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A T  HOME:

Current  history, (sm all “h ” ) ,  
should he approached w ith cau

tion and opemnindedness, particularly 
with respect to conclusions. It flows 
from  a background, o f course, but not 
always from  the im m ediate back
ground. In  its m ore startling  phases 
it o ften  defies, contradicts, or even 
shatters the im m ediate background. 
M ussolini, fo r instance, appears to  be 
borrow ing from  a background closer 
to  Ju liu s Caesar than to G aribaldi. 
T h e  background o f N azi-ism  is hardly 
discoverable this side o f  the 1848 revo
lution. W e  A m ericans seem  to be tak
ing up the argum ent over centralization 
w here H am ilton  and Je ffe rs o n  le ft off, 
with our partisan cleavages somewhat 
reversed and badly confused . O ur orgy 
o f idealism contracted  during the war 
is about over. W e  aw ake to find that, 
while we w ere dream ing, racketeers, 
exploiters, and borrow ers got away 
with m ost o f the cash. O f  equal im
portance, we aw ake to  discover that 
we did not understand cu rren t history 
so well.

Go back over the last tw enty years 
and see fo r you rself how badly we

m isconstrued the d rift  o f  events. W hen 
w ar broke out in 1914, m ost o f us felt 
sure that it could not last very lo n g ; 
perhaps not beyond C hristm as. W e  
felt even surer that w e would not be 
involved. A s late as the fall o f 1916, 
we re-elected. W oodrow  W ilso n  on the 
theory that he had kept us out o f war. 
and with the implied belief that he 
would continue to  do so, but within one 
month a fte r  his second inauguration 
we vveie aL war. W e thought we were 
fighting to end an ord er which made 
such wars possib le; to spread dem oc
racy ; to m ake E u rop e see the folly of 
arm ed force, diplom atic intrigue, and 
secret a lliances; to prom ote the idea of 
peace through “open covenants openly 
arrived a t” ; to discourage the persecu
tion or m istreatm ent of m in o ritie s ; to  
uphold the right of se lf-determ ination , 
etc.

Look at the resu lt; dictatorship , sup
pression, im perialism , conscription— all 
o f it and m uch m ore bu ilt on a m oun
tain o f repudiated debts and evaded 
obligations. W e  cannot hope to gain 
much by quarreling w ith these stern 
realities, especially i f  our ob jective is 
to  live at peace w ith the rest o f the 
world, but we can hope to gain some
thing by recognizing our own blind
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spots with respect to other people, 
their motives and their reactions. W ho 
knows that we would have done much 
differently had we been in their place? 
W e cannot put ourselves in their place, 
however, any more than they can put 
themselves in our place. W e cannot 
see communism as the Russians see it, 
the necessity of maintaining a balanced 
power in continental Europe as the 
B ritish  see it. or the Franco-G erm an 
situation as .the French and English 
see it. W e have a different and a 
shorter background.

Politics
A s happens in the spring o f each 

fourth year, the business o f getting 
ready for a national election emerges 
to overshadow other Am erican activi
ties. Since this is .the thirty-eighth 
time the drama will have been staged, 
most of us are well acquainted with the 
mechanical set-up. W e  know exactly 
what to expect— the organized bally
hoo, the trick oratory, catch-phrases, 
epithets, personal invective, direct-by
mail appeals for money, high-pressure 
salesmanship on the part o f local w ork
ers. Nominally, riiost o f us will con
tinue to line up as Republicans or 
Dem ocrats, but actually we will he for 
or against the New Deal. From  the 
standpoint of party doctrine, party tra 
dition, and party enthusiasm , as we 
have come to understand them, the 
New Deal makes a poor issue. In  the 
first place, much of it has been 
scrapped by the Suprem e C ourt. In 
the second, what rem ains is too full o f 
inconsistencies or unqualified approval 
or disapproval. The New Deal lacks 
anything like a coherent philosophy. 
T h e idea of few er pigs and m ore auto
mobiles ; of less wheat and more 
h ou ses; o f subsidized destruction on 
the farm  and subsidized construction 
in other lines befuddles the average 
mind. In  spite of this, how ever, many

people persist in believing that the 
New Deal represents a purposeful 
right-minded effort on the part o f their 
Government to make necessary read
justm ents for the common good, and 
that detailed mistakes, inconsistencies, 
or failures are of less im portance than 
its main objective.

The New Deal is neither original 
nor un-American, but may justly  he re
garded as a natural derivative o f that 
haphazard empiricism by which this 
country, under its limited, unscientific 
form o f government has muddled fo r
ward since the beginning. “ Planned 
economy”, some call it, but it looks 
much more like a grand venture on the 
uncharted seas o f experim entation, ju s
tified. if not mad.e inescapable, by a 
great and wholly unlooked fo r em er
gency. In that lies its real appeal. 
W e Americans like such ventures be
cause we are used to them. W e like 
impulsive heroics. W e like sudden 
experiments and sweeping reform s, es
pecially if  they do not last too long 01- 
cost too much. T he New Deal in
trigues 11s by its very magnitude, its 
wholesale defiance of .tradition. A 
similar attitude of mind played no 
small part in drawing us into the war, 
prohibition, the boom under Coolidge, 
and, finally, depression.

