125,000 for
four weeks work—he was an operator on cloaks between
weddings and bar-mitzvohs—Laibish had the same blithe
unconcern for facts if doing without them made a better
story, and he delivered himself, on small enough provo-
cation, of similarly dogmatic, half-baked but sometimes
amusing declarations on life, prostitution, marriage, politi-
cians, America, the Jews, Russia, capitalism and the gen-
erally stupid way in which whoever it was ran the world
ran it. There were vast areas about which Uncle Laibish
knew very little, if anything at all, but that also I dis-
covered only much later. There was, however, the impor-
tant difference that Uncle Laibish never took himself or his
declarations too seriously, nor did anyone else, and so he
was saved from Mr. Ben Heght’s permanent adolescence
and a 654-page autobiography, this including the index.

LOUIS LERMAN is a free lance writer of fiction
and articles. His story, “The Executive Director
and the Benches,” was published in our July 1954
issue and we shall shortly print his story, “Good
Boss.” '

MARCH,_ 1955

- By Louis Lerman

Adolescence, the textbooks tell us, is an inevitable stage
in growth; it has to be put up with. If you don’t have to
live with it, it may even have a kind of fetching quality;
you can imagine the distant future, when it will happily
be over. But adolescence at middle age is something else
again. The juvenile self-assertiveness translates into op-
portunism and irresponsibility, the dogmatism into ignor-
ance, the easy emotionalism into wearisome whining and
the whole into a chronic clamor for attention—Look,
mama, I'm riding my bicycle without hands.

Hecht, in a moment of insight, describes himself. He is
talking about his friendship with Charles McArthur, with
whom he wrote the highly successful play, The Front Page.
“Our friendship was founded on a mutual obsession. We
were both obsessed with our youthful years. For 25 years
we assisted each other in behaving as if these pasts had
never vanished. We remained newspaper reporters and con-
tinued to keep our hats on before the boss, drop ashes
on the floor and disdain all practical people.”

But that rare bit of wisdom does not make Hecht’s life-
time of exhibitionist antics or his callow sentimentality
any the less embarassing reading. His “sickness called
loneliness that was in me”; his lush despair, “so foul, man,
so deep his pain, so miserable his efforts to live by reason”;
his “nostalgia for poverty” and the menage of chauffeur,
trainer, three domestics but “no butler,” he explains, with
which he travels; his “bits of history,” the revolution in
Bavaria which he reported, a comic opera of naked
countesses, Hitchcock spies and ranting poets; his artistic
revolts: “Experience has proved that the Hollywood artist
is usually brought to heel by a raise in salary. My own
discontent with what I was asked to do in Hollywood was
so loud that I finally received a hundred and twenty-five
thousand dollars for four weeks of script writing.”

Like a kind of brightly painted garbage can the book is
overstuffed with half-digested scraps of anybody’s meat—
such profound economic observations as: “the most vital
of units in the land—the capitalistic class—is being wiped
out,” an attack on Roosevelt for anti-Semitism, even a
statement on McCarthyism for which one might give him
some small credit if one were not aware of his careful
silence when Hollywood writers were fired and jailed.

His adventure with Israel, to which a considerable por-
tion of the book is devoted, is of a piece with the rest.

1061 Child of the Century, by Ben Hecht. Simon and Schuster, New York.
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That of all the groupings fighting for Israel, Hecht should
have championed the Irgun Tsvai Leumi, is reasonable.
The Irgun was a reflection of himself. Despite its much
exaggerated contribution to the fight for independence, it
was reactionary at its base, irresponsible in its chauvinism
and perniciously immature, if one may use so gentle a word,
in its doctrine of violence.

His Adventure With Israel

Hecht stepped “into history” when he finds himself
buying drinks for a pair of Irgun agents at the 21 Club.
One of them is a Peter Bergson, who tells him “of the
fine Jewish renaissance begun by a man named Vladimir
Jabotinsky, of whom I had never heard.” Bergson soon
enough fills in Hecht’s ignorance of Jabotinsky’s “fine Jew-
ish renaissance,” apparently omitting such irrelevant facts
as Jabotinsky’s concept of Israel as a vassal state for im-
perial interests which led Jabotinsky’s Revisionists so logi-
cally to their technique of force, of repression of labor,
of terror against the Jewish and Arab peoples of Palestine.
It perhaps would have made no difference to Hecht had
he been told that the youth groups of the Revisionists
broke strikes, bombed worker’s clubs and attacked meet-
ings, or that Jabotinsky’s renaissanse was characterized
by such statements as the following from his disciples:
“Mussolini is the man who saved humanity from Com-
munism. We are the pioneers in the struggle against so-
cialism, Marxism and Communism. For ten years we have
been seeking a Jewish Mussolini. Help us find him.”

Hecht, converted overnight and a man with a mission,
becomes propagandist and money-raiser for the Irgun.
With the support of reactionary American politicians, and
even of some misguided progressives, the Irgun commit-
tees of which he was co-chairman—the Hebrew Committee
of National Liberation, the Emergency Committee to Save
the Jews in Europe, the American League for a Free Pales-
tine and a half dozen others—helped measurably to finance
Revisionist activity under the Irgun label.

As by-product, Hecht became a historian. “As an his-
torian,” he writes in discussing the war period, “I must
make an apology. I am going to omit something—the
official army of the Haganah. . . . In the history books,
the Haganah will have stood on the field of battle and val-
iantly fought for the establishment of a free Hebrew na-
tion. Alas, they did nothing of the sort. The truth that
must be buried, perhaps for ever in the past that knew it,
is this. Without a Haganah army, with only the Irgun
in the field, the war for Palestine might have taken a little
longer, but it would have ended in victory instead of com-
promise and tomorrow’s defeat. . . . With only an Irgun
army to carry it to an Irgun victory, Israel would have
emerged as a proud and healthy young democracy, instead
of a harassed little beggar of a nation with its extended hat
always in its hand.” :

Hecht’s version of history is nonsense, but poisonous
nonsense. Meyer Levin, the novelist, who has lived in
Israel and written extensively about it, commenting on the
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book in a letter to the New York Times (June 27, 1954),
says, “If a pretended expert were to write of the American
Revolution in such a way as to suggest that the troops of
George Washington had nothing to do with the winning of
our independence, the case would be similar to that of Ben
Hecht . . . pretending that Isracl was won by the terrorist
Irgun, rather than by the regular army formed out of the
Haganah. . . . Ben Hecht was never in Palestine. He took
part in the rabid activities of a group of zealots and ad-
venturers and managed to bring a good deal of confusion
to the American mind in connection with the story of Israel.
... It seems to me a gratuitous offense to the men and
women of the Haganah and the regular army who died in
this struggle. . . .”

As to “an Irgun victory”—a Jewish fascism might seem
an anomaly, but fascism is not a national aberration of the
Germans or the Italians or the Greeks. It has a socio-eco-
nomic base and a class content. Its manifestations in our
multi-national America are evident enough. It is late
in world history for a fascist Irgun to have won an “Irgun
victory” in Israel, even with Ben Hecht as co-chairman
of its American committees. The exploits of Hecht’s Irgun
in the post-war period, when together with the Stern group,
it massacred 250 men and women in the peaceful Arab
village of Deir Yassen, is a sufficient sampling of an “Ir-
gun victory.” Nor does the activity of the Freedom
(Herut) Movement, the political party formed in 1948
by the Irgun as successor to the Revisionist Party, and its
ties with the more reactionary elements of Israel give any
more comforting indication of its direction.

Hecht, the historian, says, “Writing history is almost
as difficult, I find, as writing successful plays. No matter
how much truth you put into a play, there is likely to come
out of it only some big lie. The same seems to be true of
history.”

Poor Mr. Hecht stacked the cards against himself. He
didn’t put much truth into his play in the first place. He
put in a lot ‘of Mr. Hecht but the two aren’t quite the
same.

-

Attack on Pittsburgh Jewish Center

IN 1944 the Pittsburgh Jewish Cultural Center was
founded in memory of the martyrs of the Warsaw
Ghetto Uprising and was used by Jews of various view-
points for cultural activity. But McCarthyism has laid
its barbaric hands on the center. On January 26, after
several years of ruthless harassment and court actions
sparked by Judenrat and pro-fascist elements, the center
was forced to surrender its charter. The trial was studded
with the rankest anti-democratic incidents and even at-
tempts to condone anti-Semitism. Basis for the “charges”
against the center were the stool-pigeon fantasies of Joe
Mazzei, who had been convicted of bastardy. But the
case is far from closed. The Jewish community is aroused.
The center has appealed to the State Supreme Court and
continues to fight courageously against the pro-fascist
frame-up. We shall print the full story next month.
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MOISHE LEIB HALPERN, REBEL POET

Although this Yiddish poet wrote much poetry of despair and reaction,
he did at times express spontaneous protest at the ills of our society

The above essay was prepared for delivery at a sympo-
sium on the Yiddish poet Moishe Leib Halpern held last
fall under the auspices of the Yiddish literary quarterly
Zamlungefl, which has just completed its first year of pub-
lication. The essay appeared in a Yiddish translation in
Zamlungen for October-December 1954

We are glad to publish this Marxist essay as a measure
of protest at the violation of the Bill of Rights in the jailing
of V. ]. Jerome, who is one of the Communist leaders im-
prisoned in January under the Smith act. Mr. Jerome is the
author of A Lantern for Jeremy, the extremely significant
novel of Jewish life in Poland of 1905. The recent confes-
sion of ex-Communist informer Harvey Matusow that he
lied in his testimony against several of Mr. Jeromé's co-de-
fendants promises to bring to light the frame-up nature of
the Smith act prosecutions. It is to be hoped that a new
trial for Mr. Jerome and his co-defendants will result from
the exposure of perjuries that led to their conviction.

The subject of this essay, Moishe Leib Halpern, was
born in Russia in 1886 and came to this country in 1908.
He wrote for the Freiheit from 1922 to 1925. He died in
1932.—Eds.

WISH to address myself to two interrelated themes,

more correctly, two aspects of a single theme: the ques-
tion of cultural heritage and the approach to the literary
rebel, particularly as this question affects our attitude to-
wards the Yiddish poet, Moishe Leib Halpern. The ques-
tion of inheritance of culture needs to be examined in its
manifold aspects, its fullness, if we are to avoid an over-
simplified or one-sided approach.

The modern working class is the historically accredited
heir to the cultural treasures of past epochs, as well as to
the best creations and traditions of the epoch of capital-
ism. To inherit culture does not, however, mean to en-
gross wholly, but rather to assimilate critically, to sift the
important elements from the unimportant, the realistic
from the anti-realistic, the progressive from the reactionary.
Inheritance of culture is a selgctive, not a simple conserva-
tion. And the conserved culture itself involves analysis and
revaluation by the criteria of the working class.

The acquisition of cultural heritage takes place through
struggle—a two-fronted struggle: against the tendency, on
the one hand, to take over uncritically, lock, stock and bar-
rel, and, on the other, to close the door to all non-pro-
letarian works or to open it only narrowly. If in these re-
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By V. ]J. Jerome

marks the stress, of necessity, is on the sectarian danger,
the rightist error is however to be remembered in the
total view.

Consider a statement of Moishe Litvakov, at one time
regarded as an important Soviet Yiddish literary critic,
who, presuming to speak as a Marxist, wrote in his book
On Two Fronts: “No, dear friends, literature is a reflec-
tion of existence. And if in the socio-political existence of
the Jewish working class there has taken place such a pro-
found break, if in this respect the working class renounces
its past, so also in literature, which accompanied that past,
it has nothing to inherit. . . . There will yet come a time
when the new literature will have carried through its pio-
neer work, then it will be able to have a calmer and more
fruitful relationship to the literary heritage” (p. 61).!

There is here a mechanical separation of historical de-
velopment into two stages—the stage of rejecting past cul-
tural contributions and the stage of acceptance. Such an ap-
proach to cultural heritage is in reality nihilistic. For, in-
heritance of culture has meaning only as a process in which
the two opposites, adoption and rejection, interact upon
each other dialectically. The working class, thus, cannot
bolt its doors to earlier cultural values one day and decide
to open them another day. It is a false assumption that
the progress of the working class excludes historical conti-
nuity of progressive ideas.

Such ultra-leftist rejection of cultural heritage tends also
to interpret the artist and his work by his class relation
in an over-simplified and rigid fashion. Of course, we must
evaluate the artist basically in connection with the ideology
of his class; but we should not view this connection nar-
rowly, by ignoring the wider social framework of his
time, the environing thought processes, all the advancing
and retarding influences upon his creativeness.

