it did not develop the notion of the absence and nonaction of God on earth. It was as much attached to Jehovah as to Christ. . . . Israel alone could resist Rome
because it resembled Rome." "Israel simultaneously chose
the national God and rejected the Mediator." This Mediator, by his weakness, taught that God is absent and that
He is not power; in Jehovah, the good is confused with
power and with the social. Israel served as a buckler to
the youthful Christianity in its struggle against Rome, but
it, alas, aided the Church in becoming Roman in its turn.
Simone Weil rejects the artifices by which the New Testament has been tied to the old.
U "Primitive Christianity invented the poison of the
notion of progress, through the idea of the divine pedagogy

forming men so as to make them able to receive the message
of Christ. . . the metaphor of the divine pedagogy dissolves
the individual destiny, which alone is important for salvation, into that of collectivities. Christianity wanted to find
a harmony in history. This is the germ of Hegel and of
Marx."
If "The atheistic idea par excellence is the idea of progress, which is the negation of ontological experimental
proof, for it implies that the mediocre can of itself produce
the better. . . . All modem science moves to the destruction
of the idea of progress."
^ "Nothing can have as its end what it did not have
for its origin. Contrary idea, idea of progress, poison. The
tree which bore this fruit ought to be uprooted."

TRANSATLANTIC
FRANCE (1):
Why I Left France
C E V E R A L months ago, I emigrated to the United States. I am
a journalist, and it is not too easy to adapt this calling to a
strange tongue and a foreign milieu. But, like many of my
compatriots, I felt that I could do nothing useful in France today, and that emigration was the only solution. T h e difference
between me and them is simply that I was able to actually do it.
Let me try to explain why so many Frenchmen—traditionally
among the most firmly attached to the homeland of all European
peoples—have come to the dismal conclusion: escape or perish.
For us, in France, the future is summed up in a few key
phrases: "we will flounder about a little longer-—six months? a
year?—in the bog of the Christian-Socialist 'Third Force'; then
we will have the dictatorship of General DeGauUe and undercover civil war; then, sooner or later, war and a Russian occupation."
We feel there is so little question about it that everyone is
acting accordingly; some join the Communists whom they see as
the masters of tomorrow. Some join DeGauUe, not out of "fascist"
inclinations or a morbid desire to plunge the country into civil
war, but because they are looking for a solution to the current
grind of daily life, because they fear the Communist threat,
because of a sense of the incapacity of the Christian-Socialist
"Third Force" (which is generally referred to as the "Third
Weakness.")
When I say these things on this side of the Atlantic, people
look at me with skepticism and invariably answer: "You have
a sense of defeat before the battle has begun, and of illogical
fatalism. There are so many factors that could change the course
of events: the Marshall plan, the strengthening of ties among
Western covmtries, the fact that the T h i r d Force' is not yet dead,
that America does not like DeGauUe, and that, after all, NOBODY REALLY WANTS WAR. . . ."

The Marshall Plan
I want to say candidly what is often heard in France when
the Marshall plan is discussed: " T h e Marshall plan? I can't see
that it is working. T o judge the success of the plan you have to
look not just at official figures on imports and hand-outs, but
at the general standard oj living. Well, in spite of American
help, that is still going down."
It is unquestionable that the plan has averted a real economic

catastrophe in France. But it is just as unquestionable that along
with prices as high as those in this country, the average salary of
a French industrial or white-collar worker is equal to about one
quarter of the average salary of an American worker. And even
this ratio is steadily deteriorating.
There was a great wave of hope among us around the middle
of last year when the Marshall plan was first spoken of; even
those who knew that the trouble was very deep, that France
had already absorbed nearly $3 billion in American credits and
$2 billion more representing foreign investments—even they
believed that the ship could be turned around and a new chapter
would opert in the history of the West.
And then, little by little, this hope turned to disillusion.
In the first months, during the debates in Congress, the plan
appeared as an extraordinarily complicated system of "charitycredits" begged for by our government and granted, with a
string attached, by Washington. Ever>' senator, every congressman
seemed to want to bargain over, pare down and diminish these
credits.
Our newspapers, unfamiliar with American parliamentary procedure and lost in the complicated maze of reports and committees analyzing the plan, would run a banner headline one day
reading "plan definitely adopted . . ." and contradict it the
next in a back-page notice explaining that the plan still had to
"pass from a Senate Committee to a House Committee (or vice
versa) before the adoption is final, as it surely will be this time."
And the plan began its Calvary again from the first to the last
page of our newspapers, through all the well known episodes that
preceded the final passage of the plan a few months later. All
thq psychological benefit of the plan, hurriedly p u t to use before
the final vote of Congress, was thus frittered away.
Few Frenchmen have forgotten this preface to the Marshall
plan, of which it was said that, "the older it got, the more it
shrank." Furthermore few people in France could say how the
plan, for all its celebrity, actually works, and just what the importance of the allotted credits is. For, absurd and shocking as
it may seem, there is more concern over what the government is
exporting or is supposed to be exporting than over what is being
received or is supposed to be received. How many times standing
on line at a market, I have heard the remark, "Oh Lord, it's
gone up again! . . . They're exporting everything, and our
children are hungry. . . !"
I know that the bitter truth is that our economy has been
shaken to its foundations and that reconstruction is going to be
a problem of long duration. T h e heart of the matter is that our
shaky production is scarcely beyond the level of 1938 and that at
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best the reference to 1938 is depressing for in that year we were
still in a depression and there was still unemployment. O u r inflation moreover destroys the normal system of exchange. O u r
monetary circulation is eight times greater than before the war
while our gold reserve is only one tenth of our resources at that
time. Finally, our exports in 1945, 1946, and 1947, respectively
covered only 23, 43, and 61 per cent of our imports, so that our
debt has steadily increased. O u r equipment is old and worn and
we are beaten in advance by world competition. T o be sure, we
have adopted a plan for the modernization of industry (called the
"Monnet Plan") but it is hard to p u t much faith in it when it
presupjKJses investments on the scale of one to one and a half
billion dollars a year. Everyone knows that the state has no money
and that private capital prefers to go abroad.
France, weak, ruined, had only one real chance to revive:
close collaboration with Western Germany and Great Britain. But
this would have called for a reversal of psychological and political
patterns such as nobody dared undertake.

"Immunizing Europe Against Communism"
I think, too, that speaking of France alone many things could
have been changed from the beginning if the M.R.P. (CathoUc
republicans) and Socialist "Third Force" had been given solid
help before the crystallization of the coimtry into two blocs—
Communist and GauUist. T h e French lose little sleep over the
fact that cabinets and governments fall one after the other and
that the Prime Ministers of the Third Force, who theoretically
dispose of only 300 votes in the Chamber (310 being needed for
a majority and power to govern) should be always trying to pick
up a few more parliamentary votes. What is serious, and apparent
to all is that these governments, which make political capital of
support by the United States, are showing themselves incapable
of stopping France's economic deterioration. And so, little by
little, this question begins to take shape in the minds of many:
what is the real value of that, support if with it we are still sliding ever closer to hopelessness?
I n my opinion one of the rare Americans who has had the
courage to face squarely the reality of Europe, Mr. Eric Johnston, was correct in stating recently that "Communism
or its
'totalitarian counter-part' arc on the increase in Europe in spite
of the Marshall plan." In France "GauUism," even if it does
not consider itself "Totalitarian," remains, in essence a "counterpart of Communism" and by the same token represents a lack
of confidence in the value of foreign aid and a desperate reaction to the contemporary
situation.
General Dv;Gaulle was not speaking casually when he declared
recently:
"We have gotten along for years without the Marshall Plan.
Naturally I am not going to oppose its execution, and I think that
it can be of enormous use to Europe and to France. But on one
condition, that is that it should not lead us, in return for commodities of the moment, to sacrifice the future of the country
and that of Europe."
I remember the impression made by General DeGauUe at the
time of one of his first speeches after his break with the government of the Fourth Republic. It was at Bayeaux, June 18,
1946. H e spoke jerkily, seeming to hesitate before every word,
and to be completely lacking in self-assurance. And I can see
DeGauUe at Marseilles last summer, sure of himself and of his
cause, crying with certainty from the height of a promontory
overlooking the port: "We are marching toward power. . . ."
Yes, public opinion has changed. In 1946 many people could
not forgive DeGauUe for having given up, on January 20 of that
year, the responsibilities of power, in order to throw on others the
discredit provoked by the country's difficult situation. And then,
later, the memory faded as many other illusions were lost and as
the "Third Force" crumbled. T h e choice began to be dictated
by despair, the falling back on itself of a whole section of the
country.
Many of our parliamentarians will turn toward DeGauUe in
case of an acute crisis: no one has any doubt of that, and the
estimate (like a pall) is in itself a decisive political factor. It