Fear of Power
In one respect, the Now Deal 

satisfies a very deep and very old 
American complex— fear o f power. 
T h is complex was imported with the 
earliest settlers. I t  dominated colonial 
life ; it was largely responsible fo r the 
R evolution; it exercised considerable 
influence on the Constitutional Con
vention of 1787. I t  can be credited, 
or charged, if  you p refer, with the sys
tem of checks and balances, the di
vision of authority, the rigid adherence 
to State rights and local self-govern
ment by which this Governm ent was
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deliberately weakened. O ur fore
fathers sought nothing m ore deter
minedly than effective guarantees 
against the development o f centralized 
power and remote control. They saw 
power, however, in a very different 
light than we do. In  their day. the 
two principal sources of power were 
thought to lie politics and religion. By 
preventing the form ation of a strong 
central government and by forbidding 
the establishm ent o f a  S ta te  religion, 
they imagined that they bad insured 
liberty for all time. But that very 
liberty led to the uncovering o f a whole 
new source o f power. O ut o f the 
right to think and act freely came a 
multitude of inventions and d evices: 
machinery, m ass production, the 
Modern corporation, and trade combine. 
W ith in  a century, A m ericans found 
themselves facing a  wholly unforeseen 
base of power— economic power which 
was nonetheless real because o f its un
official character.

It  was many years ago that the 
people o f this country becam e frig h t
ened of the virtually unrestricted 
power o f big business, especially in its 
public, or quasi-public, undertakings, 
and that political leaders began to e x 
periment with ways and means of regu
lating it. Establishm ent o f the In ter
state Commerce Com m ission, enact
ment o f the Sherm an Law , passage of 
the Pure Food and D rug A ct. as well 
as many other sim ilar m easures, mark 
the advent o f a new policy. T h is policy 
took root not only in W ashington  but 
in every State capital. R u les and 
regulations designed to curb economic 
power through the expansion- o f po
litical power were provided on every 
hand and by every available agency of 
government. T h e N ew  D eal is ju st 
another step in this general direction, 
albeit a m ore drastic step than had yet 
been taken.

Those opposing the N ew  Deal on

economic, traditional o r legalistic 
grounds appear to be m aking little 
headway. Its  alleged radicalism  and 
unconstitutionality have failed to strike 
fire. Such organizations as the Liberty 
League and the Southern  Committee 
to Uphold the C onstitution seem to be 
making more noise than converts. No 
Democratic prim ary thus fa r  held dis
closes anything like a form idable defec
tion. It would be unwise, however, to 
interpret all this as indicating an un
beatable sentim ent in favor o f the New 
Deal. Its  cost, inefficiency, and failure 
with respect to particular experim ents 
are having their effect. M ounting debt, 
increased taxes, and the continuance of 
unemployment touch m illions of people 
right down where they live. T h ere is 
definite dissatisfaction w ith the ad
ministration o f re lief, especially that of 
work re lief. There, is definite alarm 
with respect to credit and taxation. 
But— and this seem s to he the most 
important point of all— if the New 
Deal lacks a philosophy, the opposition 
lacks a program . T h e  oft-repcatcd 
statement that “you can ’t beat some
body with nobody, or som ething with 
nothing” probably expresses the atti
tude of many independent voters in 
this country right now.

Arguments
Among the m ore effective arguments 

or influences in fav o r of the New Deal 
are :

1) President R oosevelt’s popu
larity.

2 )  Chairm an F a r le y ’s organ
ization.

3 )  Enorm ous funds for relief 
and work relief.

4 )  Som e huge enterprises that 
really intrigue the popular im agi
nation. such as T V  A  and the Co
lumbia R iver development.

5 )  General recognition that 
something drastic had to be done
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and done quickly; that blunders 
were to he expected and should 
not be .taken too seriously.

6 )  Changing sentiment toward 
the exercise and administration of 
police power.

Influence of G-Men
J .  Edgar Hoover and his little army 

of six hundred super-sleuths have done 
as good a job  in getting publicity as in 
apprehending criminals. I t  is quite 
true that they beneiltted by a public 
sentiment which had been pre-con
ditioned by the movies, Sunday sup
plements, and other media of crime 
portrayal. It is also quite true that, 
like the Roosevelt Administration, they 
were privileged to operate against the 
background of a spectacular emer
gency. But— and making due allow
ance for all this— their work has been 
effective; so effective, indeed, as to 
bring about a marked change in public 
opinion with reference to police power.

The people who founded this 
country had very deep convictions with 
regard to police power. T heir colonial 
experience taught them to regard it as 
the most irritating expression of 
authority. They emerged from  the 
Revolution determined to so limit and 
restrict police power that it could not 
possibly be made use of as an instru
ment of unified control. They not 
only confined it to a local basis as far 
as they could, but made it amenable 
to the popular will. They frowned at 
the creation of State police forces and 
refused to sanction anything approxi
mating a national police force.

Modern crime, as made possible by 
high-power automobiles, sub-machine 
guns, shyster lawyers, crooked poli
ticians, and the art o f organization, re
vealed our police power in a sorry light. 
Few  will deny that its inability to cope 
with twentieth century gangsterism  has 
been amply demonstrated and that the

public is right in demanding drastic 
reformation.