Indeed, were we to subject writers to such strait-laced
measurements of vulgar sociology, then truly, to echo
Shakespeare, the evil in what they did would live after
them, while the good would forever be interred with their
bones. We should end by renouncing and forfeiting all
heritage in poets and authors like Goethe and Heine; like
Pushkin and Tolstoy; like Emerson, Dreiser, and Sin-
clair Lewis; and, in Yiddish literature, like Peretz, Weiss-
enberg, and Moishe Leib Halpern.

We can learn much from Friedrich Engels’ approach
to Goethe.

1 Cited in Shtern, Minsk, 1932, No. 3, p. 74 (Yiddish).
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Engels perceived a dualism in Goethe’s attitude to the
German society of his day. On the one hand, Goethe
showed hostility toward that society; he sought to flee
from it, in contempt and disgust for the life about him.
Engels saw him as a rebel, a poet that shared the rebel-
liousness of his own artistic creations—Goetz von Ber-
lichingen, Prometheus, Faust. He heard Goethe, like
Mephistopheles, revile and mock the existing order of
things, only soon thereafter to embrace that very status
quo, to adjust himself to it and even to defend it, like a
very philistine.

Yet how did Engels crown his estimation of Goethe?
Did he, for his vacillation and succumbing, criticize him
out of existence? Did he, in imperious disdain, forswear
all heritage in the poet’s bequest? Did he fail to value
the highly positive qualities in Goethe’s works? Let us see
how Engels evaluated that complex master spirit of the
age. He wrote: “. . . it is the persistent struggle in him-
self between the poet of genius, disgusted by the wretchied-
ness of his surroundings, and the Frankfurt alderman’s
cautious child, the privy councilor of Weimar, who sees
himself forced to make a truce with it and get used to it.
Thus Goethe is now colossal, now petty; now a defiant,
ironical, world-scorning genius, now a calculated, compla-
cent, narrow philistine. Even Goethe was unable to over-
come the wretchedness of German life; on the contrary,
it overcame him, and this victory over the greatest German
is the best proof that it cannot be conquered by the in-
dividual.”?

And Engels follows this by saying: “We are not throw-
ing it up to Goethe 2 la Boerne and Manzel, that he was
not a liberal, but that he could even be a philistine at times;
not that he was incapable of any enthusiasm for German
freedom, but that he sacrificed his occasionally irrepres-
sible, sounder aesthetic feeling to a small-town aversion
to every great historical movement. . . .

Herein lies the great lesson for our day. Not con-
demnation, overpowering everything: Take back your songs
o} freedom, you who have at times weakened!—but the
largesse of discernment: That you should have weakened,
you who sang the songs of freedom!

In this light let us turn to Moishe Leib Halpern.

Halpern, Rebel Poet

I shall endeavor here to present certain social criteria
by which Moishe Leib Halpern, that major American-
Yiddish poet, who was for a brief space identified with
the proletarian left, may, in this third decade after his
death, stand out in a true light, in his true worth.

Halpern was a poet of major achievements, beset by -

soul-rending contradictions. Poet of loneliness, he huddled
close to the working people. Prifice of pessimism, he

- pined for life and yearned for a world fit to live in. Hurler

2 K. Marx and F. Engels, Literature and Art, New York 1947, pp. 81-82.
3 Work cited, p. 82. S
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of oaths and bellower of coarseness| he sang of children
and of woman’s love with tender lyricism. Denizen of
cafes where foregathered the petty-bourgeois Yiddish es-
thetes—die Yunge—smug revolters against social ideas, he
was among them, but not of them.

Halpern, by any objective analysis of his writings, must
be considered as a poet with strong social orientation and
attachment, albeit intermittent, to the working class. In
many of his poems, notably during his association with the
Freiheit, he spoke as a poet of protest, of social discontent,
of searing hatred for bourgeois cant and sanctimonious
clericalism, of scorn for kow-towing intellectuals.

Halpern possessed class feeling, with class awareness,
which, however, failed to attain the level of distinct class
consciousness. Spurts of that consciousness were present
and his outstanding poems created in such moments re-
vealed clearly the powerful potential within him. In the
main, his poems of social protest were less defined along
class lines, being rather the elemental hatred of the poor
against the rich, of the insulted and injured against those
who hold the whip-hand.

Characteristic in this connection is his poem “Zlotchov,
My Home,” in which delightful folk depiction and satire
are penetrated with the poet’s pain as he gazes at his
Old World birth-town with blighting memories of evil
practices and hypocrisy among the wealthy Jewish house-
holders. In the opening stanza the home-sick poet speaks:

“Oh, Zlotchov, you, my heme, my town,

With your churchspire, synagogue, and bath,
With your market-wives squatting in the square,
And with your hucksters that, like dogs,

Rush upon the peasant who comes down
With his egg-basket from the Sassov hill—

As the life of springtime wakes in me

My poor, meager longing for you—

My home, my Zlotchov.”

In the second stanza, however, we hear: -

“But when in my longing I recall

Old moneybags Rappaport as he struts

With bloated belly to synagogue,

And Shayeh Hillel’s the saint

Who would even sell the sun in heaven

With its rays like a pig in a poke—

Then, this is enough for me, that, like a candle low
Should burn out my longing for you,

My home, my Zlotchov.”

This poem, typical of Halpern’s writings exposing social
evils, embodies the quality of critical realism that brings
out strongly his positive values. The critical-realist method,
which flourished” in capitalism’s ascendant stage, attacks
the corruption of class society and many of its oppressive
features; in doing so, it brings realistic insight into the life,
thoughts and sentiments of the common people.
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Broadsword Against Social Evil

Of course, such criticism of social ills does not proceed
from an essential questioning of the system itself and hence
cannot portray life in its forward-course or guide to a basic
solution. Thus in this poem the final stanza peters out into
the conclusion— '

“Be this at least my comforting,
That I shall not be buried in you,
My home, my Zlotchov.”

One cannot touch upon the critical-realist aspect of Hal-
pern without mentioning his stirring “Ballad of Avrom the
Butcher.” For profound humanism, for indictment of ob-
scurantism and the tragedies it brings, for sheer masterly
depiction of bigotry-envenomed small-town life, etched in
acid lines that eat into your consciousness until you cry
out, A halt to the infamy!—this ballad alone establishes
its creator as a poet of power.

In his critical poetry Halpern employs the keen weapon
of satire, with a formidableness reminiscent of Heine and
possibly unmatched in Yiddish poetry. One may be
tempted to compare him to Moishe Nadir; but the satiric
methods of the two poets bear no likeness. With Nadir
satire was the deft thrust of a rapier; with Halpern it
was the fearful hack of a broadsword. To read such
poems as “Love of Zion,” pointed at the smug bourgeois
nationalist; “Damn His Hide—the Phrasemonger!”
aimed at the pseudo-intellectual; “The Whore—Our
Leadership,” directed at corrupt Social-Democracy, is to
hear a voice thunderous in wrath.

In the poem “Damn His Hide—the Phrasemonger!” Hal-
pern says: '

“The god-accursed intellectual

Has a pair of rotten white hands

That will not work; so he twists with them

The endless thumb-turned phrasemongering.”

He lashes into the false intellectual—

3

‘. . . that word-and-flea musketeer . . .
Who, if he takes a bribe,

Hand him honor, a whole spittoonful—
Damn his hide!”

It has been said of Halpern that he was anti-intellectual;
but this is a false assertion. Not the man of ideas as such,
but the pretentious intellectual is the target of his shafts.
Halpern’s scorn does not express anti-intellectualism, typi-
fied in the cult of Makhayevism -(defamation of revolu-
tionary intellectuals in order t6 create enmity between
them and the working class—Eds.) in pre-revolutionary
Russia. He assails the distorter of culture who

“transforms the struggle into brother-hate,”
who
“dresses up the murder of millions.”

In his vision of the future social order he foresees an in-
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tegrated intellectual contributing to the common weal, so
that there will be effaced

“the hateful stigma intellectual.”

At times he applies to himself this flagellation of the un-
integrated intelligentsia. ‘In a poem which, ironically, bears
the name “Sunrise,” he cries out:

“Oh, sun, forgive me for my hands,
Forgive me for my white hands.”

The Halpern who thus cries out castigates his own weak-
ness, painfully conscious of the gap between the powerful
poetic urge springing from his rebellious unrest and his
recurring moods of diffidence and sickly introspection, in
his state of half-grasped ideological understanding.

Poet of Despair

Indeed, Halpern must not be glorified; a true estimate
of his work must emphasize the decadent and downright
reactionary poems written by him at various periods, poems
that outweigh in number his positive writings. We read
with shock and revulsion the bulk of his Zarkhi poems,
with their broodings on despair, emptiness and negation;
or the series “From My Slavic Motifs,” with their hideous
Jew-Gentile bigotry. These represent an aspect of Moishe
Leib Halpern which we emphatically reject: the vacilla-
tions, the succumbing to reaction which in his deeper mo-
ments he hated in himself. These enter also into the death-
motif in this poet who hungered so for life.

Yet the recurrence of Halpern’s death-theme can only
superficially be identified with the death-cult in the deca-
dent poets of moribund capitalism. Halpern was no glori-
fier of death, no singer of swan songs. He loved life
passionately, hating and scourging all who marred its
beauty, who despoiled its riches, violated its peace, chained
its freedom. His invokings of death were the pathos of
a poet who lacked sustained and sustaining strength and
so sank down in frustration. '

Halpern’s death-motif was the pessimism which Lenin,
in discussing the contradictory aspects in Tolstoy, char-
acterized as “the ideology that must manifest itself in an
epoch when the entire old order is being overturned and
when the mass of the people, which has been reared in
that old order, which has sucked in with the mother’s
milk all the principles, habits, traditions and faiths of that
social order, does not and cannot see what new order is
being established, what social forces are establishing it
and in what way and what social forces are capable of
achieving emancipation.”

A Rounded Estimate

Halpern gravitated toward the working class; yet he did
not fully find himself in its midst. In this lay his tragedy.
In his revulsion to the hideousness of the bourgeois milieu,
he came over to the working class, to its advanced sector;
but he failed to understand the historical role of that class.
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Thus, even while he brought his poet-voice to its cause, he
lacked the basic faith in its capacities to advance in struggle
and lead the people. i
Yet in this contradictory process, markedly in the brief
period of his association with the Freiheit, Halpern rose
at times beyond the level of critical realist to that of revo-
lutionary realist. We note elements of this transcendence
in the cited poem, “Damn his Hide—the Phrasemonger!”
but more strongly in “The Whore—our Leadership,” which
pillories Social Democracy. Perhaps his most revolutionary
poem, less known, in which he stands forth as an ardent
partisan of socialism, is the inspiring ode, “Hammer, Sickle

and Star.”
The paean opens with the lines:

“Praise to the power in the morning sun,
The power—our brotherhood;

Praise to the sea and the waves, the bears,
The red glistening-giant bears,

That dance to the ultimate, ultimate star,
The morning star, the morning star,
Praise, praise to the power”—

and ends exultant:

“Praise to the flag that roars our song

Above devil, god, and throne;

Praise to you, brother, our true-hearted,
Who stride in the fore with the flag of truth,
In the fore with the flag against foe and fire,
Our blood in struggle, our heart in fire—
The flag, the flag, the flag.”

Significant for the fuller assessment of Halpern as social
poet is the fact that this stirring socialist poem was pub-
lished in 1926—considerably after he had severed his con-
nections with the Freiheit.

The consideration of these last mentioned poems, which
reflect a higher political level in Halpern’s development,
leads us to the important conclusion that artistic creation
on the level of spontaneous protest, of elemental rebellious-
ness, is not to be spurned and rejected as such, but to be
viewed developmentally. When Lenin struggled against
the adherents of spontaneity in the working class move-
ment, he fought not against the spontaneous element itself
in the class struggle, but against those who opposed the in-
fusion of the conscious, socialist element into the spontane-
ous movement, which, left to itself, was destined to re-
main on the level of bourgeois ideology. He fought
against those who prated “non-interference” in the spon-
taneous movement, those who held to spontaneity in per-
manence, so to speak.

It is so in literature. If we reject out of hand the literary

rebel, if we spurn a Halpern for being, among other
things, a rebel, we approach the.problem mechanically
and with deadening dogmatism; we deny the writer growth
and shut out understanding of his inner process as creative
artist; we underestimate the capacity of the working class
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to influence and develop writers oz all levels who come
toward it.