is a common saying now in Paris: "You don't know who is fn
the government and who isn't," since the Radical bourgeois, or
the Popular Republican or even the Socialist deputy may when
least expected declare that he sides with DeGauUe.
For the MarshaU plan, DeGauUe—^like the Communists—is no
"minor problem." He is anti-American, because he considers the
U.S. to be too closely interested in the affairs of Europe. H e
is anti-British, because Great Britain has remained too powerful
in relation to France. H e is anti-Russian, not only out of antiCommunism but because Russia has come too close to the Rhine.
H e is anti-German, for historical and economic reasons. H e is
anti-everything, even anti-France, by a sort of republican coquetry. DeGauUe in short is the dis-union of the West.
A strange turn of affairs. . . . T h e slogan of the old royalist
leader, Charles Maurras, "France Alone," which DeGauUe incarnates so perfectly, may thus one day work to the advantage
of those whom he hated the most: the Communists.
T h e other side of the coin is precisely the Communists. Since
1947 they have isolated themselves more and more from other
parliamentary groups, in the Chamber of Deputies, and have
lost certain points of support in the middle classes. Still, it
would be absurd to say that they have lost their hold on the
workers. I was in the North of France during the last miners'
strike: it was impossible to visit the mines anywhere without the
express and direct agreement of the Communist functionaries.
I t is perfectly true that these leaders hurl their troops into
the most inconsidered, criminal, absurd brawls. Many observers
conclude after such demonstrations: "This is the beginning of
the end of their influence." Unfortunately, that is not, or one
might say, that is no longer the problem. T h e Communists know
very well that they are using up some of their support by throwing themselves into all sorts of adventures. What matters to them
is no longer to "co-ordinate larger and larger masses"—which
was the problem up to 1947—^but to sabotage the Marshall plan,
destroy the economic substance of France (to prevent its economic potential from being used against Russia should need
arise) and to prepare illegal groups to carry on their destructive
activity in case of the dissolution of the legal party.
T h e Communists do not at all pay, in local influence, for each
of their bloody adventures. Communism is no longer exclusively
a national problem. Even in the case of a military dictatorship,
the Communists will retain their hold, precisely because behind
them there stands Russia, which will direct one side of the
struggle in a next war. A Communist journalist told us one day
in Paris during the miners' strike: "Anyway, the loss of a local
battle won't make any difference. T h e USSR will help us to win
everything back." I believe that this sums up quite clearly what
many of their followers think confusedly.

When War Comes. . .
A leading French newspaper the other day reported a statement by the former head of the Wehrmacht, General Haider,
who declared that the only line "temporarily defensible in Europe
in case of war" would be "the line of the Rhine." T h e general
added that after sporadic resistance by a French force on the
order of "three divisions," Russia would proceed to the occupation of the country. The prominence given this statement by the
newspaper—which followed it with a politely "indignant" commentary—gives a little testimony to the sense of defeat already
in people's hearts. Who can really have any faith in the defensive
capacity of our army which costs a great deal, but which, in a
modern war, could only repeat on a lower level the drama of
1940?
I n private, not a single political figure, not a single journalist
of capacity expresses views differing from this in any important
respect, although a few of them cherish the fearful hope that
by some miracle the war will avoid our soil. In fact, certain
"Gaullists" hope that the general will manage to keep France
out of a war. It is said that he will be quite willing to negotiate
an accord with Russia for a kind of French "non-belligerence"
and that he is preparing "the great Western schism" corresponding to Tito's "Eastern Schism."
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T h e country divided, bruised, without confidence, is thus playing its cards on two equally hopeless blocs: on the one hand DeGaulle, on the other the Communists. It is no longer possible to
fight one's way back against this current of false hopes, hatreds
and misunderstandings.
T h e more or less imminent collapse of the Fourth Republic,
the GauUist crisis, civil war, foreign occupation as an outcome of
ruthless war and a frightful internal struggle. And above all, the
conviction of thinking people that all this is gratuitous for us,
as for others, since the decision no longer depends on our struggles but on struggles between the U.S. and Russia.
It seems to me that the feeling in France is of being more
confined every day in this false dilemma: "DeGauUe or the
Communists." But whatever card we play is secondary, the aces
not being in our hands. In France the hour of decision is approaching, of a false decision.
Personally I will not be dragged into the consequences. T h e
only road into another future is flight. This road I took when
I came to the United States several months ago.
GANDIDE

FRANCE (2):
Is France Pinished?
Editor's Note: The author of this letter, who uses the pseudonym
"Albert Michaels" for personal reasons, is an American who has
been living and working in France for almost a year. It is painful
to read this report of the agony and decay of the nation which,
above all others, has for the past 150 years been the cultural and
political torchbearer of our civilization. Some readers may think
the picture is overdrawn. But from recent conversations I have
had with people fresh from France, and from personal letters, I
would say that, unfortunately, it is not.
' I^HE recent series of governmental crises in France seem to
lead to only one result: a DeGaulle regime. This is true
despite the demagogic appeals of the two main "Third Force"
governmental parties, the SFIO (Socialists) and the M R P (the
liberal-centrist Catholic p a r t y ) , for a new "offensive alliance
for democracy." GauUism is still, to say the least, an unknown
quantity. But the decay of the Third Force is all too definite.

Crisis—and DeGaulle
Let us briefly review the recent crises. Last July, the Socialists
precipitated the fall of the Schuman government by voting a
token cut in the military budget. After this purely electoral
manoeuvre, the S F I O then entrusted Blum, who had opposed the
original vote of no-confidence, with negotiating the new government. T h e result was the Marie-Blum-Reynaud "inner cabinet?"
T h e Socialists promised to support the "Reynaud Plan"—and then
only after a virtual ultimatum from President of the Republic
Auriol—on condition that the cantonal elections be postponed.
After a series of opera-buffe manoeuvres, the Radicals accepted
postponement. T h e SFIO then voted against the Reynaud Plan.*
Subsequent to the unsuccessful attempts by Schuman to form
a government with a Socialist Minister of Finance, during which
time the Socialists finally accepted wage increases of from 8 % %
to 1 0 % after first refusing Schuman's offer of . . . 10%, the
Queuille government was formed.
T h e most recent crisis was occasioned by the GauUist successes
* This abrupt volte face gave rise to considerable speculation on the possible
role of the BLP. Part of the Reynaud Plan was to put the pound on the
so-called free exchange. Since sterling is grossly over-valued with reference
to the franc, this naturally provoked vigorous British protests. Since the
subsequent Queuille government retained, with Socialist support, the essential
features of the "Reynaud Plan" without decontrolling the pound, the question
of BLP control within the SFIO was, of course, raised. It is true that the
SFIO is almost bankrupt—there is talk of discontinuing Le Populaire, for
instance, and a recent appeal to the federations raised only 700,000 of 13
million francs demanded—it seems that subsidies from the BLP play no
role in the SFIO, amounting to only about 2% of the SFIO budget for 1948.
On the contrary, BLP-SFIO relations are anything but close or cordial.