The manner in which the G-M en 
have successfully coped with our mod
ern criminal abnormalities is highly 
pleasing to the exponents of efficiency. 
Their effective work, coupled with the 
emergency out of which it grew, has 
changed the prevailing attitude toward 
the exercise and administration o f po
lice power to a marked degree, which, 
of course, implies a change of attitude 
toward the centralization of govern
ment in general. It is not going too 
far to say that the G -M en have be
come a factor in reshaping public sen
timent along New Deal lines. Their 
work has persuaded many that or
ganized police power is to be dreaded 
less than organized crime.

Freedom of the Press
I f  many people are favorably im

pressed with the idea of centralized 
authority through the expansion of 
political control, many newspaper pub
lishers are not. A t the recent A .N .P . 
A. convention, the blanket seizure of 
telegrams by the Black Committee was 
denounced, and the suit brought by 
William Randolph H earst, in which it 
was alleged that the search-and-seizure 
clause of the Constitution had been 
violated, was approved. In  dismiss
ing this suit, however, Chief Justice 
W heat of the D istrict o f Columbia 
Supreme Court sa id :

< • * * * *  j  jiave not |)CCn informed 
yet of any case in which any court 
has assumed to dictate to a committee 
of the Senate, and I do not feel that 
I have a right to inaugurate any such 
principle * * *  You cannot say that 
the proprietor of a newspaper is not 
amenable to ordinary judicial process 
or that his communications with his 
subordinates are sacred. I  do not 
think any question o f the freedom of 
the press is involved.”
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In  this connection, it is well to keep 
in mind that freedom of speech and 
freedom of the press do not mean the 
same thing. Freedom  of speech im
plies the individual (o r group) right 
to express opinions freely, with the 
proviso, of course, .that such opinions 
do not advocate the overthrow of the 
Government by violence. Freedom  o f 
the press, however, includes something 
more. F o r  one thing, it includes the 
right to go out and dig up something 
to express, to report what other people

are doing and saying, and to exercise 
privileges which facilitate such report
ing. The press is not only a medium 
of expression, but a medium o f e x 
ploration. Its  function depends 
largely on its ability to gather and dis
pense, not only its own opinion, but 
the opinions of others. T h is  function 
includes the gradual acquirement of 
many special privileges. Naturally 
enough, these special privileges in
volve special responsibilities.

In his address to the A .X .P .A .

/ / / / A *  . A* x/ /  f j  f J r  ^

EVIDENTLY ALL DONE WITH MIRRORS
—Herblock for the NEA
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convention, Sir W ilm ott Lew is sa id : 
“W e  have been told that the duty 

o f the newspaper is to com fort the 
afflicted and to inflict the com fortable. 
I  heartily agree *  *

A fter criticising the motives that 
have come to identify certain news
papers rather sharply, S ir  W ilm ott 
warned that the catch-phrase/'freedom  
o f the press”, was often a mask con
cealing a plutocracy of newspaper- 
owners. In  conclusion, he suggested 
that the press would be wise to con
sider the dangers to its freedom coming 
from  within as well as those coming 
from  without.

Social Security
T h e Social Security A ct, which an 

English  critic describes as “ the most 
comprehensive piece of legislation the 
world has ever seen”, synthesizes in 
many respects the idealistic aspirations 
o f the New Deal. Incorporated in its 
diffuse ramifications are the machines 
fo r alleviating the suffering of the 
aged ; for dissipating their fears of 
destitution; for inaugurating the “more 
abundant life ” which in every sense 
m ust be unhampered by the specters 
o f  immediate hunger and the obscene 
perversion of self-respect through en
forced idleness. President Roosevelt 
has already proceeded a good distance 
along the path to realization. T h e ob
jectives are fairly well delineated in 
the minds of the people.

There has come from  those who have 
exam ined the bill a free criticism , 
largely constructive. Few  dare question 
the aspirations of the bill lest they en
roll themselves in the ranks of the 
cynics, pessimists, and embryonic fas
cists. W ho would quarrel with the pre
m ise that old men and women should 
spend .their decline assured of economic 
peace ? W ho would flatly deny the 
w orker a modicum o f unemployment 
insurance? And yet critics have pro

duced arguments against the bill which, 
although intolerable to partisans o f  the 
bill, are nevertheless impressive.

In  the light of experience the British  
have found certain aspects full of fore
bodings. Like many other things 
emanating from the balls o f  Am erican 
legislation, the bill has the inherent 
quality of being am bitious: Federal
pensions are high, and with pensions 
based on a percentage of average 
wages, the bill sets the Social Security 
Board an awesome task of either cur
rent record-keeping or archaeological 
research after 1942, into the employ
ment histories o f claimants. T h ere are 
other points of contention, including a  
skepticism of the “merit rating”, or the 
so-called W isconsin plan, which will 
persuade employers to stabilize their 
employment and will, in any case, make 
the punishment fit the crim e. This 
method has been tried by the B ritish  
and abandoned. M ost baffling of all, 
however, is the problem o f applying 
forty-eight different systems of insur
ance within a single country to a  com
paratively mobile labor force.