In these times when the advanced workers, Jewish and
non-Jewish, must resist reaction’s efforts to cut them off
from the people and must link themselves widely with all
democratic forces, we need more than ever to strive for such
broadening in the cultural sphere. We struggle for our
democratic heritage, for everything that is positive in the
Jewish cultural creations and traditions. Let us not reject,
but accept with humanist heast those writers who enrich
us with such cultural values as shine forth from the poems
of Moishe Leib Halpern. Let us all learn truly to treasure
our poets—in their lifetime as well as after, when, in these
harsh anti-cultural surroundings of capitalism, they stand
in need of our understanding and our love.

.

SHALOM
By Henri Percikow

When I hear the winds sweeping our land
Laden with anger and grief of my people
Echoing their yearning for peace

My soul cries out for strength.

When I hear the wings of peace beating
Over town and city, unable to rest,

I feel the anguish of my people—

Then my heart pounds with fury.

How much longer can golden walls 7
Stand between peoples and nations

With the sword of Goliath taunting the world
Awakening the wrath of mankind.

We who have endured through the generations

And can now reap the fruits of man’s wisdom

Know that I must span with you bridges across the
continents

To bring Shalom to the people.

Hands over oceans will be clasped

From the anvils, hammers will shower golden sparks,
And atoms will be harnessed to furrow the earth

And my toiling brothers will reap a harvest of life.

' )
Tomorrow the daybreak will be anticipated
Tomorrow’s bread will be plentiful

Tomorrow’s eternal peace will germinate freedom.
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UNWANTED HANDS

NOW when you smoke the sweet, tasty cigarettes manu-
factured by S. L. & Co., you can feel at ease and un-
troubled in your mind. .

No more do human hands touch thesc cigarettes; the
tobacco is no longer moistened by sweat and tears. . . .
There, where the cigarettes are made, you can no longer
hear the sighs of the “hands”; no one is exploited, nobody
is driven by the foreman, po one is insulted by the boss.

. Everything is quiet, fine, peaceful. Machines have
taken the place of the hands!

You can smoke your cigarettes with an easy conscience.

. But when you take your next puff of the fragrant
smoke, it would ndt be amiss to ask yourself: “And what
happened to the hands? . . . to the rejected and ejected
hands?” Where are they? Where are the heads of families?
Are they able to feed their children? Do they have any
money to pay the everlasting, everlasting landlord?

And what has happened to those pale, consumptive
cigarette-girls? A person without children has to live, too.
And for a tiny room, or for a bed in somebody else’s front
room, you have to pay.

In New York you must have a job! Without a job
you put fear into your friends . . . they begin to avoid you
like the plague. You must have a job!

The boss has been saving to buy machines, but the
hands have saved nothing. Long years they worked in
his shop, grew older in his shop, weaker, their faces paler,
their eyes dimmer . . . and now. . .

Now, without ceremony, they have been told to go; the
shop has been outfitted with electricity and they have in-
stalled two giant, fearsome machines.

Finished . . . the workers are no longer needed.

MALKE HER NAME IS, A CIGARETTE-MAKER, A FRIEND OF MINE.
Still a child; she should be enjoying the springtime of her

Z. LIBIN is one of the pionegrs of Yiddish prole-
tarian fiction in the United States. He drew his
subject matter from the life of the Jewish sweat-.
shop workers. Libin was born in Russia in 1872
and came to this country in 1892. The above story
was printed in a collections of his stories published
in 1910 and is here translated from the Yiddish by
Max Rosenfeld.
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A Short Story
- By Z. Libin

life . . . but for three years now she has been withering
in a Jewish sweatshop. And when I found her at home one
weekday, I asked:

“What'’s the matter?”

“Out of work!” Malke replied.

“Slack?”

“No—finished!”

“Fired?”

“Everybody!”

“How do you mean—everybody?”

And Malke told me. In her shop all the hands were
fired and in their place they installed two big machines.

“Can you get work in another shop?” I asked.

“No, practically every shop has put in machines and
most of the cigarette makers are looking for work.”

“What do you expect to do?”

“I don’t know,” Malke said. “I don’t know where to
start.”

I asked her to tell me how it happened and what took
place when the workers were replaced by huge pieces of
cold, dumb metal.

Malke told me. . ..

“Nothing. Nothing happened. We had been expecting
it for two months. The shop has been gloomy, depressed,
as though a corpse were lying there somewhere. But still,
no one was sure up to the last minute; we didn’t want to
believe it and we hoped that things would stay as they
were.

“That last day when we came to work we saw some big
wooden cases in the shop—wheels, belts, chains—and we
understood what it meant. They didn’t give us any
work to do that morning. The foreman came into the
shop, told us to take our work-books and go to the office.
We all knew what this means but nobody said a word.

“The boss explained that he was forced to buy these
machines, because hands cost much more and he couldn’t
compete with the shops that were doing machine work.
And when he told us that we wouldn’t be needed any
more his voice trembled and his face twitched.

“We kept quiet. The boss himself began to count out
our wages and as he did so he looked each one in the
eyes as though he wanted to find out how we felt. Now
we began to see that he was really enjoying this. He was
baiting us . . . getting his revenge. But we spoiled it, his
day of revenge.
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“] DON'T KNOW EXACTLY HOW IT HAPPENED. As THOUGH OUR
hearts had secretly conferred, all the hands suddenly be-
came merry. No one left the boss’s office. Each one waited
so that we could all leave together. Some of us started
to ‘make jokes’ and we all began to laugh. And when we
left the office we were all singing.

“We began to put on our coats and gather up our tools.
The girls kissed each other and the men teased us. We
were all so happy . . . and all so pale. Terribly pale.
You know how it is in a shop—there are always wranglings
among the workers—and there were some workers who
were not on good terms with each other, but now every-
body became friends, one big family. Except one.

“Melech his name is, the oldest hand in the shop. More
than 15 years he worked there, ever since the boss went
into business. He was only a young man then, had just
been married. Now he has four children, two others
died. His wife is sick in the hospital, and he himself

looks like he has consumption.

“Melech didn’t join us. All of us were laughing, sing-
ing, but he remained sitting at his table, motionless, as
though he were dead. When he finally began to gather up
his things his hands shook and his eyes filled with tears.
At that moment the boss came into the shop, and several
of us moved over in front of Melech so the boss wouldn’t
see him. We didn’t want him to get his revenge through
Melech.

“We left the shop as one. All the hands—60 of us—
began to sing. Even Melech seemed more relaxed and
happier.”

Malke finished. Her simple story made me want to cry.
My only thought was, “Where is Melech now, the ‘oldest
hand’—and where are the rest of them, the unwanted
cigarette makers?”

(Translated from the Yiddish by Max Rosenfeld)

FORMOSA AND PEACE

Editors, JEwisH LIFE:

Men who are willing to substitute common sense for
power politics should sit down and scan maps of China
and the United States. Suppose an island nearly the size
of Holland lay a little more than a hundred miles off
our eastern coast and was in possesion of an enemy
determined to use it for attack on us. This would be
serious. But suppose that in addition, other small islands
lay right on our coast and had been seized and fortified
by our enemy, with Chinese military officers and equip-
ment on these islands. Also, that these islands have
repeatedly been used for armed attack on our mainland.
No great nation today would for a moment endure such
open aggression. These facts in themselves would have
been in the past ample cause for war.

Add to this the fact that Formosa for nearly 300 years
has been universally recognized as Chinese and in Chin-
ese possession, save when it was forcibly seized by Japan
in 1805 and held 50 years. After the Second World War
the Allies deprived Japan of Formosa and declared that
it belonged to China. The question certainly arose as to
whether Chiang Kai-shek or the Communist regime
was the real Chinese state. Most of the civilized world
recognized the Chinese People’s Republic as the real
China. The fact that the United States insists that six
million people on Formosa constitute China while 600
million on the mainland are not only to have no recogni-
tion, but not even to be treated as respectable, may be
justifiable to some. But surely to add to that the threat
of war unless this great Chinese Republic should
acquiesce in allowing a discredited man like Chiang

By Dr. W. E. B. Du Bois

Kai-shek to camp on their door step and bomb them at
will—this no decent administration can ask.

By what far-fetched logic can Formosa, on the opposite
side of the earth from us, be regarded as necessary for
the protection of our western border? Does it protect
our Philippines? But we just announced the independ-
ence of the Philippines. Does it protect oxr Japan or does
Japan belong to the Japanese? Do we simply pretend
to own the earth?

Instead of clinging to such an untenable position, why
could not the President of the United States say clearly:
“We ask that the island of Formosa remain undisturbed
at present, eventually to be disposed of in accord with
the decision of the International Court of Justice. All
other islands, we agree, shall revert to the Chinese Pec-
ple’s Republic. We recognize this republic as the govern-
ment of China, entitled to a seat in the United Nations.
We will neither aid nor abet war or hostilities between
China and Formosa.”

This would be the greatest step toward a peaceful
world since Hitler’s death. And what would we lose?
To such an overture there can be no doubt but that
China would assent. Of her legal right to Formosa there
is no doubt. She will never surrender that right. But if
without surrender she is asked to await peaceful pro-
cesses and at the same time is treated in other and vital
respects as a civilized nation, she will sacrifice immediate
war for peace and work with the civilized world to main-
tain it.

W. E. B. Du Bors
New York Cit{,‘ Febraary 3, 1955.
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STORIES OF THREE HUNDRED YEARS: XilI

THE ATTITUDE OF JEWISH LABOR
TO WORLD WAR I, 1917-1918

WHEN Congress declared war on April 6, 1917 (the

vote was 82 to 6 in the Senate, 373 to 50 in the House),
pledges of support were instantaneous in many Jewish
circles. All the fraternal orders except the Workmen’s Circle,
ail the rabbinical organizations and the Federation of Amer-
ican Zionists put themselves immediately on record. Dos
Yiddishe Folk, Zionist organ, proclaimed on April 6: “We
Jews of America stand by our land and our government,
united and strong, and are happy in knowing that our
victims shall serve the holy cause of justice all over the
world.” Rabbi Stephen S. Wise abandoned his pre-war
active pacifism and literally draped his pulpit in the flag.
On April 7, William Edlin, a socialist editing the Tog, a
liberal daily, branded as a “traitor anyone who will try to
avoid doing his duty because it is inconvenient or because
of his previous sympathies.”

On April 26 the Poale Zionists staged a rally of 3,000
at Cooper Union in New York, greeting the war as pro-
moting “the principles of democracy and free nationality”
and hoping these principles will be applied to Jewish
claims to Palestine. On May 14, Seward Park on the East
Side of New York was crowded with 20,000 at a rally
organized by the League of Jewish Patriots to induce enlist-
ments. Bedeviled by the fear of anti-Semitic misinterpre-
tations of Jewish anti-war activities, pro-war Jewish circles
exploited the threat of anti-Semitism to win loud support
for the war from hesitant Jewish people. “Let us act as
natives, not as foreigners,” exhorted the pro-war Socialist,
M. Baranov, in the Forward on June 12, and Louis E.
Miller in his Vochenshrift echoed that view on June 22
when he argued that Jews and immigrants have “less
right to engage” in anti-war activity “than the native-
born.”