in the election for the Council of the Republic—the French
Senate. T h e results are not too significant, since they are based
on the municipal elections of November, 1947. However, three
interesting facts are apparent: the defection of considerable
M R P city counsellors to the R P F (the DeGaulle movement); the
use of majority vote instead of proportional representation, which
militated against both the C P and the M R P ; and the close
Radical-SFIO alliance during the elections—again to the discomfort of the M R P . T h e result of these elections is to give the
balance of power to the Radicals. Thus it is likely that S F I O
cooperation with the Radicals will be more important than the
rather vague "cartel offensif de la democratic" with the M R P .
These crises, as vital as they are for the Fourth Republic, are
in effect rather unreal, since, and this is one of their causes, the
National Assembly does not reflect the opinion of the French
people. T h e Third Force represents only about 3 0 % of the
French voting population. T h e C P , which represents about 3 0 %
of the French people, is still the best organized party in France.
It has, however, been losing ground to the GauUist R P F , which
controls roughly the remaining 4 0 % of the votes. This explains
the Stalinist decision not to press for immediate elections—except, of course, on the verbal level. Even though they may have
recouped some of their losses as a result of the recent strike, they
are still not strong enough for a civil war or even for a successful general strike^except perhaps in the Midi, whose common
frontier with the Stalinist strongholds in northern Italy will be
an important factor in the event of war.
De Gaulle's weaknesses lie in his lack of any union base (thus
his demand for worker-employer syndicates on the model of
Fascist Italy) and internal difficulties within the still loosely organized R P F , caused primarily by personal ambitions as well as
by De Gaulle's own intractability. His strength lies in the Communists and in the Third Force. T h e former, by continually precipitating political strikes of a purely adventuristic character, can
only succeed, with the help of the government, in destroying the
cadres of the working class, which are the only conceivable counterweight to De Gaulle. In addition, in many municipal elections the Stalinists have been voting with the GauUists against,
mainly, the Socialists. (The SFIO has also voted with the R P F
against the CP, but this is much less frequent than CP-RPF collaboration.) As for the government, its present policy is to do
the work of De Gaulle without De Gaulle himself. This is especially the perspective of Moch and the Radicals. This, of course,
makes the Third Force popular in England and in certain circles
in the States, who demand a militarily strong France but distrust De Gaulle personally. This policy, however, will destroy the
M R P and the SFIO, and with them the Fourth RepubUc.

The Government Parties: MRP
Of the two original parties of the Third Force, the M R P is in
much worse shape than the SFIO. In the first place, it has never
really had any reason for existing; whereas the SFIO has a certain degree of organizational stability. T h e Right Wing has now a
real right-wing party to join, and is flocking to the R P F . Individual resignations from the M R P have been many, and one organized parliamentary group of about nine members, the Independent M R P , has split off and joined the GauUist "intergroup"
in the Assembly. Finally, the strong Catholic region of the Old
Vendee, originally an M R P stronghold, is now almost completely
GauUist.
O n the other hand, interestingly enough, the M R P is much
more subject to Communist encroachments than the SFIO. T h e
Catholic unions in the C F T C are solidly v/orking class, and
their leaders have been quite critical of M R P participation in
the government, receiving about one sixth of the votes at the
recent National Executive meeting of the party. For a while before
the mine strike, CGT-CFTG cooperation was the order of the
day; and it is likely that in tlae case of the collapse of the present government the C F T C will march with the Stalinists against
De Gaulle. I n contrast, the F O * is composed primarily of white
* "Force Ouvriere": the non-Communist unions which Jouhaux split off
from the Communist-controlled CGT. Much smaller than CGT but larger
thaii CNTG, the Catholic union group.
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collar workers and members of the proletarianized petite bourgeoisie who are as yet unwilling to admit that they have lost
status. Many have no real trade union tradition and are, in fact,
politically to the Right of the SFIO, voting either Radical or
independent Right.

The Government Parties: SFIO
T h e SFIO, too, is rapidly disintegrating. It is financially very
weak, and in the last year it has lost over a third of its militants.
Its role during the series of recent crises has been disgraceful:
viz, the Reynaud affair and the recent elections for the Conseil de
la. Republique.
This is only a reflection of the fact that the class basis for
the SFIO has radically shifted since 1939. During the war there
was never any S F I O Resistance; there were only individual
socialists in the Resistance, usually cooperating with the Stalinists.
T h u s after the war the latter emerged with the allegiance of the
va.st majority of the workers; the SFIO, on the contrary, drew
to it those lower middle class elements who, opposing the Catholics
on the issue of education and faced with the almost universal illrepute of the pre-war parties of the Right, had no place else to go.
T h e two Federations of the S F I O which are still predominately
working class are in the Nord and Pas-de-Calais, and here the
working class militants take no active part in Party affairs. It is,
thus, playing the role which the Radicals played before the war.
In addition to this shift in class composition, the SFIO suffers
from ideological confusion within its ranks. T h e dominating tendency is classically centrist: that is, lacking in ideological unity
and held together merely for personal reasons. It is dominated
theoretically by Blum and Ramadier, organizationally by Guy
Mollet, who, it will be remembered, was originally elected by the
Left-Wing in 1946. It includes such disparate types as Pivert, who
presently collaborates almost exclusively with the extreme Right
of his federation; Lacoste (Minister of Production) and Le
Troquier (Blum's \a.wy&r), the two most frequently mentioned
leaders of the pro-GauUist section of the Party; and such types
as that member of the Bureau National who voted for participation in the Marie government in the morning because he had
been promised a position and against in the afternoon because his
promise was not fulfilled. It is difficult to understand the perspective of this group, except the usual desire to hang on to what
they have; suffice it to say that at various times a majority of the
S F I O group in the Assembly would have voted for either Gaullist or Communist participation in the government if either seemed
likely to help them out of their difficulties.
Tile Left-Wing of the S F I O is at present almost completely
eliminated. They received a fourth of the votes at the national
convention in July and less than one sixth at the recent national
council. Many of their militants have withdrawn in disgust; those
that remain must chose between silence and expulsion. What
strength they had last summer was largely based on antagonism
to collaboration with Reynaud, not on any of the more fundamental problems of the SFIO. In short, the Left has failed to
build itself a base. Worse yet, the Left has never fought for
internal democracy within the SFIO—the first job of any leftwing today and the only guarantee against "betrayal."
With the exception of these deficiencies, the program of the
Left is adequate. In addition to the usual slogans against war,
colonialism, and clericalism, they have raised the demand for
workers control of nationalized industries and for the direction
of rationing by the factory com.mittees and the cooperatives. T h e
difficulty lies in that this Left, as with most of the Left-Wings
which have arisen in the SFIO, is cursed with ineffectiveness and
incompetence. In 1946 the Left-Wing made a strong push . . .
and elected Guy Mollet National Secretary. In 1947 at Lyons the
Left had a majority, but failed to enforce their program on the
Ramadier government. T h e present Left has a tendency to temporize—in the Party with the bureaucracy, outside with the
Stalinists.

The RDR
It is difficult to be Left in France today and still distinguish
oneself clearly from the Stalinists. This is one of the many prob-