These are formidable obstacles con
fronting the men delegated to put the 
machinery into operation. I t  is reas
suring to all that they have dared a be
ginning, long delayed. Since Febru 
ary, the Social Security  Board reports 
that it has helped ten States adm inister 
unemployment compensation laws at a 
cost of $3 5 0 ,0 0 0 ; that it has augmented 
old-age funds in tw enty-nine States by 
$ 5 ,0 0 0 ,0 0 0 ; that $70 0 ,0 0 0  has gone to 
seventeen States to care fo r 100,000 
dependent children, and $42 0 ,0 0 0  for 
the needy blind in eighteen States.

F o r  the future the President has 
given Congress a detailed budget to
taling $460,800,000, o f which $265,- 
000 ,000  is the 1937 “premium ”, and 
the remainder to  finance the function 
o f the Social Security  B oard  in the 
current and coming year.
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O ne contingency impossible to guess 
will be the judgm ent of the Suprem e 
Court. M r. Ronald Davison sums up 
in the M a n ch ester  Guardian-. “ I t  is. o f 
course, possible that under the A m eri
can Constitution, that lethal anachron
ism, the Supreme Court, may frustrate 
the whole of this courageous effort to 
place a vital piece of social m achinery 
on a Federal and Nation-wide basis.”

R elief and Unemployment
L ike most other governm ental ac

tivities. the unemployment situation 
and the consequent necessity for re
lief have become political issues. T he 
result is a mass of conflicting figures. 
Adm inistration spokesmen present the 
problem in a very different light from  
that in which opponents of the A d 
m inistration would have us see it. An 
amazing lack o f reliable, authoritative 
inform ation makes this possible.

W hat is the actual unemployment 
situation? H ow  many people are un
employed, and what proportion o f these 
are unemployables? IIo w  large is that 
constantly floating population that 
avoids w ork? Despite tin's nation's 
highly integrated systems of vital sta
tistics. and the Governm ent's oppor
tunities fo r making comprehensive sur
veys. the only figures available on the 
problem are estimates.

President Roosevelt has spoken o f  
our seven million unemployed, and the 
International Labor Office has put the 
figure at 12.600,000. W illiam  G reen 
of the A m erican Federation o f L ab or 
states that there were 12 .184.000 un
employed at the end of A pril. N one 
of these figures is based on an actual 
census. Secretaries Roper and P erkins 
have made little more than cursory su r
veys o f employment, and H arry  H op
kins’ attempt was short-lived. A ccord 
ing to a survey being conducted by the 
N e w  Y o r k  Su n , there are few er than
12.000,000 unemployed in this country.

T he S u n  declares that the greatest 
number of unemployed is in agricul
ture. mining, and railroading, and 
proves to its own satisfaction, at least, 
that in other lines the num ber o f  men 
employed today is greater than the 
number employed in the sam e occupa
tions in 1929. T h e  survey indicates 
that the number out of w ork at pres
ent in all occupations, except agricu l
ture, forestry, and cosm etic service, 
amounts to about 3 .500.000.

A ccording to M r. H opkins, there 
were about 23 .000 .000  persons on relief 
in the first part o f 1936. R e lie f e x 
penditures from  M arch, 1933 , to  the 
present have amounted to m ore than 
ten billion dollars, including Fed eral, 
State, and local relief m easures. O f 
this sum, about 80  percent has been 
Federal expenditure. T h e burden o f 
relief remains too near static fo r one to 
predict that it will soon be lifted  o r 
m aterially lightened.

T he Hitidenburg

The epoch-making flights of the 
I l in d en b u n j,  newest air queen of the 
Zeppelin Company, are both spectacu
lar and enlightening. They m erit all 
the publicity they have been given. All 
the civilized world marveled and ad
mired and will not soon forget. W ith  
the passing of a few months, or at least 
a few years, such flights will topple 
from  the realms o f the spectacular tc 
the prosaic level o f  the routine.

Am ericans have a long record o f a l
ternate horror and adm iration fo r these 
colossi o f the air. D isaster has over 
taken most o f their attempts to mastei 
this medium of transportation, whicl 
has only been brought to any degree o ! 
perfection whatever in the cou n tn  
that gave it the world. Germ any yield 
to none in the technique of ligh ter 
than-air transport, and vet even then 
in its cradle the dirigible has had no as 
tonishing success in term s o f produc
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tion. Since 1925. Commander Hugo 
Eckener, who inherited control of the 
Zeppelin organization after Gem- 
mingcn died, has succeeded in raising 
funds for only two ships— the G raf 
Zeppelin  and the Hindenburg.

The United States has built as many 
dirigibles, if not with such success. 
Few people will forget the dramatic 
crack-up of the A kron  off the New 
Jersey coast. It was a brutal blow to 
the exponents of lighter-than-air craft 
in the United States. Like .the British 
who endured the spectacle of a human 
roast in the shattered wreckage of the 
R-101, Americans were willing to drop 
for the time being, at least, the experi
ments with dirigibles. Some denounced 
it as a German snare; others attributed 
it to the subversive doctrines of M arx
ism. Cooler heads weighed the words 
of Eckener and came to the sane con
clusion that we had failed both struc
turally and humanly .to produce the 
near-perfection that is so large a factor 
in dirigible operation. It was these 
latter persons who felt both admira
tion and shame that Germany, an eco
nomic cripple, should skilfully and 
audaciously consummate the latest in
ternational adventure at the expense of 
the United States. And they still feel 
that nothing is too difficult for Amer
ican skill, that the country which has 
pushed commercial airplanes to perhaps 
the highest degree of perfection on a 
mass basis should not hesitate to strive 
for mastery in the lighter-than-air craft 
field.