In response to such agitation and then through the
operation of conscription, over 200,000 Jews served in the
armed forces, 3,500 dying and “12,000 suffering wounds
for ideals that Wilson later turned to dust and bitter
ashes when he revealed it was a “commercial and indus-
trial war” in which they had sacrificed life and limb for
United States financial “leadership.” There were more
than 9,000 Jewish officers and 1,132 were awarded decora-

1 Joseph Rappaport, Jewish Immigration and World War I, A Study of
American Yiddish Press Reactions, unpublished dissertation, Columbia Univer-
sity, 1951, p. 279, 281, 294, 289, 295.
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tions and citations, including three with the Congressional
Medal of Honor and 147 with Distinguished Service
Medals and Crosses. Anti-Semites jeered that Jews were
mostly in the Quartermaster department, when as a mat-
ter of fact they were disproportionately crowded into the
most dangerous service, the infantry and under-repre-
sented in the “safe” Quartermaster outfits. Jews indeed
showed a higher percentage in the armed forces than
the general population, primarily because as city residents
working in light industries they had less claim to defer-
ment than did farmers or those in essential industries.2

Yet there were those who did not have to wait for Wil-
son’s belated confirmation to proclaim the nature of the
war as reactionary. With superior wisdom and patriotism,
the St. Louis convention of the Socialist Party, which
opened the very day after the declaration of war, de-
nounced it “as a crime against the people of the United
States and against the nations of the world” and recorded
“its unalterable opposition to the war just declared.”
There were only five pro-war delegates at that conven-
tion, with over 170 opposing the war. The membership
referendum opposed the war by about 21,000 to 2,800
votes. From April to June 1917 the Socialist Party member-
ship grew from 67,788 to 81,172 despite minor losses from
pro-war elements.3

Jewish Labor Opposes the War

For a time, the influence of this St. Louis anti-war reso-
lution in Jewish labor organizations was extensive. The
Workmen’s Circle, the Jewish Socialist Federation, the
Jewish unions and even large numbers of Labor Zionists
supported this stand (most of the latter were finally won
over to favoring the war by the Balfour Declaration while
a minority ultimately split with the Zionists and became
anti-war Socialists). The first convention to reflect this
anti-war position was that of the Capmakers, May r1-10,
1917. On the opening day the Socialist lawyer, Jacob
Panken, evoked enthusiasm with his eloquence: “Yes, the
capitalist class has forced us into war with Germany,

2 1. George Fredman and Louis A. Falk, in Ameri
4d§ ﬁwéhed..F1943blz. 76'”4 ;1 alk, Jews in American Wars, New York,
athan Fine, or a ‘armer Parties in the United States, 1828-1928,
New York, 1928, p. 313, 310; Selig Perlman and Philip T;;t, Hi:tor:)g! of
Labor in the U: tates, 1896-1932, New York, 1935, p. 422.
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expecting that the workers will make peace with them
during the war. But this day, the 1st of May, 1917 . . .
I cry to you, comrades, ‘No peace with capitalism.’”
When the applause stopped, he went on to expose the
huge profits made from the war by Standard Oil and
other corporations. He closed on this note: “On with
the fight against war; on with the fight for peace; on with
the fight against an expeditionary force to Europe; on with
the fight against conscription; on with the fight for lib-
erty, for solidarity, for humanity.” The record reads:
“Long Applause.”*

Both the LL.G.W.U. and the Amalgamated Clothing
Workers refused to follow the A. F. of L.’s example of
pledging not to strike. In fact, the clothing workers in.all
crafts piled up one of the largest strike records in their
militant history. In May 1917, the Workmen’s Circle
convention endorsed the St. Louis resolution with only
four dissenting votes and William Edlin was shouted
down as a “murder-patriot” when he tried to make a pro-
war speech. In June 1917, preparing for a convention, the
organ of the International Fur Workers’ Union concluded
its outline of the tasks facing the workers by emphasizing
that all previous gains are endangered by the war, that
courage is needed to speak up now in face of threats of
imprisonment and that the delegates have a duty to pro-
test and inspire other branches of labor to protest. “Now,”
it pointed out, “is the time to demonstrate that we are
not only heroes at passing resolutions supporting indus-
trial democracy in peaceful times . . . but that you have
courage enough in a time of oppression and reaction to
speak out against militarism, against the domination of
those who would conquer the world, and to take a stand
for full democracy in political and industrial life.”®

Government repression—censorship, mass arrests and im-
prisonments—sought to stamp out the peace movement.
Under the Espionage Act of June 15, 1917, second-class
mailing privileges were denied several socialist periodi-
cals, including the New York Call and the Forward. Cahan
began to vacillate. When the Trading with the Enemy Act
of October 1917 required foreign language newspapers to
file translations of all material dealing with the war or
foreign affairs, Cahan gave this as an excuse for abandon-
ing the St. Louis resolution as a guiding line and began
to agitate for a convention to revise that resolution. Out
in Chicago, however, Kalman Marmor, editor of the
Yiddish Daily World, resourcefully found ways of getting
his point across to his alert readership. Thus on October
15, 1917, he took advantage of the fact that the Chicago
Tribune, to whom German anti-war socialists were praise-
worthy, had lauded Karl Liebknecht and Clara Zetkin
for their “bold struggle against their government.” Re-
printing the Tribune’s anti-imperialist excerpts from these
leaders, Marmor editorially commented: “But the trouble
with the Tribune and its like is that they always have
two kinds of standards and two ways of evaluating truth
and falsehood, patriotism and treason.” Lamenting that

4 The Headgear Worker, May-June 1917, p. 4-6, English section.
6 Der For-Arbeter, June 1, 1917, p. 2-3; Rappaport, work cited, p. 286, 288.
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they regard socialists here who say the same thing about
our government in an entirely different light, Marmor
concluded that this “proves that the socialists are on the
right track when they follow the path of the Liebknechts
and unmask the capitalists of their own country.”®

Electoral Victories

The peace temper of the Jewish masses in New York
can best be gauged from the results of the November 1917
elections. Heading the socialist ticket as candidate for
mayor was Morris Hillquit, who was associated in the
public mind with the St. Louis resolution. He was backed
by the United Hebrew Trades, the Amalgamated and the
IL.G.W.U.,, the Workmen’s Circle, the Poale Zion and the
Jewish National Workers’ Alliance, the Progressive Irish
League and the Negro Independent Political Council of
Harlem. His campaign was dynamic and was geared to
local issues as well as to the overriding issue of the war.
Frightened by the spreading idea that a vote for Hillquit
was a vote for peace, the Jewish plutocracy and its sup-
porters counter-attacked with the threat that a large Jewish
vote for the socialists would provoke anti-Semitism. Jacob
H. Schiff, Louis Marshall, Oscar S. Straus, Adolph Lewi-
sohn, Daniel Guggenheim and Henry Morgenthau were
among those who signed paid advertisements in the
Yiddish press warning the Jewish voter against Hillquit.

Yet even by a Tammany count Hillquit got 145,332
votes, almost nosing out John Purroy Mitchell (155,497)
for second place, and carried 12 assembly districts with
heavy Jewish populations (Tammany later reorganized
these districts so as to avoid such popular disasters in the
future). More important, ten socialists were elected to the
State Assembly and seven to the New York City Board of
Alderman. The then fiery anti-war orator, Jacob Panken,
was elected a municipal judge. Incidentally, in Rochester,
N. Y., three Jewish socialists were elected to office: an
alderman, a supervisor, and a constable. And while Hillquit
polled 22 per cent of the total vote in New York, in Chi-
cago the Socialists attained one-third of the total vote.
Considering the jingoistic flag-waving, the war hysteria
and the repression, such voting is an index to the desire’
for the peace among the masses, especially among the Jew-
ish workers.”

One form of expression of this desire for immediate
peace was through the People’s Council for Democracy
and Terms of Peace, formed at the end of May 1917 by
an organizing committee that included Benjamin Schles-
inger, president of the IL.L.G.W.U., Joseph Schlossberg, sec-
retary of the Amalgamted Clothing Workers, P. Geliebter
of the Workman’s Circle, Max Pine, secretary-treasurer of
the United Hebrew Trades of New York, Rose Schneider-
man, I.L.G.W.p. organizer, Jacob Panken, Morris Hill-

v

6 From Scrapbook in Marmor Collection.

7 Rappaport, work cited, p. 318-321; Fine, work cited, p. 323; Stuart E.
Rgse;nberg, 575719 Jewish Community in Rochester 1843-1925, New York,
1954, p. 155.
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quit, Alexander Trachtenberg and Rabbi Judah L. Magnes,
chairman of the Jewish Kehillah of New York (which
promptly removed him from office lest the Jews be tainted).
Similar councils sprang up in Chicago, Philadelphia and
Boston. The New York Council, headed by Panken, had
284 affiliates, including 93 unions. At a national conven-
tion in September more than 40 of 350 delegates repre-
sented Jewish organizations. “Peace now, and peace with-
out victory” summed up its general program, although
much emphasis was also placed on protecting the rights
of labor against war-time repression.

To combat this broad peace movement, which was ac-
tively supported by the anti-war Socialists, the pro-war
Socialists in August 1917 formed the Jewish Socialist
League of America, affiliated with the Social Democratic
League of pro-war elements who had walked out of the
St. Louis Convention. Poale Zionists were conspicuously
active in this new Jewish league although a speech by Dr.
N. Syrkin denouncing Jewish opposition to the war as the
work of German agents was condemned by. the Executive
Committee of the Poale Zion, from which Syrkin speedily
withdrew.?

Reactions to Bolshevik Revolution

The pressure of the government and of reactionary
forces to stifle all opposition to the war from Americans
intensified when the Bolshevik Revolution began on No-
vember 7, 1917. The universal acclaim that had greeted
the March revolution was gone. It was one thing for the
tsar to be overthrown; it was quite another thing to have
the economic and political rule of landlords and capitalists
replaced by the economic and political rule of the work-
ers and peasants. The social instinct of American reac-
tion led it to an immediate wholesale propaganda attack
on the new Soviet government, with misinformation and
misrepresentation as the main weapons of this propaganda.

How thorough this misinformation was, became a mat-
ter of public and scandalous record when Walter Lipp-
mann, now the famous columnist, and Charles Merz, now
editor of the New York Times, made a study of the way
the New York Times had reported the mews about the
Bolshevik government in the first 1,000 days after No-
vember 7, 1917. Published as a special supplement to the
New Republic on August 4, 1920, “A Test of the News”
concluded that those Americans who relied upon the Times
as their source of information had been totally misinformed
about the facts of Soviet life for these crucial 1,000 days,
when basic attitudes and opinions were being shaped. In-
numerable falsehoods, big and litde, had been put over on
the American people by its most creditable source of
news!

The heavy weight of this reactionary propaganda on
the Jewish population was even greater than upon the
American people as a whole because there was the ever-
present fear of anti-Semitism acting as an additional spur

8 Rappaport, work cited, p. 299-302, 310, 314-315.
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to conformity to reaction. Thus the orthodox Morgen
Journal had no difficulty making up its mind about the

new government. Two days after the Revolution began

this newspaper declared authoritatively that the Bolsheviks
“have brought Russia closer to slavery and barbarism than
at any time since the Romanov dynasty was destroyed.”
It is no surprise therefore that as early as June 29, 1918,
the liberal Yiddish daily, the Tog, was insisting that
“once and for all an end must be made of the Bolshe-
viks.” These were primarily echoes in Yiddish of the wild
and fearful cries of the general reactionary and in some
instances liberal press.

The American workers, and particularly the Jewish
workers, were of a different mind about this great new
development in Russia. It is true that there was much con-
fusion as to just what was happening there and some mis-
information stuck to even the most cautious reader of the
“news.” His close study of the Yiddish press, however,
leads Joseph Rappaport to the conclusion that “the Lenin-
ists of Russia came to be looked upon in 1918 as the hope
of the world for Socialism. . . . Sympathy for the Bolshe-
viks mounted in the succeeding months as Leninist efforts
to stabilize conditions appeared to be the only alternative
to chaos and a Rightist reaction. The Bolshevik reform
program was attractive and their slogans and manifestoes
carried great ideological appeal.”®

The organ of the Capmakers’ union, The Headgear
Worker, carried an editorial by its editor, J. M. Budish,
calling for aid to the Bolshevik government early in 1918,
beset as it was by Germany from without and capitalist ene-
mies within. “The real traitors of Russia,” he wrote, “who
for a pot of porridge sold their souls to the Kaiser, proved
to be . . . not the villified Bolsheviki but those ‘loyal’ Rus-
sian elements whom the entire capitalist press never ceased
to eulogize and on whom they put their hopes of getting
Russia into line. . . . While the Red Guard are fighting
the enemies without, the rich bourgeoisie is joining hands
with German imperialism to stamp out democracy and en-

force slavery. This is what the patriotism of the Russian .

capitalists proved to be. They do not give a rap for the
country.”°

At its convention in May 1918, the LL.G.W.U. Gen-
eral Executive Board declared that the membership “will
follow the struggles of their brothers in Russia with intense
interest and sympathy, not only because many are linked
to them by ties of kinship and sentiment, but also because
the fate of the first great working class republic in the
world cannot be but a matter of prime concern to the or-
ganized and progressive workers of all countries.” Amid all
the confusion about tactics the organ of the Jewish Socialist
Federation, Neie Velt, wrote on August 23, 1918: “The
Bolsheviks are perhaps the only Socialists who have under-
taken to live up to the letter of every word in the phrases
we all have been preaching for many years. . . . If the
dictatorship of the proletariat is the goal, why then not

9 Rappaport, work cited, p. 354, 355.
10 The Headgear Vorkar, January February, 1918, p. 3-6, English section.
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approach that goal while the path is clear? . .. The Bol-
sheviks have acted logically, and there is no room for
criticism except if we wish to criticize all the methods
of our propaganda up to now.” In socialist and labor
circles the only anti-Bolshevik periodical was the Neie
Post, organ of the New York Cloakmakers’ union.