lems of the R D R (Rassemblement Democratique et Revolutionnaire). This organization, launched last April as a para-party
grouping, was met with considerable enthusiasm. It has by now,
unfortunately, surpassed its initial elan without consolidating
itself organisationally.
The composition of the R D R is of an extremely high calibre,
albeit mostly intellectual. T h e Left-Wing of the S F I O contributed largely, including several deputies (mostly from overseas) and unionists. T h e WP-type Trotskyites split from the
Fourth International in order to enter. But the largest group
were independent intellectuals: David Rousset, Sartre and his
following from the Left Bank, several from the Esprit group
(Catholic Left), and the majority of the editorial staff of FrancTireur, the third largest morning paper in France. T h e purpose
of the group was to provide a meeting place for members of
all political groupings for the elaboration of a program against war
and for complete economic democracy and workers' control, and
ultimately to launch a new revolutionary party. This purpose is
as vital today as ever; but it appears that the R D R will not be
able to fulfill the high expectations with which some of us
greeted it.
T h e main difficulty with the R D R is that it is primarily pacifist. Now there are so many reasons for being anti-war, that to
date the R D R has been unable to elaborate a specific program.
There is one group which hopes to use the anti-war slogan as a
rallying cry in the hopes of arousing the French masses from
their apathy. T h e difficulty with this is that the C P now holds
the monopoly on anti-war propaganda and, as the Oxford Pledge
experience seems to demonstrate, there is no necessary connection between anti-war enthusiasm and a revolutionary program.
Secondly is a problem of leadership. Most of the intellectuals
in the R D R have had no practical political experience; many,
indeed, did not discover the world of politics until 1944 or 1945.
Thus they cannot provide either capable leadership or a concrete program. Since the decision of the S F I O that no Party member could belong to the RDR, this element, which was capable
and experienced, had to leave. This left only the former Trotskyites, whose organizational experience is indeed great but who
suffer from the Trotskyite malady of the inability to make
themselves understood to any but the politically sophisticated or
to distinguish between words and reality. This combination of
highflown theorizing by the intellectuals plus Trotskyite sectarianism is hardly the most healthy environment for a new revolutionary organism.
Thirdly, the R D R suffers from the French incomprehension of
Stalinism. This is wide-spread among French intellectuals, witness the fact that Merleau-Ponty can write three hundred pages
on Stalinism without once taking a clear-cut position or t h a t
Claude Bourdet can write in Combat that a French Tito would
cure the French C P of its ills. Thus on many crucial trade union
issues, such as the mine strike, for instance, the stand taken in
La Gauche (organ of the R D R ) or Franc-Tireur is almost indistinguishable from that of the Stalinists.
Finally, there is a lack of seriousness—this is the only term
by which it can be described—manifested in La Gauche. In the
eight issues which have to date appeared, there have been twelve
"philosophical" articles (intricate and labored), five articles
which could have appeared in the Stalinoid press, and one piece
of irresponsible misinformation. T h e paper is neither seriously
analytical nor readable.
These criticisms must be taken with the understanding that
the R D R is trying sincerely and earnestly to fill a most important void in French politics. It has drawn to it the best
elements in France today, and it does provide the only place
where serious consideration of the problems facing socialists can
be undertaken. I must add, however, that its recent actions are
discouraging, perhaps because so much of its effort seems to be
concentrated behind Garry Davis's overdramatized and underthought-out campaign for world citizenship.*
* For the text of the manifesto out of which the RDR grew, see POLITICS
for Winter, 1948. The same issue also contains (pp. 56-7) an analysis of this
manifesto in somewhat more acidulous and uncharitable terms than our correspondent uses.
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The Economic Situation
T h e present series of crises, as well as the decadence of the
French Left, are rooted in general developments which are too
recent to be fully understood. But in addition there are certain
features peculiar to France which are most unhealthy and which
indicate some parallel between the Fourth Republic and Weimar.
T h e situation of the French economy is much more grave even
than the press indicates. Military expenditures (including the
costly war in Indo-Ghina, which France is physically unable to
win), physical destruction (including that caused by the recent
mine strike), the almost complete immobility of both capital
and labor, and the extreme political instability, are all part of
the picture. Politically this means, in general, that the peasants,
who are strong for De Gaulle, are the most powerful single
economic group in France today, and that the French lower middle class is being completely wiped out.
T h e Marshall Plan has saved France from complete collapse.
6 0 % of French basic supplies come from the United States, and
the application of the Marshall Plan sector is of inestimable importance. (For instance, the decision to release counterpart funds,
in which the Marshall Plan administration in France played a
determining role, saved the Third Force government of Queuille.)
T h e most important benefits will accrue to French industry,
which is in bad need of retooling. Since between the wars the
French industrialists distributed their supplies in dividends instead of farming some of it back into equipment, the average age
of machinery in France is thirty to thirty-five years, compared
to ten years in the United States.
T h e long-term implications of the Marshall Plan are not too
constructive, however. As some of us indicated when the plan
was first proposed, it has not cut at the roots of economic
autarchy. Quite the contrary: the requirement forcing participating countries to balance their budgets has given rise to a series
of autarchic national plans which will negate the value of whatever stop-gap aid has been given. This procedure is aggravated
by the ruling that half of the goods must be carried on American
ships, this when many of the participating countries had previously relied on their merchant marine to balance their imports!

STUDENT PARTISAN
Published Autumn, Winter and Spring Quarters by
the Politics Club of the University of Chicago
The Winter 1949 issue, now available, is devoted
to Germany. It features:
Western Gernnany—^After Morgenthau What?—
Lewis A. Coser, formerly Editor of Modern Review.
The Responsibility of Peoples—Some Further Speculations—Dwight Macdonald.
What's What In the Ruhr—Maurice J . Goidbloom.
Coming in the Spring issue: A first-hand report on
Japan today, an analysis of the Olivet College student
strike, a descussion of conflicts between science and
authority, reviews of Ralph Chaplin's Wobby and
Ruth Fischer's Stalin and German Communism, and
the concluding section of Bruno Bettelheim's article
on the psychological relationships of Jew and Gestapoman in the concentration camps.
Fifteen cents
Twelve cents apiece in bundles of five or more
Order from the Business Manager:
David Fine, 6028 Ingleside, Chicago 37, III.

In France, balancing the budget is almost impossible. (Hence
France, with Italy, is one of the most enthusiastic supporters of
European federal union.) I n order to balance the budget the
French government, which is unwilling to cut military credits,
must cut down on subsidies for food and for the nationalized
industries. Colonial exploitation will be increased; the French
will attempt to import more raw materials and food from the
colonies and in turn force them to buy almost exclusively from
France. In other words, the long term results of the Marshall
Plan as it is implemented by the present European
governments,
will be highly reactionary.
In addition, the French workers, whose purchasing power has
decreased by one third since the war, are now faced with unemployment. T h e low value of the franc, as well as the drive
for national self-sufficiency, make importation of certain basic
materials, especially coal and non-ferrous metals (which are now
in very short supply) increasingly difficult. Cut off from raw
materials, certain sectors of French industry will be forced to
shut down. This process has already started: in spite of the reduction of prisoner-of-war manpower from 473,000 to 48,675, the
number of French unemployed has increased from 6,678 (average
from 1947) to 19,472 (October, 1948). And the French government has proposed to E R P the introduction of an additional
200,000 foreign workers!
It is no wonder, then, in the face of this economic pressure and
with their union organizations completely at the mercy of various
political parties, that the French workers are demoralized and increasingly apolitical. Under both dirigisme and liberalisme wages
lag far behind prices; conditions of work in the nationalized industries are no better than in the private sector of the economy.
(Indeed, during the recent coal strike the private owners of the
steel mills interceded with the government in favor of moderation!) T h e French workers must start from nothing and rebuild
their trade union movement free from political direction. (Thus
the non-Stalinist unions have just rejected a socialist proposal
for closer collaboration.) The recent conference of the autonomous
unions, which formed a coordinating committee grouping representatives from the autonomous unions, the C N T (anarchist),
and the minorities in the P O and C O T , is a hopeful step. Their
program demonstrates an awareness of previous errors and is at
the same time a tragic indication of the profound retrogression of
the union movement. I n addition to calling for the reduction of
wage differentials and workers' control, the conference demanded
the following; suppression of wage ceilings, the forty-hour week
(sicJ), collective bargaining, suppression of compulsory arbitration,
and protection of the right to strike
{re-sid).