The inability of the United States 
to develop the dirigible is easier to un
derstand than its failure to maintain a 
once powerful merchant marine. With 
everything from the latest boondoggle 
to the largest hydroelectric darn a sub
ject of political debate, it is a mystery 
to the average citizen just why the 
merchant marine is being neglected. 
Early in the present Administration a

feeble attempt was made to investigate 
the ocean mail contracts; nothing came 
of it.

Merchant Marine
Realists, perhaps, have something 

more than a thirsty desire for innocent 
bloodshed in support of their argument 
that in a W'orld of war America should 
possess means of defense. Merchant 
marine would, of course, become a 
most important line defense in the 
event of conflict. Even the most paci
fic of newspapers commented with ad
miration upon the British foresight in 
making the Queen M ary easily con
vertible to the emergencies of war. 
We cannot point to a similar accom
plishment, although the memory of our 
hurried assembly of merchant ships 
built of concrete, green wood, and 
crooked steel during the W ar is still 
a source of humiliation.

Japan has in the process of building, 
eight 19-knot freighters for the express 
transport of silk. Although this pro
gram can scarcely he called a threat 
to our runner-up position to Britain in 
gross tonnage, it is a sign of the times. 
In 1934, the United Kingdom built 
231.408 tons; Japan built 89,480 tons; 
the United States built 144 tons.

Numerous explanations are offered 
for this amazing disparity in tonnage. 
The fact remains, that the United 
States has become inured to the specta
cle of American passengers and freight 
shipped in foreign bottoms

ABROAD:
Three statements, made by Italian 

and Ethiopian statesmen, summed up 
the grim implications which Italy’s 
African venture carried for the world.

In the brief sentence, “Ethiopia is 
Italian”, Mussolini presented the other 
nations with a fa it  accom pli, which
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they might or might not like, hut which 
they had to face.

Baron Aloisi expressed his coun
try's disdain for any objections which 
the League might raise to Italy’s occu
pation of Ethiopia with the words: 
“There exists no semblance of an or
ganized state in Ethiopia. The sole 
existing sovereign in Ethiopia is Italy. 
Any discussion on the subject of 
Italian-Abyssinian differences is there
fore without purpose.”

The Ethiopian representative at the 
meeting of the League Council voiced 
the fear and disillusionment of a weak 
nation which realizes that, notwith
standing the League, might was still 
right. “The crime has now been con
summated,” he said. “The covenant 
has been .torn up.”

Berlin and now Rome have brought 
to a hitter interruption the hopeful and 
idealistic experiment which was the 
only worth-while legacy of the last 
war. The post-war treaty system has 
been thrown wide open. Nations arc 
reverting to other methods of achiev
ing security. Arms budgets continue 
to swell, and a system of alliances, on 
the pre-war model, threatens to re
place the now prostrate League. Mus
solini has hastened the division of 
Europe into armed camps. (See page 
71.)

Ethiopian War Ends
With the flight of the Negus and 

Italian occupation of Addis Ababa, 
Mussolini presented the world with a 
final and convincing proof that lie was 
not bluffing when he set out to conquer 
Ethiopia.

For his victory, Mussolini could 
thank Herr Hitler and the British and 
French military and financial experts. 
For, with remilitarization of the Rhine, 
France's predominant consideration 
immediately became that of Italian 
support against Germany. Hence, in

the League negotiations. France op
posed all British proposals for the 
imposition of further sanctions.

A bargain was struck. France would 
not urge the lifting of sanctions if 
Great Britain would not urge the im
position of more severe ones until after 
the French elections.

Any faith that League nations had 
in the present sanctions lay in the 
opinion of military experts that Musso
lini could not subjugate Ethiopia be
fore the June rains set in, and in the 
estimate of financial experts that Italy 
could not afford a second campaign in 
the autumn. With the complete de
moralization of Ethiopian resistance, 
Mussolini completed his conquest by 
early May and proved the military ex
perts wrong. He defeated the League 
by a month.

Italy still faces the lengthy and ex
pensive task of consolidating her con
quest. She may be inhibited by the 
continuance of League sanctions and 
her domestic financial difficulties. 
Meanwhile, King Victor Emmanuel 
has been acclaimed as Emperor, M ar
shal Badoglio has been appointed Vice
roy, and Mussolini has announced his 
intention of leaving 400,(XX) troops as 
settlers.

France and Great Britain will claim 
their rights in Ethiopia under the con
ventions of 1905 and 1926, the former 
being concerned about the railway 
from Djibouti to Addis Ababa, the 
latter about Lake Tana, one of the 
sources of the Nile. But Mussolini 
holds the trump cards in bargaining 
for recognition of his position. He 
has military control of Ethiopia, and 
warships in the Mediterranean. And 
Italian troops have been placed at Lake 
Tana and on the Sudan border.