American reaction of course was worried by these and
other signs among the American workers as a whole of
curiosity and sympathy with the new Russian government.
In addition to stepping up the propaganda campaign, it
decided to take part in Allied military intervention against
the Soviet government. When Wilson announced Ameri-
can military intervention on August 3, 1918, he was ap-
plauded as a “liberator” in the Morgen Jurnal, the Tog, the
Varheit, the Yiddishes Tageblat and in Anglo-Jewish pe-
riodicals like the American Hebrew. The press incitement
against American opponents of this military adventure
led to hoodlum attacks. In October 1918 the Bulletin of
the New York Young Men’s Hebrew Association called
upon its young readers to “break up that street meeting
where Bolshevik doctrine is preached.. Squelch that mis-
guided would-be martyr who weaves theories in idleness
while the world burns.”"!

Capitulation to Pro-War Pressure

In the ranks of Jewish labor, capitulation to reaction-
ary pro-war pressure also took the form of an ever more
rapid drifting of a majority of the Socialist leadership into
the pro-war camp. Although they had voted for the St.
Louis anti-war resolution, they soon began to abandon it,
while Eugene V. Debs and Charles E. Ruthenberg
and other Socialist leaders conducted active anti-war cam-
paigns. For this work they were persecuted by the govern-
ment, indicted and imprisoned and opportunist elements
in the leadership caved in under the ideological and even
more tangible blows. Signs of this trend to clamber onto
dhe pro-war bandwagon became pronounced around the
issue of the Third Liberty Loan drive of April 1918. The
seven Socialist Aldermen in New York, elected less than
a half year before because the voters thought they stood
for peace, suddenly announced their support of this Loan.
Despite immediate condemnation of this unauthorized
reversal of socialist policy by the local leaders of the Bronx
and Brooklyn Socialist parties, Congressman Meyer London
published his endorsement of the Loan on April 11, and on
April 19, the executive committee of the Jewish Socialist
Federation appealed to the National Executive Commit-
tee of the Socialist Party to reverse the St. Louis resolu-
tion, an appeal which was promptly rejected.

Seeking to justify his position, London in a speech in
Congress on May 1, 1918 not only affirmed his support of
the war, but rationalized his positian by asserting that Wil-
son “has not only adopted the substance of the interna-
tional Socialist program, but even the very formula of the

11 Rappaport, work cited p. 355-356, 363.
12 Rappaport, work cited, p. 348-351; The Fur Worker, Sept. 1918, p. 5.
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international Socialist movement for his expression of the
aims and objects of the United States in this war.” So
dazzled were the Londons by the glitter of Wilson’s Four-
teen Points of January 8, 1918 that they forgot the basic
point that even Wilson was to admit in September 1919,
that this was “a commercial and industrial war.”

On May 10 to 12, 1918 the Jewish Socialist Federation
had a national conference at which the majority, led by
Louis B. Boudin, B. Charney Vladeck and J. B. Salutsky
(now known as J. B. S. Hardman), repudiated the St. Louis
resolution and took a pro-war stand by a vote of 25 to 19.
This position was soon endorsed by the leadership of the
Workmen’s Circle, the United Hebrew Trades, the
LL.G.W.U.,, the Amalgamated Clothing Workers and other
organizations. These unions bought Liberty Bonds with
uinon funds. Together with the United Hebrew Trades
and the Furriers’ union these unions also conducted
a popular Bond drive on the East Side that resulted in the
sale of $12,000,000 worth of bonds, in contrast to the $200,-
000 in bonds bought in that area in the Second Liberty
Loan. Elements in the membership and parts of the lead-
ership fought against this and similar pro-war actions.
The rift between the opportunist leadership and the still
militant forces among the Jewish workers was widening.}?

This division between right and left wing socialism was
to become a major factor in the Jewish labor movement
after the war. It is of prime importance to note that the
central issue on which the cleavage was based had to do
with what position workers in our own country were to
take on the foreign policy of our own government, on the
repression imposed by our government on all opponents
of the war and on the need of the workers to fight back
to prevent the rampant employers from using the war
fervor for the purpose of reducing the living conditions
and standards of the workers. Who were the patriots:
those who beat the drums and gulped insatiate doses of
noble words™ about making the world safe for democracy,
or those who, seeing dimly or clearly that this was in fact
“a commercial and industrial war . . . not a political war,”
refused to give their voluntary support to it?

Reaction, grown bloated with triumph and superprofits
during the war, let loose a post-war wave of terror that,
as we shall see, was to have profound effects upon the
Jewish masses in our country.

Arab Commaunists Urge: Recognize Israel

THE Communist Parties of Syria and Lebanon have
come out with a call for recognition of the State of
Israel by the Arab states, an Associated Press dispatch
from Damascus reported on February 9. The news was
based on a stery in the Syrian journal Al Nas, which re-
ported that 4his call resulted from a decision made at a
joint session of the central committees of the two Com-
munist Parties held in Lebanon in April 1954.
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In the Theater:

SHYLOCK WITHOUT ANTI-SEMITISM?

According to advance publicity, the
production of The Merchant of Venice
by the Club Theater at the Finch play-
house was to be something entirely dif-
ferent, since the veteran Clarence Der-
went would portray Shylock in a positive
and sympathetic manner as a tragic figure.
rather than as the traditional villain of
the piece,

Sceptical, this reviewer went to see the
play only to come away confirmed in his
conviction that no interpretation of
Shylock, however “sympathetic,” can
purge the comedy of its anti-Semitism.

One does not have to be a Shakes-
pearean scholar to come to the conclusion
that the anti-Semitic aspect of The Mer-
chant of Venice manifests itself not so
much in the stock caricature of the Jew,
which Shakespeare accepted at its face
value, as in the Jew-baiting by Antonio
and his friends that pervades the play. A
mere reading of the play is sufficient to
establish that. Lorenzo calls Shylock a
faithless Jew,” Salanio—‘“the dog Jew,”
and Antonio ascribes Shylock’s insistence
on the pound of flesh to his “Jewish
heart.” Even Launcelot the clown shares
their opinion that “the Jew is the very
devil incarnal.” Accordingly, Shylock
hates Antonio not so much because “he
was wont to lend money for a Christian
courtesy,” without interest, as because he
1s a Jew-baiter who “scorned my nation.”

As regards interpretation, the problem,
then, is not Shylock but Antonio. The
most charitable and “sympathetic” por-
trayal of the money-lender will not lessen
the anti-Semitic impact of the play, unless
Antonio is pictured as a nazi and his
friends as a gang of Jew-baiting hood-
lums. But Antonio is portrayed by
Shakespeare as the embodiment of all
virtue and his friends are gentlemen be-
yond reproach. So there’s the rub.

We are not raising the issue whether
Shakespeare was anti-Semitic. The fact
remains, however, that he accepted un-
critically the vicious -anti-Semitic notions
current in his time and found pothing
wrong in Jew-baiting. On the contrary,
the abuse of the Jew by Antonio and his
friends, including Portia, is presented as
part of their noble demeanor.

It is argued that Shakespeare repre-
sented the Jews as a symbol of the capital-
istic money-lender whose practices in-
troduced a disturbing element of compe-
tition into the feudal social pattern. There
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may be some validity in this, but Shylock
remains nonetheless the “classical” symbol
of the merciless “Jewish banker.”

But what about Shakespeare’s insight
into Shylock’s true character? What about
the motivations for his insistence on the
pound of flesh? Does not Shakespeare,
in effect, plead the case of the Jew?

Yes, the dramatist in Shakespeare
sought and found understandable human
motivations that explain and, in a meas-
ure, even justify Shylock’s cruslty. The
key to Shylock’s behavior is revenge for
the wrongs he suffered at the hands of
such good Christians as Antonio and his
friends. But there is no plausibility, to
begin with, in Shylock’s suggesting the
pound of flesh as forfeiture of the loan.
It is absurd on the face of it that a hard
realist like Shylock would lend Antonio
a large sum of money without interest
against the highly improbable chance that
all of Antonio’s ships on all the seven
seas would founder before the loan fell
due. Shakespeare employed this device
as the “handle” of his plot to bring out
the fiendishness of the Jew.

This piece makes no pretense at a com-
presensive critique of The Merchant of
Venice or its latest production in New
York (which was no great shakes) but is
prompted by the anxiety expressed by
various Jewish groups in Canada about
the decision of the Stratford Shakespearéan
Festival Committee to produce The Mer-
chant of Venice as one of its plays during
the Shakespearean Festival this season.
Add to it the announced intention by the
Shakespearewrights in New York, whose
Twelfth Night won for them well-merited
acclaim, to do The Merchant as their next
play, and the subject becomes timely
indeed. -

One of the groups in Canada that voiced
its misgivings about producing The Mer-
chant of Venice was the Canadian Jew-
ish Congress. The following is from a
statement by Mr. J. Irving Oelbaum,
president of the CJC’s Central Region, as
quoted in the progressive Canadian Jew-
ish Weekly of December 30, 1954:

“Dr. Guthrie (the director of the Strat-
ford Festival) informed us that the actor
chosen to portray Shylock would be Fred-
erick Valk, a Jewish actor from Czecho-
slovakia and Germany—a man who him-
self was a victim of Hitler persecution.
He felt that Mr. Valk would not be guilty
of. characterization which would offend

his fellow Jews. Moreover, it was his in-

tention as director, without doing any
violence to the text, and in harmony with
the artist’s intention, to portray Shylock
in a positive manner. Shylock, in his
opinion, was far the strongest and most
important character of the play and this
would be an opportunity o dispel a pop-
ular misconception that the play was anti-
Jewish (italics added). . . . While casting
no reflection on the good faith of the
Festival officials . . . we still expressed our
regret they had chosen this work and
strongly urged that they give thought to
another choice for the Festival.”

Mr. Sam Lipshitz of the Canadian Jew-
ish Weekly, while objecting vigorously to
the choice of the play, has joined in the
tribute to Dr. Guthrie as a man of “good
and honest intentions” who was “quite
sincere” in stating that “the most sym-
pathetic interpretations will be given to
Shylock.” :

So there is no question of anti-Jewish
bias on the part of the director of the
Stratford Festival and his associates. But
the fallacy persists that Shylock is the only
character in the play responsible for the
“misconception” of its being anti-Semitic
and that a “positive” rendition of the part
is sufficient to dispel the “misconception.”
If there is a misconception, it is precisely
this notion that Shylock played by a Jew-
ish actor in a “sympathetic” manner could
save the day and eliminate the anti-Jewish
aspect of the play. Again we ask: what
about Antonio and his friends? What
about the Jew-baiting in the text? What
about the approval of the cruel penalty
imposed upon Shylock by the noble Por-
tia whose plea for mercy applies to every-
body but the Jew?

It is cheering to learn that Jewish opin-
ion in Canada has rejected the misconcep-
tion about cleansing The Merchant of
Venice of its organic anti-Semitism by the
magic of histrionics in the portrayal of
Shylock. Jewish groups of all shades of
opinion, as we understand, continue to
protest against the choice of this play for
presentation by a reputable cultural group
in Canada. And non-Jewish elements
have apparently joined in the protest.
Thus, Mr. Lipshitz quotes the following
from a piece by Mr. Herbert Whittaker,
drama critic of the Toronto Globe and
Mail: “The Merchant of Venice will still
seem unnecessarily rude to large segments
of the Jewish audience, no matter how
sympathetically Shylock is played by Mr.
Valk, himself a Jew.”

Mr. Whittaker must have read the play.

The question raised in Canada applies
even more to the United States. It is more
than regrettable that Jewish and non-
Jewish opinion in this country remain in-
different in the face of recurring produc-

(Continued on page 26)
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Comment on Lowenfels’ Cantata

Editors, JewisH LiIFE:

I cannot resist some comment on the
cantata by Walter Lowenfels [“Earth
Shall Smile”] in the December 1954 is-
sue. I respect him-highly for his politi-
cal work and for his poetry and ardently
desire confusion to his enemies. I like
the cantata too, especially the last chorale
part, but one part of the introductory
sonnet makes me angry. I do not see how
it is possible to refer to the Rosenbergs’
faces in the electric chair having an “ul-
timate ecstasy.” The only meanings I
can ascribe to this rather meaningless
phrase I do not like at all.