The Mine Strike
T h e recent coal strike points up the fact that the three main
French unions are incapable of or unwilling to better the conditions of their members and exist primarily now as bureaucratic
fungi on the demoralization of the workers. T h e economic demands of the miners are completely justified (a miner's monthly
salary will last him only fifteen days) even though the Lacoste
decrees, which theoretically precipitated the strike, were recognized—even by the C G T . . . previously—as necessary. O n the
miners' side there was general discontent, even though few
of them were aware of the CGT's demands and almost none of
them, thanks to a carefully kept silence by the C O T and Stalinist
press, knew of Lacoste's rather reasonable counter-offers. But the
miners' motivations did not control the strike; and as this soon
became apparant, the back-to-work movement was almost unanimous.
T h e "revelations" of Jules Moch tell us nothing about the
strike. More important, and less well known, are the acts and
statements of the leaders of the CGT. They stated publicly that
the strike was directed against the "war mongers," T r u m a n , and
the Marshall Plan. Needless to say, these slogans found no echo
from the miners. Effective, however, was the terror exercised by
the C G T on the miners, which was far more vicious than anything done by the troops, who on the whole showed remarkable
restraint.
T h e strike vote was taken at the pit heads, in the open; a
negative vote was extremely dangerous under these circumstances.
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Subsequent to this, and in the face of widespread lack of interest
among the miners for a strike so completely out of their control,
the C G T leadership decided to sabotage the pits by removing
the services of security—unprecedented in the history of the French
miners. This failed; for the pits were occupied by troops while
the mining communities on the whole stood by passively. Thus
the Stalinists resorted to terror. T h e President of the C G T
Mining Federation, Lecoeur, demanded non-resistence to the
troops but the murder, if necessary, of miners who returned to
work. Following this were threats, incendiary fires, bombings, and
physical assault, all directed against those miners whot desired to
return to work—i.e., the vast majority.
T h e manipulation of legitimate demands for political reasons
is possible primarily because of the demoralization of the miners—
for reasons we have discussed above. I n addition there is the
Stalinists dictatorship over the G O T , a dictatorship which has
been increased as a result of the strike. This in turn is a reflection of the increasing lack of democracy within all French organizations, which makes impossible any understanding between
the leadership a n d the rank a n d file.
T h e purposes of the Stalinists were fourfold. T h e first, sabotage
the Marshall Plan, was successful. T h e cost of the strike equalled
the amount of Marshall Plan aid t o France for that period; in
addition, there is the damage t o the pits and coke furnaces.
Secondly, the C P wished to force its way into the government;
although this was once possible, it is no longer, primarily because
of French military engagements in the Brussels pact. T h e third,
realization of practical unity of action with the rank and file of
the other two main unions, has to a certain extent been achieved
(although this is more than counterbalanced by the increased
demoralization within the C G T ) . This enervation is not to be
taken as a Stalinist defeat. Quite the contrary, since—and this
is the fourth purpose for the strikes—the CP seems
determined
to destroy the working class cadres in France as a prelude to
Soviet invasion. This is the only possible explanation for the
series of adventures into which the C G T embarked following
the mine strike. Another indication is the disposition of foreign
financial aid given C G T . Enough money was collected to give
each miner 850 francs; they actually got 100 francs. T h e bulk of
the funds went to reliable Stalinist agents, one of whom admitted
using 26,000 francs from this fund during the strike.

1 should not conclude this summary without mentioning the
Third World War, which everyone expects momentarily. No one,
except the "leaders," thinks France will have any role other than
to be occupied by the Russians. Both the man-in-the-street, and
the more politicalized elements, expect the United States to start
the w a r ; since the Soviet Union is the aggressor, they reason, it is
not for them to decide when the war must be fought.
In general, the expectation is that the Soviet occupation will
be far worse than the Nazi, since the Nazi fifth column was
negligible whereas the French C P knows almost every individual
working class militant in France. T h u s elements of the Left
envisage no possibility of resistance within France. Expecting both
Switzerland and Spain to be occupied, they see no hope outside of
escape to America.
Even more serious than the situation of the French comrades
is that of the refugees from Central Europe, who, needless t o
say, can hardly be expected to survive another Soviet occupation. I n constant danger of deportation, they must live from day
to day on what they are given by the AFL, the Jewish organizations, and the impoverished and uninterested SFIO. They range
from important theoretical and political leaders to, for example,
the young Yugoslav I recently met whose mother was killed at
Auschwitz, his father by the Titoists, and who, at the age of
eighteen, has not yet reached puberty because of malnutrition.
Some of these refugees have long since pinned their hopes on a
war, but there are many who still seek a revolutionary solution.
T h e latter, need it be said, do not receive too much aid. Their
condition, at present, is not desperate; but they must be helped
to escape from Europe if they are to survive.
Paris, December

1948

ALBERT MICHAELS

GERMANY

Politics in a Vacuum
(The author of the following spent several years as an officer
in the British occupation forces in Germany; he is now out of
the army and living in England.)
W T E S T E R N Germany is slowly being pulled out of the rubble.
T h e drastic surgery of currency reform has cut away the
dead paper tissues which were strangling the whole economy.
Wheels are turning again, shops are full, and incentives to hard
work have been re-established.
But though the patient is recovering the use of his limbs, he
is still mentally sick. T h e mass neurosis which plunged the country to ruin has not yet run its course. I t is true that the complicated apparatus of a parliamentary democracy is painfully
emerging from the wreckage of the Third Reich. T h e Press has
a fair measure of freedom. And the game of politics is played
with a gusto which obscures the unpleasant fact that it is largely
played in a vacuum.
All parties in West Germany might b e called revisionist. Even
the Communists regard the Oder-Niesse line as a standing affront, and only keep silent to stay in the good books of the
Kremlin. The Eastern boundaries of Germany make up the one
issue with which non-Communist orators can shake their audiences out of their customary passivity.
Most Germans vote Social Democrat and try to forget that they
once heiled Hitler. They vote because that is part of the new
order. Nobody expects to change anything by voting. And they
often wish Speer were back to clear away the rubble, and think
back with regret to the time when their country dictated the
politics of Europe.
Now they feel it has become a drill-ground for World W a r
I I I . W a r is the main topic of conversation in clubs and cafes,
trains and trams. Its shadow gives an air of unreality to all
political programmes and every effort a t reconstruction. If West
Germany is to be brought into the Marshall family it is only
because it is needed as a military base. What is the use of voting
for Schumacher and Socialism or Adenauer and Capitalism if
both are destined t o perish on the same funeral pyre? And why
should the housewife give a thought for the morrow, if she has
no atom-proof shelter t o run to next week?
T h e mind, of course, usually succeeds in keeping such thoughts
beyond the threshold of consciousness. Otherwise nobody in West
Germany would work at all, and there would be no reconstruction
to speak of. But the feeling that they are being kicked around
like a football by the Great Powers remains, adding fuel to the
fire of resentment that is never far below the surface.
Political parties make bold promises in their platitudinous programmes. But who cares? Not even the members at bottom. They
know as well as the leaders that their Darties are powerless and
have only been saddled with responsibility for carrying out the
policies of the occupying powers. Occupation costs and reparations represent a crippling burden. T h e German regards the
honeyed phrases of his occupiers as mere camouflage for the
kind of looting* he saw carried out by Hitler in Europe.
So the people sniff at their representatives as the helpless
hostages of Britain and America, and flock to the theatres and
cabarets. There they can salvage a little self-respect by seeing
themselves in perspective. T h e most popular pieces in Germany
today, like Zuckmayer's 'T)es Teufels General," show them what
happened to them under Hitler, and how much better they were
than the party which led them. This is balm for wounded souls.
T h e Control Commission, with its "democratic" uplift, has nothing comparable to offer.
There is one constant theme in this discordant symphony of
mass suspicion: that is hatred and fear of Russia. But it would
be a mistake to assume that this hatred is the reverse side of a
great love for the Western Powers. I t is far from it. Most
Germans are relieved to see armies between them and Russian
Imperialism. But they feel that they could do the job much better
themselves if they had t h e power. The respect they once had for
their British and American conquerors has long since evaporated.
German women who marry foreign soldiers are regarded as little
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better than whores, a far more reliable indication of public
temper than the ovations given to Western politicians in Berlin.
T h e Germans do not like any of their occupiers, democratic
or dictatorial. If anything, they detest the French more than the
Russians, a consequence of French looting in their Zone and the
petty childishness they have displayed in Berlin. There is no
neo-Nazism in this resentment. Nobody loves a privileged caste;
and there is a vast difference between the slap-happy soldiers
who conquered Germany and the ossified bureaucracy which
rules now.
Nothing in Germany is certain. The ground shifts under German feet every twenty four hours. T h e people do not trust their
Pi-ess, and the wildest rumor will sweep the country like a
prairie fire in a matter of hours. Millions of them, many more
than we ever realised, listened to the BBC during the war. They
contrast Mr. Lindley Fraser's promised Four Freedoms with
three years' hunger and helplessness and lack of hope. I t is not a
bit of good explaining about world economy to Frau Schmidt.
She understands it as little as Mrs. Smith next door. She has
been fed on lies for so long that she regards them as the one
staple item in her diet.
Yet this sick psyche shows signs of improvement in parts.
Germans, as their periodicals and theatres show, are finding their
way to the soul-saving virtue of being able to laugh at themselves
and their occupiers. This is a tremendous step forward from the
Messianic frigidity of the Hitler period. Only laughter can bring
down the psychological supports of dictatorship.
L. R. FLETCHER