What Does Germany Want?
During recent weeks, the culmina

tion of the Ethiopian war distracted
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attention from German ambitions. But 
the mind of every statesman was pre
occupied with that problem, and every 
decision was concerned essentially with 
the best way of dealing with the Nazi 
menace.

Hitler is notoriously anxious to in
clude Austria, his native land, in the 
Reich. There is a German minority 
of more than 3,000.000 in Czecho
slovakia; he would like to see them 
under the German flag. The Polish 
Corridor has long been a sore spot. 
Other “bleeding frontiers” are Memel, 
now under Lithuanian control; F.upen- 
Malmedv, under Belgium, and Schles
wig, granted to Denmark. In his am
bitions for a Pan German nation, 
Der Fuhrcr has cast envious eyes at 
all of these. Again, Mussolini’s victory 
has thrown open the colonial question. 
There are the former German colonies, 
Southwest Africa, Togoland, and the 
Cameroons, mandated territories since 
the war, but to all intents and purposes 
parts of the British and French colonial 
empires.

The British Foreign Secretary, An
thony Eden, expressed a general anxi
ety when he prepared a list of ques
tions to be submitted to the Germans 
concerning their future designs. H it
ler’s answers may or may not he ac
cepted at their face value. Neverthe
less this anxiety is determining the 
courses to be followed by the respec
tive European nations in the next few 
months.

Britain Reconsiders
England has pledged herself to the 

system of collective security and to 
support of the League. She has dis
carded a Foreign  Secretary responsible 
for a peace plan which was inconsistent 
with these principles. She has pressed 
sanctions against Italy. Now she finds 
that the IIoare-Laval plan would have 
given Italy less than she possesses to

day, that sanctions have only a nuisance 
value, and that the League system is in 
disrepute.

O f course. Great Britain can persist 
in trying to bring Mussolini to his 
knees. But that would mean continua
tion of sanctions and the closing of the 
Suez Cana!— steps she would have to 
take alone, for the sanctionist front is 
crumbling. Again, closing the Suez 
Canal would threaten an outbreak of 
hostilities, endangering England’s tie 
with the Far East and her Lake Tana 
interests. Professedly she is not will
ing to go this far. The unpleasant al
ternative. then, is to accept the Ethio
pian situation and acknowledge a moral 
defeat.

It is Germany that poses this dilem
ma. I f  England alienates Italy and 
consequently France, she will be driven 
into the arms of Hitler. If  she recog
nizes the new Ethiopian regime, she 
will offend a large portion of public 
opinion which, in contrast to France, 
is strongly anti-Italian. By sanctioning 
another defiance of treaties, she would 
also remove the basis for the general 
system of European security which 
she now proposes.

Mr. Baldwin has promised to “re
form the League.” To Viscount Cecil, 
who led a delegation from the League 
of Nations Union to 10 Downing 
Street, that means strengthening its 
sanctions; to the Marquess of Lothian, 
hitherto a strong supporter of League 
action against Italy, it means turning 
the League into a toothless forum for 
discussion. The Cabinet is split be
tween the followers of Mr. Eden and 
those who would prefer the policies 
of S ir  Samuel Hoare. The latter now 
seem predominant. They point to a 
policy of rearmament, semi-isolation, 
and an attempt to maintain an approxi
mate balance of power.

British and French military experts 
met to bring up to date plans for Eng-
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RIGHT W ITH HIM TO THE VERY END
—Herblock for the SEA

lish support to France or Belgium in 
case of German invasion. British 
spokesmen made it clear that they 
would make no concessions to Ger
many by returning African colonies. 
(See Page 105.) These actions pointed 
England towards the Franco-Russian 
alignment against Germany. But, at 
the same time, English opinion, prob

ably strengthened by the Germanophile 
tendencies of the new King, remained 
anxious to keep the way open for a 
rapprochement with Germany. Eng
land now awaits the answers to the 
questionnaire addressed to Hitler by 
Foreign Secretary Anthony Eden. Der 
Ftihrer began charting Germany’s re
sources as a preliminary to these
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answers. It seemed likely that he 
would ask a few questions himself.

King Fuad Dies
Italy’s Ethiopian victory made se

curity of Britain's position in Egypt 
absolutely vital for protection of 
the Suez Canal and of the Egyptian 
Sudan.

While the campaign was on. how
ever. King Fuad died of a heart attack 
and his son, Prince Farouk. with only 
six months of his training at Kingston 
Hill and the Royal Military Academy 
at Woolwich completed, succeeded him. 
The new King is only sixteen, so a 
Regency Council will rule for two 
years.

King Fuad was Britain's choice 
when Ismail died in 1917. and the Brit
ish Army of Occupation ruled Egyp
tian affairs. Youngest of Ismail’s 
twelve sons, he was made Sultan, after 
the eldest son declined. In 1922 he 
was made K ing of Egypt, ruler of 
Nubia, the Sudan, Kordofan, Darfur.

King Faud's death came as a new 
Anglo-Egvptian treaty was being 
drawn up, looking toward a trade: 
consent to British domination in the 
Sudan for Egyptian independence.