The Rosenbergs faced death out of
honest and correct conviction, out of
the determination not to betray their in-
nocence or the forward march of man-
kind. They were not ecstatic but brave,
honest and wise. The ringing quotations
from their own words show the quality
of these martyred heroes. To put “ulti-
mate ecstasy” on their faces is to deny
their strength and their stature. I can
see how it happens—he wrote some pretty
words about Carrara marble and Vermont
granite and played the image out to its
conclusion.

This is an example of “modern” poet-
ry, the torturing of images to defeat sense.
I do not oppose images when they’re
right but current poetic expression that
seems to consider imagery as synonymous
with poetry is, in my book, all wet. I
do not accuse Lowenfels of this but con-
sider the above wording to be a falling

»

into the trap of the “esthetes.” I repeat,
I admire a great deal of his work and
certainly admire the man. But the use
of the phrase made me so angry in its
application to such heroic figures that I
presume to criticize where I so much ad-
mire.

While I'm on the subject of poetry—
and without intending any invidious com-
parison—the progressive poet I like
whose songs are singularly free of this
incorrect tendency in poetry is Aaron
Kramer. I cannot speak too highly of his
contribution: in my opinion, an excep-
tional talent whose prolific writings show
how thoroughly a poet can reject bour-
geois esthetic and root it out from his
work and, in the process, produce beauti-
ful and useful poetry. America will cer-

"tainly remember his poetry.

Sam Swineg

San Francisco

Response from Lowenfels

Editors, JEwisH Lirg:

Sam Swing’s letter has made me re-
examine the sonnet he mentions. I also
find the phrase “ultimate ecstasy” inac-
curate. In fact, the whole quatrain with
its “Carrara” image strikes me as requir-
ing re-writing.

It is inspiring to know that we have
readers who pay such careful attention
to what poets say. I only wish there were
more of this give and take between read-
ers and writers. .

It’s a side issue, but I don’t want it

(Continued from page 25)

tions of The Merchant of Venice. No
amount of sophistry or misreading of the
play will lessen its anti-Semitic effect—
whether the Bard of Avon intended it or
not. A stage presentation of this misbegot-
ten “comedy” is a public act that adds
fuel to the flame of anti-Semitism and
Jewish opinion cannot, must not remain
indifferent.

This applies not only to producing the
play on the stage but also to including it
as a “must” in the curricula of the public
schools where millions of unripe, impres-
sionable minds absorb the vile Jew-baiting
of the glorified Antonio and his pals.

Incidentally, a search of the records has
failed to discover a single performance of
The Merchant of Venice on the Moscow
stage since the inauguration of the Soviet
regime and this in the Soviet capital where
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Shakespeare is never off the boards.

Unimpressed by the “raves”—the trade
term for superlatives—that greeted The
Saint of Blecker Street, this reviewer
found the latest “music drama” by Gian-
Carlo Menotti much less than great thea-
ter. As opera it is derivative, sounding
very much like Puccini. As drama it is
pedestrian. As a piece of “social realism”
it does not go beyond externals. The lurid
melodrama involving “crime of passion,”
religious superstition and glorification of
Catholic ritual is no more typical of the
Italian quarter in "New York than a
gangster melodrama is of the Jewish East
Side. Menotti is a very competent stagd
director but his scenic style is not original,
being merely a version of pseudo-realism
expertly integrated with conventional
grand opera.

~

thought that I go along with Sam Swing’s
proposition that the quatrain in question
is “arr example of ‘modern’ poetry.” I
find it unacceptable because it is inaccu-
rate. It violates an elementary law of
poetry, old or new, that a poem must,
among other things, be accurate report-
ing.

Philadelphia

How To Double Our Circulation

Editors, JEwisH Lire:

I am sure that every single reader will
agree that JewisH Lire is not only in-
valuable, but absolutely necessary these
days.

I have a proposal (not exactly a new
one) to increase, if not double, the circu-
lation of our favorite publication. It’s
simply this: let every single reader take
one extra subscription. The cost—only
$2.50—is nominal and no one will miss
that small sum.

Every single reader has, or should have,
at least one other person—friend, neigh-
bor, relative—who needs and would be
interested in reading Jewisu Lire. Ideally
such a person should get his own sub-
scription but the really important thing
is to get the magazine to others! So, order
that extra_subscription and bring it or
“deliver” it to someone else!

Brooklyn R. S.

Editors’ note: We couldn’t agree more
with “R. S.” Will you, all our readers,
act on his most pertinent suggestion?

WALTER LOWENFELS

Don't Miss the Special

MASSES & MAINSTREAM

Negro History Week Issue of,
FEBRUARY

CASE HISTORY OF A LEGAL
LYNCHING
Herbert Aptheker
A DRAMATIC CHAPTER FROM A
NEW NOVEL OF NEGRO LIFE
W. E. B. DuBois
TURNING POINT FOR AMERICAN
INTELLECTUALS
Milton Howard
[ J
And Other Features, Stories, Articles, Essays
Single Copy 35¢ — Subscription $4
[ ]
Be sure to get the January issue too,
featuring Herbert Aptheker on David
Riesman, Milton Howard on Orwell
and O’Casey, Samuel Sillen on How-
ard Fast, Angus Cameron on the pub-

lishing front, and others. At your near-
est bookstore or newsstand.

Single copy, 35¢; Subscription, $4

MASSES & MAINSTREAM
832 Broadway, New York 3, N. Y.
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ooL ‘Reviews
A NEW AMERICAN JEWISH HISTORY

The Jews in America: A History, by Ru-
fus Learsi. World Publishing Co.,
Cleveland and New York. $6.

This book is written from the point
of view of a middle class intellectual
whose outlook is a blend of Zionism, con-
servatism and a mild liberalism, unhis-
torically and illiberally spiced with the
jargon of the “cold war.” Mr. Learsi is
confident “that his general outlook is
shared by the great majority of his fellow
Jews in America.” But everr if it were, it
would not necessarily produce sound his-
tory.

Compared with Oscar Handlin’s shoddy
Adventure in Freedom, as it inevitably
has been, Learsi’s. book has won exag-
gerated praise as comprehensive and ob-
jective. Its merits, however, are chiefly
formal: there is skilful- organization of
complex material in the brief compass of
some 350 pages, a clear structure and
style and a quietly authoritative tone.
Not a historian by craft, Learsi’s accom-
plishment is that of an experienced
popularizer, as is indicated by his previ-
ous works, Israel: A History of the Jew-
ish People and Fulfillment: The Epic
Story of Zionism.

Yet it is exactly the popular reader that
will be ill-served by Learsi’s errors of
commission, his sins of omission and his
general outlook, which obscures rather
than clarifies many issues. At best, such
a reader will find the book most service-
able as a well indexed reference work,
where he may (or may not, owing to the
brevity of the volume) locate the name,
place or event for which he is looking.
But should the reader be wanting the
tool of history to help him solve the prob-
lems of Jews in a country beset by Mc-
Carthyism, the “cold war,” the rearmament
of a renazified West Germany and the
Dulles policy in the Middle East, he will
be frustrated rather than enlightened by
this volume. 4

Learsi planned to write the history of
the Jews as “part and parcel of the Amer-
ican nation and at the same time an in-
creasingly important segment of a world-
wide people and faith.” Furthermore, he
has proportioned the work so that two-
thirds of it deals with the period after
1881, when the Jewish population rapidly
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grew to mass proportions through the
East European immigration.

Unlike Handlin, Learsi recognizes the
pressure of anti-Semitism upon the Amer-
ican Jews. “At no time, of course,” he
writes, “were anti-Semitic manifestations
absent in America.” And he also notes
what has usually been overlooked, that
anti-Semitism in the Confederacy during
the Civil War was greater than in the
North. In a couple of places he shows
awareness (p. 345, 355) of the effect of
anti-Semitism as a cohesive force binding
the Jews together, although he has made
no effort to trace this relationship his-
torically in his chronicle. His view of the
nature of anti-Semitism, moreover, is un-
clear and vacillating. While on occasion
he sees that “the tide of prejudice tends
to rise in times of crisis and distress” (p.
100), and that anti-Semitism is “a light-
ning rod to divert their [the people’s}
wrath from their rulers” (p. 220, 103,
243), he also later throws up his hands at
“the baffling phenomenon called anti-
Semitism” made up of “the age-old religi-
ous antipathies, primitive passions and
neurotic compensations” (p. 296).

Of Learsi’s accuracy as a recorder of
fact it may be noted that there are scores
of errors, but most are unimportant be-
cause, unlike Handlin, he builds no
castles of misinterpretation on his mis-
takes. They are due to carelessness or to
failure to keep up with current scholar-
ship in the field. (He high-handedly cites
virtually no sources and his bibliographical
note of eight apparently recommended
titles contains at least one, by George
Cohen, that is quite unreliable.)

Among the necessary corrections, the
following are a sampling: Jews were not
among the Directors of the Dutch West
India Co. (p. 16, 26). There was no Jew-
ish community in North Carolina in 1776
(p. 30). There was no Ashhkenazi con-
gregation in Charleston in the 1780s (p.
33). Benjamin Nones was a private, not
a major, in the Revolutionary War and
he did not carry General De Kalb off the
battlefield at Camden (p. 44). Isaac Hart
was not “mobbed to death for his Tory
sympathies” but, as Learsi’s own probable
source indicates, was killed in an attack
by Continental troops on a fort in which
Hart had taken refuge (p. 42). Haym
Salomon was not “sentenced to death as a

spy,” he did not escape from prison and
he made no “loans” to the Revolutionary
government (p. 45). David Emanuel,
governor of Georgia in 1801 (p. 68), was
not “even of Jewish stock,” according to
the latest finding in a book to which
Learsi expressly acknowledges his special
indebtedness, Jacob R. Marcus, Early

- American Jewry. Nor is Nobel Prize win-

ner Harold C. Urey a Jew (p. 331).

More noteworthy than such errors is
Learsi’s treatment of several major themes.
The Jewish workers and their labor move-
ment, for instance, are dealt with not
only scantily in a 20-page chapter, but
there is a profound lack of understanding
of the problems, aims and values of the
working class. More space is given to the
marginal and unsuccessful attempts to
establish Jewish agricultural communities
than to the great labor struggles, involv-
ing hundreds - of thousands of -Jewish
families, that took place before the First
World War.

What “afflicted the men’s clothing in-
dustry” was not the awful conditions but
the “numerous strikes” (p. 158). In the
great cloakmakers’ strike in New York
in 1910 Learsi sees primarily that it “in-

Special Tercentenary
Offer!

°
Morris U. Schappes’

DOCUMENTARY HISTORY
of the

JEWS IN THE
UNITED STATES

plus
One year sub or renewal to

JEWISH LIFE
Total value—$8.50

Our special price:
$5.50 for both

JEWISH LIFE
22 East 17 St., Rm. 601, N.Y. 3, N.Y.

Enclosed please find check (money
ovder) for $5.50 for which send me
Schappes’ Documentary History and
one-year sub (or renewal) to JEW.-

ISH LIFE.

27



b

flicted cruel suffering on the workers and
severe losses on the manufacturers,” but
-the “cruel suffering” of the workers that
drove them to seek relief by striking is
ignored. Similarly, all he can see of the
movement for industrial unionism in the
1930s is that it “tore the entire American
labor movement apart” (p. 159); the or-
ganization of new millions of workers is
unmentioned.

For the socialist and revolutionary
ideals that made the East Sides of many
cities the seedbeds of the finest and noblest
in recent American Jewish history, Learsi
has little more than contempt. Socialists
are to him peddlers of “ready-made nos-
trums for all ailments” (p. 233). The im-
migrant Jews, we are told, “formed
societies to promote the various social
panaceas with which the hectic revolu-
tionary atmosphere in Russia had inocu-
lated them” (p. 207). The Workmen’s
Circle, founded to provide a dignified way
for workers to relieve their suffering
through mutual aid rather than by apply-
ing to the condescending and grudging
“Hebrew charities,” is introduced by Learsi
thus: “As early as 1900 the socialist guar-
dians of the Jewish labor movement had
adopted another means for maintaining
their tutelage over it. They created the
Arbeiter Ring, or Workmen’s Circle . . .”
(p. 162). A dastardly conspiracy, obvi-
ously!

It should be added that to Learsi the
“left” is summed up in the Jewish Labor
Committee; nothing further left than this
right wing Social Democratic co-ordinat-
ing committee is allowed into his scope.
Therefore there is total obliteration of the
left progressive Jewish movement in
political, trade union, fraternal and even
cultural life.