SPAIN
The Garrison State
Editor's Note: Kenneth Lynn, who lives in Cambridge,
Mass,
sends us the following report on an extended trip he recently
took through Spain.
n P H E town on the French side of the frontier is well named
Cerbere. For this is indeed the entrance t o a modern Hades,
guarded not by a three-headed dog but by even more chilling
sentinels: the Spanish Civil Guards, wearing those tricornered
black patent leather hats which are by now perhaps the oldest
symbol left in Europe of brutal police repression.
T h e first thing that strikes one is the uniforms. Endless, swarming, confusing: regular soldiers, conscripts, police, assault police,
elite guards, Falangists. T h e smallest town has its military headquarters and its garrison. T h e cities are jammed with soldiers,
some on leave, most on duty. There is a military parade almost
daily in Madrid, coiling past the cavernous Army building at
the corner of Via Alcala, then up through t h e main streets. Almost as frequent are demonstrations by blueshirted young Falangists, filling the air with shouted defiance of both the Soviet
Union and the Western democracies.

The Permanent Counter-Revolulion
T h e whole country is on a war footing. I tried to escape the
martial atmosphere of Madrid by a visit t o the Escorial nearby,
that austere monastery built by Philip I I for his contemplations.
T h e first thing I saw in the courtyard was a hundred boys drilling
to the hoarse commands of a black-robed Jesuit, Inside, in front
of the high altar, lie, in hushed and solemn state, the remains of
Jose Antonio Primo de Rivera, founder of the Falangist Party
and first martyr of Spanish fascism.
There are probably more men in the Army in Spain today,
relative to the population, than there were in Hitler's Germany
up to 1939. Despite the construction of many new office buildings, such as the vast new Air Ministry in Madrid, the military
bureaucracy is still cramped for space. Last year the Army expropriated the building of the National Institute for the Deaf &
Dumb (which, shoved into the street without warning, has simply expired).

It is with somewhat of a shock that one realizes that this mobilization is directed not against any foreign threat but against
the Spanish people themselves. T h e Guardia Civil, for example,
are trained not for warfare but for standing 24-hour watches,
guns at the ready, along every highway, in every mountain pass,
up and down the length and breadth of Spain. They are watching
for illegal movement between towns. Incredible as it seems to an
American, a Spaniard v/ho lives in Barcelona and, say, wants to
go to Valencia must get police permission and a special internal
passport. Such permission is hard to obtain except for those who
are close to the regime; for any one with a Republican record, it
is virtually impossible. It is the duty of the Guardia Civil to see
that only persons with the proper passports are permitted on the
highways, the trains and the buses. For a Spaniard to be caught
travelling without permission means an automatic jail sentence.
T h e Guardia Civil are understandably nervous. For they are
standing guard duty in a war that has not ended. Nine years
after the capitulation of the last Republican Army, the war in
Spain goes on. Throughout Spain, there are hundreds, perhaps
thousands, of men who have been hiding and fighting in the
mountains continuously since 1939, known officially as the Year
of the Victory. I n certain parts of Galicia, the mining area t o
the north, the guerrilla power is so strong that neither the
Guardia Civil nor the armed police dare try to establish themselves. For the men of the Spanish resistance, the war has merely
changed its nature, from one with troops in the field to one of attrition, picking off a guard in one place, blowing up a Falangist
headquarters in another. For food and funds they depend on
their compatriots in the cities, who despite informers and rigid
police supervision continue to hold meetings, publish clandestine
newspapers and post anti-Franco signs. I t is with the destruction
of these men that the Guardia Civil has been specifically charged.
Capture means immediate execution, without benefit of judge or
jury'—the jails are overcrowded as it is. Every Spanish prison is
jammed with political prisoners, twenty thousand in Barcelona
alone, men and women whose chief crime in most cases is that they
are suspected by the police of conspiracy against the government.
A Spaniard may be arrested without charges and held indefinitely
that way; he may be sentenced, to a long term prison term or
even to death, on ridiculously insufficient evidence merely if the
police believe him to be guilty.
Many thousands of Spaniards are not in jail only by the grace
of what the government chooses to call provisional liberty. Persons on provisional liberty include most of those who played
some sort of role in the loyalist cause. It is a broad category. Such
people are second class citizens in every respect. T h e y are not
eligible for office; they cannot leave the country; they must report in person to the police every fifteen days. AH are restricted
from certain occupations, such as teaching. The most unfortunate
have been blacklisted by the factories and shops in the city where
they live, and in which they are obliged to remain, and so cannot
find jobs of any sort. Public charity is of course out of the question.
I t is impossible to know exactly what proportion of the population is against Franco. Once their confidence has been won, the
people talk freely about the government, although it is a jail offense to criticize either the generalissimo or the Falange. I t is in
the villages and small towns that hatred for the government is
most apparent. Beyond that it is difficult to say anything with
certainty.

AGAfl^S? BOTH W A ^ CAMPS
A Program to Defeat War and Totalitarianism
BY VICTOR HOWARD
25c postpaid from: Socialist Education Committee, Box 331,
OLC P. O.
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4 Slices of Bread a Day
Almost all items are rationed in Spain, including bread and all
other staples. T h e size of the ration varies with different occupations. A factory worker receives a daily bread ration that
amounts to approximately four slices of American bread, a real
hardship on a people for whom bread is the foundation and
main substance of the diet, even more than it is for the French
or the Italians. Since the official ration is not enough, the worker
is forced to buy bread on the black market or go hungry. T h e
price of a kilo of bread on the black market is twenty pesetas,
which is the average daily wage of an average factory worker in
Spain. T h u s if a worker wishes to buy sufficient bread for himself and his family, he must spend his entire daily wage in order
to do so, leaving nothing for rent, for clothing, or for other essentials of life.
T h e example of bread is not a scandalous exception, but only
indicative of the general situation. Prices in general parallel those
in France, where the high cost of living has this past year
produced a prolonged general strike and continued unrest. In
strike-less Spain, the average monthly wage is slightly more than
half of the corresponding wage in France.
With the possible exception of Germany, the black market in
Spain is the most widespread of any in Europe, and it is undoubtedly the most powerful. American cigarettes, white bread,
chickens, even stolen articles, are sold openly in the streets, not
only with the tacit permission, but sometimes with the aid of the
police. Milk is strictly rationed, yet it is totally unavailable in the
official stores, even for babies, since the entire production is
funnelled into the black market. So immensely rich is the Spanish
black market that it has not only created a new privileged class,
it has corrupted two of the oldest. While both the Church and
the nobility have enjoyed a triumphant renascence under Franco,
neither has been entirely successful in recouping the enormous
land holdings each possessed under the monarchy. T o make up for
these losses, members of both institutions have been constrained to
live by their wits. In a town near Barcelona, a bishop was recently arrested for trading in American dollars, while in Estremadura it is openly acknowledged that a celebrated monastic order
controls and operates the sugar black market for the entire
province. Similarly, members of the nobility have become active
black market agents, most notably in automobiles, where a title
is useful in obtaining of all-important import licenses.
The factory manager and the shopkeeper, although better off
than their employes, are! also suffering from the existence of the
black market and the price spiral. Wages are low, but for every
daily wage of twenty pesetas he pays out, the manager or shopkeej>er must match that with another twenty pesetas in the form
of taxes and various kinds of benefits. He also finds himself
engaged in an unfair competition for control of Spanish industry
with foreigners of superior technological know-how and infinitely
vaster capital resources. The electrical plants of Barcelona, which
supply the city with most of its power, were overrun at the
beginning of the war by German technicians who soon took over
the industry with the financial backing of high-ranking Nazi
officials and still control it. Since 1945, American capital has
been flooding into Spain. Working closely with the regime (the
situation is nicely symbolized in the handsome engraving of
Generalissimo Franco that hangs in the office of a Standard Oil
subsidiary in M a d r i d ) , American corporations have assumed a
stranglehold on Spanish investments formerly competed for by
France and Germany.