The first effort in that direction was 
made six years ago when Arthur Hen
derson was Foreign Secretary in the 
British Cabinet. The powerful W afd 
national party in Egypt rejected the 
treaty, however, and demanded out
right independence for all Egypt. E f 
forts to force consent lead to suspen
sion of Parliament two years ago. 
and constitutional liberties had only 
been restored in Egypt last December.

The W afd Party began an immedi
ate campaign. In April, when the re
turns from civil elections were counted, 
the Wafd had won all but thirty-two 
of the 232 seats in the Chamber of 
Deputies, and sixty-two of the seventy- 
nine seats in the Senate which are

filled by popular election. Fifty-two 
additional Senators are named by the 
Regency Council.

Down went the hopes of the British 
treaty-makers.

Arab-Jeiv'tsh Riots
Arab politicians, eager for the es

tablishment of a legislative council giv
ing them power to vote on all questions 
of policy, including immigration, gave 
another ache to Britain’s whirling head 
the past month.

Such a council would violate the 
terms of the British mandate and go 
directly contrary to the Balfour Declar
ation. The Jews denounce it as prema
ture, and as threatening their eco
nomic security, since the first plank 
in the legislative platform unquestion
ably would be to shut off Jewish 
immigration.

The Arabs started an intensified 
campaign to rid the country of its 
present Jews, and bar future additions. 
Riots, bloodshed, and finally a general 
Arab strike with attendant murders 
resulted.

Britain decided on gunpowder for 
the headache. The strike was ordered 
canceled, and transport planes filled 
with British soldiers flew from Cairo 
to enforce law and order. Arms were 
distributed to Jewish settlers in the 
Jezreel and Sharon valleys, as well 
as in the American Jewish colony at 
Raanana and K far Saba.

Jewish leaders immediately sought 
Britain's consent to bring in at least 
half a million more Jews, holding that 
by sheer increasing weight of numbers 
the Arab population could be held in 
check.

Armatnents and Economics
In contrast to the professedly peace

ful wishes of the majority of European 
peoples stands the mounting bill for 
armament. This outgrowth of political
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nationalism has intensified its equally 
menacing counterpart: economic na
tionalism.

The British budget set aside the 
largest appropriation yet made for
armaments----£20.(>00.000. The cost
of additions to the British Army. Navy, 
and Air Corps is being brought home 
to Englishmen by a rise in the basic 
rate of the income tax to 2 3 f percent, 
which affects 300,000 of the 1,400,000 
taxpayers, and by a 50 percent duty 
on tea, which affects all.

The Italian Official Gazette showed 
an expenditure of $800,000,000 on the 
conduct of the Ethiopian W ar. This 
strain on the nation’s exchequer has 
been intensified by an economic na
tionalism, externally imposed. Sanc
tions resulted in a reduction in Italian 
imports from 14,650,000 U .S. gold 
dollars in February 1935 to 8.230,000 
in February 1936, and a 50 percent 
decrease in exports over the same 
period, according to League of Nations 
figures.

In the British House of Commons, 
Winston Churchill quoted statistics to 
the effect that in 1935 Germany had 
spent $4,000,000,000 on war prepara
tions. In the Reich, observers inter
preted the supersedurc of Dr. Schacht 
by General Goering as a sign pointing 
away from the rigid, deflationary ortho
doxy of the Eeichsbank's president and 
probably indicating devaluation of the 
mark. Faced with the absolute neces
sity of obtaining some foreign credits, 
Germany probably will have to devalue 
in any case to facilitate exports, even 
if she is thereby forced to pay more 
for the desired imports. Domestically, 
she is at her wits’ end to find means 
of financing her armament program, 
and a financial crisis is threatened.

It is not necessary to conclude that 
expenditures upon armaments have 
been entirely militaristic in motive. In 
many countries they have largely sup

planted unemployment relief. The fact 
remains, however, that the strain of 
maintaining these expenditures has 
made it more difficult for the nations 
involved to meet their external obliga
tions. Debts inherited from the war, 
like the treaties, have been disregarded 
because it has become impossible to 
observe them. And the normal proc
esses of international trade have been 
progressively inhibited because of the 
cut-throat policies of nations trying to 
avert disaster to their respective cur
rencies.

In Europe, economic strife continues 
to accentuate political bitterness.

France Moves Left
The internationally significant 

French elections gave the Popular 
Front, composed of Socialists, Radical- 
Socialists, and Communists, 381 seats: 
the Center, 115;  and the Right, 122.

Most striking was the heavy swing 
to the Left. This was at the expense 
of the moderates rather than of the 
Right, and the apparent hardening of 
French opinion into extremes emu
lates a process now far advanced in 
the nations under dictatorships.

The L eft’s victory was essentially 
the result of a protest vote— first, 
against the Sarraut Government’s con
duct of foreign policy, especially with 
regard to the Italo-Ethiopian dispute; 
second, against the continued burden 
of deflation and unemployment at 
home. Contributory factors were the 
riots over the Stavisky scandal, in 
which Royalists were involved, giving 
the Left an opportunity to exploit the 
anti-fascist cry, and the Franco-Soviet 
pact, which had made communism re
spectable in France.