Another theme that suffers from Lear-
sks manner of treatment is the relation-
ship of the Jews to the wars our country
has engaged in. Learsi’s premise is that

all these wars were just and worth sup-
porting. It so happens, however, that there
was no small opposition among Jews as
among others fo the Spanish-American
War and considerably more opposition to
the First World War, both of which de-
serve at least to be recorded in a his-
tory. But Learsi brushes off the first op-
position in one sentence as consisting of
“idealists” who denounced the war as
“imperialism” for “political or idealistic
reasons” and he completely omits ref-
erence to the opponents of the First
World War. By such a treatment, Learsi
has made it impossible for the reader to
appreciate the significance of the fact that
in the Second World War there was
unanimity of support by all sections of
the Jewish people exactly because it was
an anti-fascist war. Perhaps Learsi re-
garded it as “safer” these days to overlook
opposition to nnjust wars of the past lest
reporting it help stimulate opposition in
the future. Because it deals with truth,
history is today perforce a dangerous pur-

" suit. One remembers sadly Learsi’s fear-

ful disclaimer of evil associations in this
sentence on the slavery issue: “Without
worshiping at the shrine of historical
materialism, one may still admit the force
of material advantage in shaping men’s
attitudes and judgments” (p. 91, italics
added).

When he gets to the Roosevelt period,
Learsi forgets that he has undertaken to
present the Jews as “part and parcel of
the American nation” and he omits from
consideration the relationship of the Jews
to the winning of the domestic reforms
of the New Deal, to the movement for a
foreign policy of collective security, to
the increasingly major issue of the fight
of the Negro people for full equality. He
pays attention only to the reaction to
nazism abroad and the new militant anti-
Semitism at home. In the anti-nazi strug-
gle he not only igores the left, but he is
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unfair in his statement of the position
of the American Jewish Congress and the
American Jewish Committee. “The Con-
gress,” he writes, “was in favor of demon-
strations and an organized boycott of
German-made goods; the Committee and
B’nai B’rith maintained such methods
would do more harm than good, and
urged that the struggle against nazism
should become an all-American, nay an
all-human, cause . . .” (p. 278). The im-
plication is that Congress for some rea-
son opposed making the anti-nazi strug-
gle an all-American cause, which is non-
sense. The issue was whether or not there
should be mass public anti-nazi activity.
The Committee preferred to concentrate
its energies on fighting—Communism.

The rationale for this diversion from
the anti-nazi struggle was supposed
to be that since the anti-Semitism of
the Coughlinites, the German-American
(Nazi) Bund and the various “Shirt”
movements was always fused with anti-
communism and red-baiting, the best way
to oppose this anti-Semitism was to fight
communism! By overlooking this fusion
of red-baiting and Jew-baiting, Learsi
blurs a chapter in our recent history.

This Roosevelt period was also the one
in which there was extensive interrela-
tion between American Jews and those of
the Soviet Union. Had he followed his
plan, Learsi would have had to deal with
that. Instead he contents himself with less
than two pages that read more like a
press release by the Jewish Labor Commit-
tee or the American Jewish Committee
than a section of a history. The chill of
the “cold war” and its headline mentality
and stock phrases are all over these pages,
what with “the Bolshevik juggernaut,”
“the iron curtain,” the “suppression” of
Yiddish, the “death” of Biro-Bidjan and
even the plot against the doctors (al-
though characteristically no mention is
made of the fact that the Soviet govern-
ment itself broke this plot). The same
“cold war” headline mentality dictates
the way he drags in the Rosenberg case
without even stopping to ascertain the
actual charge against them, which was
not, as Learsi parrots it (p. 332), “engag-
ing in atomic espionage,” but conspiring
to engage in espionage (which relieves
the prosecution of the burden of proving
that there was actual espionage).

Learsi is  at his most skillful in his sec-
tions on the birth of Israel. But it is a big
question whether the reader will learn
from Learsi anything that will help him
understand the present perils that threaten
the very existence of Israel, the source of
these perils and the way out. The only
novel feature in this account is the rather
candid way in which the two-faced role
of the Truman administration is men-

~
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tioned. But there is no clear picture of the
forces that made possible the United Na-
tions decision of November 1947 (the
decision itself is never accurately sum-
marized), the aims of United States for-
eign policy in the Middle East, the Anglo-
American imperial rivalry and the role of
the Soviet Union and other East European
states. “The Russians, of course,” Learsi
writes, “were not inspired by a passion
for justice to the Jews” (p. 317). It is
an index to the “cold war” temperature
of 1954 as compared to that of 1951 that
Learsi did not find it necessary to make
that gibe in 1951 in the comparable part
of his book Fulfillment: The Epic Story
of Zionism. Equally unilluminating is

Learsi’s statement that after July 9, 1948,
“the Army of Israel, now much better
equipped, took the offensive and won a
series of victories. . . .7 (p. 323). Why
glibly omit the decisive fact that this
heroic Army was now equipped with
arms obtained from Czechoslovakia and
other East European countries? Can it
help American Jews effectively to oppose
the Dulles policy if they are kept in
ignorance of such facts as can reveal who
are the friends and who are the enemies
of the people of Israel?

From his point of view, Learsi has
done about as well as can be expected.
The difficulty is that his point of view is
neither broad enough nor deep enough.

LETTERS THAT BREATHE LIFE

’

The Testament of Ethel and Julius Rosen-
berg, Emanuel Bloch Memorial Edi-
tion. Cameron and Kahn, New York.

$1.50.

The spring before the Rosenbergs died
was very beautiful. The days were soft
and warm and achingly lovely. I remem-
ber them so well because during those
days I was in prison living with the ever
present fear of their death. I can under-
stand so well what little Michael meant
when he said to his father, “You must
come home. Every day there is a lump
in my stomach even when I go to bed.”
Every day during those last months there
was a weight in my heart that grew
heavier with the passing of the days. The
only one I could think of was Ethel
Rosenberg, a mother living each day in
the shadow of the electric chair—facing
eternal separation from her husband and
her children.

I knew the pain of separation from her
husband and her children.

I knew the pain of separation from my
own two children—the loneliness—the
heartache. I knew what it meant to have
a family ruthlessly torn apart, to go to
prison knowing your husband was in
another prison and your children left
alone without their mother and father.
If it hurt me so much faced with only
years of separation but living always with
the bright hope of our reunion, how did
she bear it? Again and again I asked my-
self “What does she do? How is she liv-
ing through these days?” And Ethel
Rosenberg herself answered me. Only
she could have answered me.

Before I went to prison I had read some
of her letters. And I remembered them.
I remembered the creed by which the
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Rosenbergs lived, “Courage, confidence
and perspective.” I remembered the let-
ter Ethel had written after reading
Shaw’s St. Joan. 1 too read the play in
prison. The newspapers printed the let-
ter of the Rosenbergs in which they an-
nounced to the whole world that they
would not barter their lives in exchange
for a deal offered by the attorney gen-
eral. “We solemnly declare, now and
forever more, that we will not be coerced,
even under pain of death, to bear false
witness and to yield up to tyranny our
rights as free Americans. Our respect for
truth, conscience and human dignity is
not for sale. Justice is not some bauble to
be sold to the highest bidder.”

I had just finished one of those endless
days of prison work. It was early evening
when I first saw that letter. I sat in that
prison room hemmed in by the walls
reading and rereading those proud words
until the light was gone. Later, when I
had to live through the hours of their
death on that Friday night, again it was
their words wich sustained me.

The first book I read after my release
was the Death House Letters. 1 wanted to
learn everything I could about them. I
wanted to learn the source of their cour-
age—I wanted once again to hear them
speak. When the letters were published
in a new edition as the Testament of
Ethel and Julius Rosenberg, 1 read the
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book many times. It is good that the let-
ters are issued as a testament because
there is nothing of death in the letters.
They breathe life.

In the Testament there are many letters
which were not printed in the Death
House Letters. There are the last letters
they wrote in the closing hours of their

“lives. Ethel Rosenberg, the mother, wrote

the last letter to their children. “Be com-
forted, then, that we were serene and un-
derstood with the deepest kind of under-
standing, that civilization had not as yet
progressed to the point were life did not
have to be lost for the sake of life; and
that we were comforted in the sure knowl-
edge that others would carry on after us.”

The letters of both the Rosenbergs mir-
ror people of courage and almost unbe-
lievable stamina. It was Julius who wrote
on the day before his execution, “My love
of life has never been so strong because
I have seen how beautiful the future can
be.” Ethel writes with beauty, sensitivity
and love. Her letters are the letters of a
loving mother facing death. You feel that
her- emotions are drawn up out of-the
innermost depths of a human being and
find expression in exquisite words. For
the first time in history a mother writes
from a-death house. She writes love letters
to life.

To read the Testament is an intense
personal experience. But it cannot remain
an experience only for each person. This
‘experience must become part of our so-
cial life. Morton Sobell, the co-defendant
of the Rosenbergs sentenced to 30 years
imprisonment, is still in Alcatraz. Ethel
once wrote: “I am sealed in the grey walls
of this prison as if in a tomb.” The power
to transform a vital human being into a
caged animal is a power of coercion the
equivalent of physical torture. We must
release Morton Sobell from the living
tomb of Alcatraz! ;

(Mrs. Regina Frankfeld is the first of.
the Smith act victims to be released from
jail.)
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tioned. But there is no clear picture of the
forces that made possible the United Na-
tions decision of November 1947 (the
decision itself is never accurately sum-
marized), the aims of United States for-
eign policy in the Middle East, the Anglo-
American imperial rivalry and the role of
the Soviet Union and other East European
states. “The Russians, of course,” Learsi
writes, “were not inspired by a passion
for justice to the Jews” (p. 317). It is
an index to the “cold war” temperature
of 1954 as compared to that of 1951 that
Learsi did not find it necessary to make
that gibe in 1951 in the comparable part
of his book Fulfillment: The Epic Story
of Zionism. Equally unilluminating is

Learsi’s statement that after July 9, 1948,
“the Army of Israel, now much better
equipped, took the offensive and won a
series of victories. . . .” (p. 323). Why
glibly omit the decisive fact that this
heroic Army was now equipped with
arms obtained from Czechoslovakia and
other East European countries? Can it
help American Jews effectively to oppose
the Dulles policy if they are kept in
ignorance of such facts as can reveal who
are the friends and who are the enemies
of the people of Israel?

From his point of view, Learsi has
done about as well as can be expected.
The difficulty is that his point of view is
neither broad enough nor deep enough.

LETTERS THAT BREATHE LIFE

’

The Testament of Ethel and Julius Rosen-
berg, Emanuel Bloch Memorial Edi-
tion. Cameron and Kahn, New York.

$1.50.

The spring before the Rosenbergs died
was very beautiful. The days were soft
and warm and achingly lovely. I remem-
ber them so well because during those
days I was in prison living with the ever
present fear of their death. I can under-
stand so well what little Michael meant
when he said to his father, “You must
come home. Every day there is a lump
in my stomach even when I go to bed.”
Every day during those last months there
was a weight in my heart that grew
heavier with the passing of the days. The
only one I could think of was Ethel
Rosenberg, a mother living each day in
the shadow of the electric chair—facing
eternal separation from her husband and
her children.

I knew the pain of separation from her
husband and her children.

I knew the pain of separation from my
own two children—the loneliness—the
heartache. I knew what it meant to have
a family ruthlessly torn apart, to go to
prison knowing your husband was in
another prison and your children left
alone without their mother and father.
If it hurt me so much faced with only
years of separation but living always with
the bright hope of our reunion, how did
she bear it? Again and again I asked my-
self “What does she do? How is she liv-
ing through these days?” And Ethel
Rosenberg herself answered me. Only
she could have answered me.

Before I went to prison I had read some
of her letters. And I remembered them.
I remembered the creed by which the
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By Regina Frankfeld

Rosenbergs lived, “Courage, confidence
and perspective.” I remembered the let-
ter Ethel had written after reading
Shaw’s Sz. Joan. I too read the play in
prison. The newspapers printed the let-
ter of the Rosenbergs in which they an-
nounced to the whole world that they
would not barter their lives in exchange
for a deal offered by the attorney gen-
eral. “We solemnly declare, now and
forever more, that we will not be coerced,
even under pain of death, to bear false
witness and to yield up to tyranny our
rights as free Americans. Our respect for
truth, conscience and human dignity is
not for sale. Justice is not some bauble to
be sold to the highest bidder.”

I had just finished one of those endless
days of prison work. It was early evening
when I first saw that letter. I sat in that
prison room hemmed in by the walls
reading and rereading those proud words
until the light was gone. Later, when I
had to live through the hours of their
death on that Friday night, again it was
their words wich sustained me.