Luxury Hotels . . . And Caves
Housing conditions are intolerable. There is a great deal of
building activity in Spain today, in Madrid and Barcelona it is
almost feverish. But in cynical indifference to the desperate
needs of the people, almost all the activity is centered on office,
bank, and government buildings, on extremely expensive apartment houses, and on the mushrooming structures of the military.
In Barcelona, a luxurious hotel and apartment development is
rising at the edge of the city, casting its shadow across the miserable mud shacks and crazy lean-to's of working class families.
Along the Barcelona waterfront is an entire area of modest apart-

ment houses, completely gutted, which were destroyed by Italian
and German aviation in 1938. In nine years of peace, the section has never been rebuilt. T h e people who lived in those apartments fled to( the edge of the sea, right down to the beach, when
the bombers came. They set up temporary housekeeping in bath
houses and jerry-built shanties, and most of them are still living
three—without heat, running water, or electricity.
T h e contrasts in Madrid are even vaster. T h e capital is Franco's
showcase, his demonstration to the world of how fat and prosperous Spain has grown under the "order and unity" of fascism.
T h e city is without a doubt what it claims to be—^the wealthiest
big city in the world. Nowhere else in the world can there be
seen such a plethora of plushy bars, big cars and swank shops.
New bank buildings and magnificently modern apartment buildings are rising all over the city. Even the University City, rebuilt
by Franco since the end of the war, possesses in its glittering
newness a resort quality. From its gleaming hallways and auditoriums to the glass and chromium bar (in the Philosophy building), the University City seems like a dream version of an American high school, a Hollywood portrayal of higher education come
to hfe.
But the showcase has another side, not meant for the eyes of
the world. T o the west of the city there are entire suburbs where
the people live in converted animal sheds and the empty shells
of bombed-out houses, or simply in holes. For a while it was a
criminal offense to take photographs in such districts. Finally,
Franco ordered the razing of many of these shacks and bombed-out
houses, forcing many of the inhabitants to move into caves beyond the city limits.

A Hermetic Culture
Newspapers, books and movies coming from abroad are censored by the military, the Falangist Party and the Church. Because
of this triple screening, Spain has been cut off not only from information about contemporary events, but from most of the
books that are rightfully her heritage as a western European nation. Marx and Freud are verboten, which might have been
predicted, but so are the novels of Anatole France and Victor
Hugo. T h e government's suppression of all vestiges of Catalonian
autonomy has meant among other things the burning of all
books written in Catalan, including the Catalan translation of the
Dialagues of Plato, reputed to have been the finest translation
of the Dialogues in any language. T h e only books popular in
America during the last year or so that now appear in Spanish
bookshops are the confessions of Kravchenko and Budenz and
such perennial Spanish favorites as the novels of Zane Grey. T h e
censorship of foreign movies is less apparent but no less sweeping.
All foreign films are dubbed in Spanish, which means that when
one of the censors objects the offending sequences are eliminated
and the remaining dialogue is completely rewritten without any
regard for the original meaning of the picture.
Because of a split between the military and Falangist censorships, the official Spanish attitude towards the United States
displays a curious ambivalence. Newspaper editorials appear daily
hailing the United States as a savior of western civilization, our
role in Greece being singled out for special praise. Prominent
space is also given to articles on our military power, which
openly exult over our latest developments of warships or longrange bombers. On the other hand there is the hyper-nationalist
Falange, which makes a cult of believing that Hitler is still alive
and follows the Fuhrer's ancient line about the decadence and
moral degeneration of the western democracies, most notably
the United States. Recently in Madrid the signs advertising the
movie, Gilda, were torn down by Falangists and the projection of
the film in Madrid's largest cinema was forcibly halted by a
contingent of blue shirts on the grounds that it was morally
decadent and capable of infecting Spaniards with its American
pollution.

Student Life Under Franco
The students, who during the war, were almost entirely on the
Republican side, offer a cardinal instance of what an effective
police state, if allowed to remain in power over a period of years.
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can do to a people even when that people is patently against
those who hold the power. Since 1939, Franco has ruthlessly rooted
out all professors and students who were known Republicans.
Every possible inducement is offered to students to join the
student Falangist movement, including first crack at accomodations in apartments near the University City. Student demonstrations, of even the most frivolous nature, against the government
are unlawful and offenders when caught are thrown into jail.
Impecunious students are bribed by the police to act as informers
against their fellows. In this fashion most of the Republican
student leaders who had not fled to Paris at the end of the war
have been caught and imprisoned.
What remains is a group of students most of whom are so
young that they themselves played no active part in the war,
totally disorganized and beginning to suffer from the cultural
stunting that is the inevitable result of being cut off from a
free interplay of ideas with the rest of the world. The students of
Spain today seem in the main naive, well-intentioned and completely incapable of effectively aiding any kind of serious opposition to the regime. Their clandestine newspapers reveal as
much as anything else these qualities.
These papers are neither factual nor eloquent, but simply boyish exhortations to stick together. Instead of serving as the nucleus around which to build a coherent resistance movement (as
did such papers as Combat and Franc-Tireur in France during
the occupation), giving the underground something which could
serve simultaneously as a running account and as a criticism of its
efforts, they seem merely to be a private and highly dangerous
form of amusement calculated to appeal to the cloak-and-dagger
instincts of a group of growing boys.
If there are many signs that the', majority of the Spanish people detest Franco, it is nevertheless untrue that his regime is
tottering—or even weak. If opposition is widespread, it is also
divided, and kept so by the unending efforts of the omnipresent
police.*
Also, the professional soldiers, especially the Moors, are completely loyal to the regime. Military service for conscripts is so
long and begins at such a young age that the draft army, a
potential source of opposition, feels no sense of solidarity with the
rest of the community so long as they are in uniform. T h e army
career is also sufficiently attractive in comparison with civilian
life that many men choose a professional army career and therefore never do come into contact with the interests and grievances
of the bulk of the population.
Salvation must come from the outside, either through military
or economic pressure. In a moving and eloquent essay on Spain
written two years ago, Albert Camus stated that Spain is a
country from which we of the West have obstinately turned away
our eyes, for it reminds us of our guilt. Today that statement is
more than ever true. Financially incapable of continuing a policy
which hurt her more than it hurt Franco Spain, France has resumed relations with Madrid and reopened the frontier, while
private American banks are now loaning to Spain more money
than she would have received under the Marshall Plan.
In Granada, where Garcia Lorca was executed, a thirty-year
old Spaniard, a veteran of both the French maquis and the fight
against Franco, sat in a room and spoke of his country's plight.
H e talked of the Spanish people's pride and love of life and of the
long history of their oppression. O n provisional liberty and under
constant police surveillance, this man has nevertheless managed to
continue work in the underground. But as he himself admitted,
it is hopeless work, proceeding almost mechanically, because there
is no other choice, until the day when—"What about help from
the United States?" he asked, lifting his eyes. I had no answer.
KENNETH

LYNN

* Editor's Note: Cf. the report in the Af.y. Times of December 1, 1948,
on internal conditions in Spain, which begins "Organized opposition to the
Franco regime has been pretty well smashed and splintered. This results from
several factors, the most important of which is probably the effectiveness of
Generalissimo Franco's secret police."

DEPARTMENT

OF UTTER

CONFUSION

T h e Reformation was one of those fierce pulsations of the
mind and spirit through which. . . . Western civilization has
repeatedly released great circles of liberating and irradiating
energy. . . . For this age knew massacres which resembled battles, like that of St. Bartholomew's Day in France when the
Catholics murdered more than 10,000 Protestants. . . . I t knew
persecutions . . . wars, civil wars, rebellions. . . . And above the
rush of armies and the crash of cannon were heard the groans of
martyrs and the awesome invective of bigots. I t has been observed that in the name of religion the Reformation caused more
death and destruction than the Huns. For when men are resolved
to test in agony the three insights that constitute their highest
manhood—love of truth, love of freedom, and that love of God
from which alone the other two derive their meaning—horror is
an inevitable reflex of humanity at strife. Nor does this horror
impair at all that prayer in which the whole aspiration of the
age was condensed. . . .
—Article on "The Protestant Revolution" in "Life," J u n e l 4 .

DEPARTMENT

OF

SANITATION

Note: Amateurs of the grand-opera style of polemic,
which
has unfortunately almost completely died out of American political
life, will enjoy the following authentic specimen, from an article
by Arnold Petersen, head of the Socialist Labor Party, in "The
Weekly People" for February 12 last. Comrade Petersen is objecting to the article POLITICS published last issue on the Socialist
Labor Party.
. . . Other than to expose briefly a few of the most brazen
lies and stupidities by Haldeman-Julius (lifted, as said, from the
POLITICS lampoon concocted by an expelled SLP disrupter, convicted liar and slum conspirator) I have no intention of dignifying either with a detailed reply.* As De Leon would say, one
treats such creatures as one treats the vermin that accidentally
lands on one's coat lapel: one flips it off and sends it back
to the filth in which it was bred . . . the gutter-dweller who
viTote the Politics scurrilities . . . the Politics slummist . . .
slummist. . . . And now a few words [1,020, to be exact—DM]
about the sheet, Politics and its editor v/ho extended hospitality
to the repeatedly convicted liar and unprincipled disrupter and
his bucketful of slime. The editor, a nonentity known as Dwight
Macdonald, recently achieved some notoriety by raking up the
record of Henry Wallace. . . . This gentleman's standards and
ethics are exemplified in his publishing of the guttermire offered him by the aforesaid proven liar and renegade. His anarchobourgeois creed is well illustrated by his acceptance of Proudhon
as a philosopher . . . [whom] Marx so completely demolished
more than 100 years ago. . . . Macdonald (who lyingly and snceringly refers to Marx as "a pathologically quarrelsome old
sponger" ) t affirms his anarchist creed . . . in his editorial on
the recent elections. . . . Truly, birds of a feather—the expelled
traitor and foul renegade and organization-anarchist who spilled
his filth in Politics and the anarcho-bourgeois antediluvian,
Dwight Macdonald! Nice bedfellows! . . . T h e insect who crawled
through the pages of Politics, leaving his flyspecks there, the insect who welcomed him to those pages . . . each in turn has
demonstrated the scientific acumen of Daniel De Leon when,
in 1901, he placed the anarchist insect under the loupe (a
jeweler's magnifying glass). . . . As for the rest, I repeat what
De Leon said: " T h e Party will never go into the gutter in pursuit of calumnious mudslingers; it leaves the gutter all to themselves to wallow in."
* T h e article is 4 full newspaper columns.
t These words are Arthur Koestler's, not mine, and are quoted,
on p . 177, precisely to disagree with them! Come, come, Petersen,
you contemptible old sectarian-bureaucratic guttersnipe with your
filth-bucket of calumny, you loathesome vermin spawned in the
intestines of a noisome political cesspool—get the hell off my
lapel!—DM
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A First Step Toward World Disarmament
CUTHBERT DANIEL & ARTHUR M. SQUIRES
^ I "'HERE are many elements of symmetry in American
•^ and Russian relations. Each country proclaims its desire for peace, yet each country prepares for a war of
annihilation. Scientists and engineers of both countries are
at work on more horribly effective ways of killing people,
and each country blames the other for the "necessity" of
this work.
Which country is sincere? Which country is responsible
for the armaments race?
The air over Europe is filled with these questions and with
partisan answers. Yet these questions will have little interest
to thirtieth-century historians. The similarities between the
present power struggle and earlier struggles are more striking than the differences. Historians do not speak of the
"sincerity" or "responsibility" of Sparta and Athens. The
attributes of nations are not as simple and direct as the
attributes of individual men. Sincerity and lack of sincerity
are not attributes of nations—preparation for the eventuality of war is a major function of every national government, and this overriding function destroys the frame of
reference for sincere words and acts; it rules out "trust and
cooperation" between two nations competing for the same
things.
No nation is "responsible" for an armaments race—it is
a process, it is the way of nations. Each nation is stimulated to its present actions by the other's act of yesterday.
One cannot look for clearly separated cause or effect—each
nation's every move is both cause and effect of moves by
the other.
T H E F I R S T S T E P TOWARD DISARMAMENT
BY T H E UNITED STATES

M U S T BE T A K E N

UNILATERALLY.

Until recently all efforts to escape this vicious circle have
reflected the attempt to maintain symmetrical relations between the two great powers. The United Nations Security
Council and Atomic Energy Commission are typical of
the failures of this approach.
The leaders of the USSR have not the capacity for constructive action or negotiation. This is not entirely because
of some personal deterioration. They are caught in a net
woven of their materialistic beliefs and of their success in
reaching and maintaining their miserable aims. No advances and no concessions can be expected from the Russian government. Any proposal made by the United States
government will be misunderstood, distorted, or ignored.
Negotiation with the Kremlin is worse than meaningless:
so long as our diplomats look for sense in its pronouncements, Soviet diplomats are accomplishing their mission.
Negotiation is just what they want. They need time, and
negotiation will give them time. They are men who wait
with a purpose.
What then remains? Only unilateral action by the United
States—that is to say, action which does not depend on
prior agreement with the Soviet rulers.

So long as American statesmen engage only in symmetrical talk and action—negotiation and arms-building—they
share the responsibility (or charge of irresponsibility) for
the war toward which we are headed. They are also men
who wait; and they just wait, without purpose: hoping
that StaKn will have a change of heart, that his successor
will be more tractable, that there will be a palace revolt,
that the people of Russia will rise, etc.
Only by unilateral action can the United States government command the situation—^rather than be commanded
by it. We hasten to add that unilateral action can be effective only if it is incapable of being misunderstood, only
if it will force both sides away from war, only if it can be
used as an honest political lever on the Soviet rulers.
The only thing to which the USSR can respond is a
major objective change in the situation. The way to
probe the Russian government's adaptability is by deeds,
not by proposals—least of all, by the question: "Would
you do this if we do that?" The United States can put to
test the Russian rulers' ability to adapt their power to the
world-inspection which world disarmament requires. By
assuming responsibility herself, America can force responsibility on Russia.
Perhaps the most comforting material aspect of the
present world situation is the tremendous strength and
productivity of the United States. Our press leads many
of us to over-estimate the economic and military strength
of the USSR. We must not forget that well over half the
world's industrial production is accomplished in the United
States. Students of the economic strength of the USSR
differ only as to whether its total production is one-third
or one-fourth of America's. The likelihood of a Russianinitiated war in the next few years arises only from the
danger that the Soviet government may in a given situation feel compelled to act desperately; it cannot arise from
an objective analysis of Russian and American industrial
strength.
America must lead from strength, not from presumption
of weakness. America can use its power constructively only
if its actions are unambiguously on the side of peace. In
order to use power constructively some of it must be given
up. The United States proposals for the international control of atomic energy provide an example of the (proposed) constructive giving-up of power. The European
Recovery Program, insofar as it conforms to the aims originally stated by Marshall, is another example. Each of
these examples has, of course, become somewhat infected
with other aims: the insistence of the American delegation
in the United Nations Atomic Energy Commission on absolute guaranties of security for the United States; the
tying of ERP benefits to accords on military alliances.
A bolder action than ERP is needed to break the circle
of confusion, irresponsibility, and immorality; ERP cannot

politics
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