The first book I read after my release
was the Death House Letters. I wanted to
learn everything I could about them. I
wanted to learn the source of their cour-
age—l wanted once again to hear them
speak. When the letters were published
in a new edition as the Testament of
Ethel and [ulius Rosenberg, 1 read the
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book many times. It is good that the let-
ters are issued as a testament because
there is nothing of death in the letters.
They breathe life.

In the Testament there are many letters
which were not printed in the Death
House Letters. There are the last letters
they wrote in the closing hours of their

“lives. Ethel Rosenberg, the mother, wrote

the last letter to their children. “Be com-
forted, then, that we were serene and un-
derstood with the deepest kind of under-
standing, that civilization had not as yet
progressed to the point were life did not
have to be lost for the sake of life; and
that we were comforted in the sure knowl-
edge that others would carry on after us.”

The letters of both the Rosenbergs mir-
ror people of courage and almost unbe-
lievable stamina. It was Julius who wrote
on the day before his execution, “My love
of life has never been so strong because
I have seen how beautiful the future can
be.” Ethel writes with beauty, sensitivity
and love. Her letters are the letters of a
loving mother facing death. You feel that
her- emotions are drawn up out of' the
innermost depths of a human being and
find expression in exquisite words. For
the first time in history a mother writes
from a death house. She writes love letters
to life.

To read the Testament is an intense
personal experience. But it cannot remain

an experience only for each person. This

experience must become part of our so-
cial life. Morton Sobell, the co-defendant
of the Rosenbergs sentenced to 30 years
imprisonment, is still in Alcatraz. Ethel
once wrote: “I am sealed in the grey walls
of this prison as if in a tomb.” The power
to transform a vital human being into a
caged animal is a power of coercion the
equivalent of physical torture. We must
release Morton Sobell from the living
tomb of Alcatraz! :
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OBSERVATION POST

Donr’t Mi.;s Item

Exciting and inspiring are the words to
use in describing the Tercentenary Exhi-
bition to be seen at 189 Second Avenue,
New York. Priceless documents, pictures
and historic materials are there on view
—and one captures a living sense of the
300 years of struggle and accomplishment
by the Jewish people of the United States.
The Exhibition started on February 12
and will continue to March 12. Our read-
ers and friends should not miss this op-
portunity. Organizations can arrange spe-
cial evenings for themselves, with the
committee providing speakers and guides
if desired. Any organization, club, trade
union local or cultural group that fails to
take advantage of this Exhibition will be
missing something. Tickets are only 49

cents and are good for any day or evening *

if the Exhibition. Reservations at the
3o00oth Anniversary, 189 Second Avenue,
New York 3.

Event of Events

When the 300 years celebration this year
will be appraised in retrospect, a central
place will no doubt be given to the crea-
tive, thorough-going, accurate contribution
of Morris U. Schappes in his Jewisa Lire
series of 15 articles. A stream of books by
highly financed authors have rolled off the
presses but none have brought the clear
light of scientific analysis, painstaking
scholarship and understanding of the un-
derlying forces to play that Morris does
in his work. With this in mind the testi-
monial banquet in honor of Schappes on
March 6th will itself be a high point in
the Tercentenary celebration. In plain
words: one who misses the banquet will
not have celebrated the Tercentenary prop-
erly. What would such a person tell his
grandchildren years from now when a
little piping voice asks “Were you at the
wonderful banquet for Morris U. Schappes
in that Tercentenary year?” Avoid future
embarrassment and make your reservation
immediately at the office of Jewisu Lire.

300 for 300

The contribution made by Morris U.
Schappes to the Tercentenary cannot be
separated from the magazine of which
he is a co-editor. He is the first to recog-
nize this fact. Therefore, the banquet
will also be a climax in the effort to keep
Jewisu Lire going. It will be high point
in the present fund drive for the maga-
zine. No greater gift or tribute can be

30

. By Sam Pevzner

given to Morris than a contribution to

" the drive. We call upon all Jewish Life

committees to do everything possible to
bring substantial contributions as gifts to
Morris at the banquet. This goes for
committees and organizations throughout
the land—not only in New York. The
rather exciting suggestion has been made
that committees should aim to present
$300 to Morris, one dollar for each year
of Jewish settlement. Of course larger
committees should increase that. Then
we ask each individual reader and friend
to present his gift to Morris by a maxi-
mum contribution. Let’s get to work
on Gifts for Morris with seriousness, or-
ganization and energy—that will assure
the continued existence of the magazine.
And while we don’t want to dampen the
holiday spirit around preparations for
the banquet, let me advise you that Jew-
isH Lire is on the brink of disaster fi-
nancially. Only a mighty effort by our
committees, organizations and individual
readers can put it on its feet.

Facts are Facts

The Fact-Sheet on West German Re-
armament issued by your magazine has
already been distributed in 55,000 cop-
ies. A great accomplishment. But much
more must still be done for the good
fight to keep arms out of the hands of
the unreconstructed nazis for the sake
of world peace and the security of the
Jewish people. Wider circles are begin-
ning to see what a catastrophe the im-
plementation of the Paris agreements
would be. Community meetings have
been held in many cities, more are
planned. But every group interested in
maintaining peace should hold meetings
on rearmament. A groundswell of pro-
test from Jewish and other groups can
alter the course of events.

Los Angeles Note

« Word comes from the West Coast me-
tropolis that the Jewish Life Committee
there will start its campaign on March
first and continue to June first. The aim
is $3,000 to save the magazine. We trust
that surefire plans and organizational
preparations are being made to guaran-
tee the success of the drive.

Resistance Observance
Too many leaders of Jewish organiza-

tions have had their hearts sealed and
their voices silenced by their craven sub-

servience to the Dulles foreign policy of
rearmament of the nazis. Many of them
vowed never to forgive or forget during
the years of Jewish martyrdom before
the genocidal onslaught of the nazis. They
pledged always to remember the heroes
of the Warsaw Ghetto Uprising—for in
that pledge they recognized the deepest
necessities for the survival of the Jew-
ish people and of all humanity. Now, at
this 12th anniversary of the Warsaw
Ghetto Upriging, they prefer to forget—
and even to forgive. But not so the over-
whelming mass of the Jewish people. The
Warsaw Ghetto stands as a symbol of
their pain and of their will to resist.
They realize that in 1955, year of the
Paris agreements and intensified war dan-
gers in Europe and Asia, one must not
forget—and certainly not forgive. This
sentiment will be expressed in a great
mass observance on Sunday afternoon,
April 1oth at Manhattan Center. New
Yorkers should attend this commemora-
tion in the thousands. It is sponsored
by the United Committee to Commemo-
rate the Anniversary of the Warsaw
Ghetto Uprising.  Tickets are $1.25.
Every organization should get tickets for
sale to their members at the office of the
committee, Room %32, 1133 Broadway,
New York City.

Columnist’s Lament

The other day an irate individual ac-
costed your columnist wtih the charge
that he has for some diabolical reason
failed to comment on an important event
organized by the irate one’s organiza-
tion. Your columnist then mentioned
with all the journalistic calm he could
muster that he never heard of the affair
and therefore could not comment on it.
We are therefore now informing one and
all that omniscience is not one of the
virtues with which your columnist, is en-
dowed. If you have something for this
page, it does not take too much energy
to send a note to the office of Jewisu Lirk.
And we urge that you think of the mat-
ter early in the game because our maga-
zine is a monthly, deadline is the first of
the month. For example, if an event takes
place during April, the notice must be in
by February first to make the March issue
or March first to make the April issue.
And get those notices in—this column
hungers for them.

Spread the
FACT-SHEET ON WEST
GERMAN REARMAMENT

reprinted from the January 1955 issue
Bc each, $2.00 per hundred
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FROM THE FOUR CORNERS

(Continued from page 2)
the country and in the various government
services. The situation continues to be
disturbing because the suspended em-
ployees of many years standing find dif-
ficulty in getting legal representation.”

The government has entered harassing
action against the Committee to Secure
Justice in the Rosenberg Case by charging
that the committee owes $118,459 in back
taxes. The committee is appealing the
case, asserting that the government’s
claim is “arbitrary, capricious and un-
reasonable and without support in law or
fact.” The committee reported losses of
over $200,000 for 1952 and 1953.

Despite the fact that the Supreme
Court ruled many months ago that Yugo-
slavia war criminal A. Artukovic, who
was responsible for the murder of Croa-
tia’s Jews, is subject to extradition to
Yugoslavia, federal authorities have taken
no action to send him back to Yugoslavia
to stand trial. (Jewish Criterion, 1/14)

Mississippi leaders of the NAACP
charged in affidavits submitted to the
White House in January that represen-
tatives of government financing agencies
were collaborating in the movement by
the so-called White Councils of Missis-
sippi to exert economic pressure against
Negroes active in the fight against school
segregation.

There has been no improvement in
the biased job attitude of employers in
the Los Angeles area in the past seven
years, a study of the regional Anti-Defa-
mation League office in Los Angeles re-
vealed late in January. (Sentinel, 1/27)

EUROPE

Three Jews are members of the 44-
member presidium of the Soviet Writers
Union elected at the Second Congress in
December: Boris Polevoy, Ilya Ehrenburg
and Samuel Marshak. Polevoy is also a
member of the 11-man secretariat . . . Clif-
ton Daniel reported in the N. Y .T. (1/17)
that in Leningrad there are “11 churches
and two synagogues open for worship.”

An Israel Home Service broadeast late
in January reported that “There is no
doubt that the Bulgarian government and
people are treating the Jews decently. . . .
The economic situation of Jews in Bul-
garia is not bad.”

The Rumanian Jewish State Theater
celebrated its fifth anniversary in De-
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cember with the 1,000th performance of
the theater, which has produced 26 plays.

A street meeting was held in Bucharest
on January 17 to celebrate the liberation
of the ghetto from the nazis ten -years
ago. Main speaker was Bela Illes, Kossuth
Prize winning writer who had been a
major in the Soviet army that broke
through the ghetto walls.

The West German foreign ministry in
January restored to his position as “Am-
bassador with  special duties” Dr.
Werner von Bargen. Bargen had been
saspended on full pay in 1952 because of
his nazi past. Bargen had reported on
November 11, 1942, from Brussels that
“as a result of the steps taken against the
Jews by the military commander, 15,000
men, women and children have been
transported to the east. . . . Speedy indi-
vidual actions have been taken to net the
Jews.”

The Berlin Philharmonic Orchestra, it
was announced in West Berlin on Febru-
ary 7, is coming to the United States for
a concert tour of 19 cities beginning
February 27. Conductor Herbert von
Karajan and a number of the players were
Nazi Party members.

ISRAEL

National election for the third Knesset
will take place on July 26, it was an-
nounced in Tel Aviv late in January.
There are now 1,040,000 eligible voters
of whom 60,000 are non-Jews. The grand

total is 200,000 above the 1952 election
figure. The General Zionists and Mapai,
the ruling coalition parties, have agreed
that only parties receiving two per cent
of the total vote will be permitted repre-
sentation in the Knesset.

Two of Israel’s four religious parties,
the Mizrachi and the Hapoel Hamizrachi

" (Religious- Workers), merged on January

17 into the single party, Mizrachi-Hapoel
Hamizrachi.

A total of 17,520 immigrants entered
Israel in 1954, of whom 10,859 came from
North Africa and 158 from the United
States.

British Labor MP Edith Summerskill
said on January on her return from a trip
to Israel that “equality (for women) ex-
ists more in theory than in practice.”

An American Negro company of
Porgy anl Bess played eight performances
in Tel Aviv to packed houses which were
sold out before the opera opened on Janu-
ary 26. At the same time Lionel Hampton
and his band played under the patronage
of Health Minister Joseph Serlin for the
benefit of the Mogen Dovid Adom,
Isracl Red Cross.

Three Jewish immigrants from the So-
viet Union arrived in Tel Aviv in mid-

"January to join their families. About the

same time ten Jews also entered from
Hungary. At a meeting of the Israel-
Polish Friendship Society in mid-January
Polish Minister Z. Wolniak said that
Poland would give favorable consideration
to the request of Polish Jews to join their
families or to satisfy spiritual needs.
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BANQUET

to honor

MORRIS U. SCHAPPES

for his contributions to
the study of American Jewish

histqry and to our understanding

of the Tercentenary Celebration

Dr. Philip Foner, Master of Ceremonies

Songs by Nadyne Brewer
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