Previous Left majorities have failed 
to hold together in the face of crises 
— generally trumped-up by the Right. 
The Popular Front of 1936 has a 
wider and firmer base than the unsuc
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cessful Socialist-Radical cartels of 
1924 and 1932, but it remains to be 
seen whether it can retain the support 
of the moderate Radical-Socialists 
through times of emergency.

Parliamentary government in France 
is at a notoriously low ebb. The new 
Government is a people’s government 
with wide support. But behind the 
victory of the Popular Front lurks 
the shadow of the fascist Croix cle Feu, 
ready to take advantage of any failure 
on the part of the administration “to 
deliver the goods.”

The new Government will take office 
in June. M. Blum, leader of the Social
ist Party and the Premier-elect, has 
promised a firm, almost dictatorial rule 
and be will stand no nonsense from the 
fascists and the panic-mongers of the 
Right.

In domestic politics, the Adminis
tration proposes a policy of “reflation” 
as an answer to the pressing financial 
problem. The board of regents of 
the Bank of France, center of France’s 
financial oligarchy, will be reorganized. 
There is no present intention of aban
doning the gold standard, but French 
policy in that respect is more likely 
to be determined by inexorable events.

More important is the desire of the 
new Government to support the League 
of Nations and the principle of col
lective security. It is prepared to make 
a new deal with Germany and to reduce 
armaments.

These professions are hopeful, but 
they may have come too late. Here 
again events will probably dominate 
policy. The Socialists and Communists 
are pacifists. But they are also mili- 
tantly anti-fascist and, above all. they 
are Frenchmen.

I f  Germany will not meet her half 
way, there can be little change in 
France’s policy. She will remain deli- 
catelv poised between Great Britain 
and Italy, endeavoring to assure that

the military support of these two na
tions will be added to that of Russia 
in the event of invasion.

And Spain Goes Further Left
The French Left victory repre

sented a protest against a garbled in
ternational situation. Spain, however, 
continued in a radical direction for 
domestic reasons.

Premier Manuel Azana and his Left 
Republicans paid increasing attention 
to the Marxists on their left.

President Zamora, who had been 
responsible for Alfonso’s abdication 
and the establishment of the Republic, 
was voted out of office for bis alleged 
favors to the Right. The Fascist Fal- 
ange Espanola was disbanded, con
servative Army officers were dis
missed, there was a shake-up of the 
Civil Guard. Thirty thousand political 
prisoners were granted pardons, work
ers discharged for revolutionary activi
ties were reinstated, and a bill to re
distribute land holdings gave legal con
firmation to seizures by Communist 
peasants.

Tbe Left continued to move further 
Left. Spanish Socialists were turning 
Communist. Seiior Largo Caballero 
was trying to merge the Socialist. 
Communist and Syndicalist organiza
tions into a workers’ party of 5,000.000 
with a program of land and bank na
tionalization.

Premier Azana owed bis February 
election victory to the support of the 
Marxists. By dint of following them 
to the Left, he retained their support, 
which he can thank for his election 
as President. Now that he has achieved 
this objective and there is no longer 
an immediate incentive for him to 
keep united the somewhat diverse 
ranks of the Popular Front, it is on 
the cards that Caballero’s movement, 
aiming at a proletarian dictatorship, 
will detach support which has hitherto
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been politically essential but neverthe
less uncongenial to the Left Republi
cans. In the meanwhile, the Right, 
under Gil Robles, is biding its time.

Austria Threatened
The small nations of Central Europe 

hitherto have depended for their se
curity upon the treaties of Versailles, 
St. Germain, Trainon and Neuilly, and 
the Covenant of the League.

They can no longer rely upon the 
Versailles document and the failure 
of the League to protect Ethiopia has 
warned them that, in a crisis, they 
cannot count upon the assistance of 
the great powers. Disillusioned, they 
are feverishly seeking new roads to 
security. W ith the status quo no longer 
effectively preserved by treaties, anti
revisionist countries were preoccupied 
with the defense of what they possess; 
revisionist nations began to maneuver 
for positions in which they might grab 
what they could when the opportunity 
arose.

Austria, the apple of Hitler’s eye, 
appeared to be next in line as a victim 
of German ambitions. H er present 
Government has survived, with a nar
row basis of popular support, by dint 
of repressing the strong Nazi and 
Socialist movements at home with 
Italian assistance.

Austrian independence is not, how
ever, merely a domestic problem. 
France and Great Britain have com
mitted themselves to its defense. Italy 
cannot afford to see German territory 
extending down to the Brenner Pass. 
The Little Entente exists largely for 
the purpose of opposing Anschluss 
with Germany or the restoration of the 
Hapsburgs.

Apprehension was accentuated last 
month by the admission of Herr 
Habicht to the German Reichstag. A f
ter the assassination of Dollfuss and 
the attempted Nazi coup of 1934, the

German Government admitted Hab- 
icht's responsibility and proceeded to 
disown him. Now he has been restored 
to grace, and Austrians wonder why.

Rumors spread of the concentration 
of German troops at the border. Ac
tually these reports were unfounded, 
but they indicated the tension. Sir 
Austen Chamberlain’s visit brought 
another crop of rumors to the effect 
that Great Britain would consider sup
porting Hapsburg restoration, the 
movement for which has undoubtedly 
gained strength.

The net result for the time being 
has been Austria’s abandonment of 
(he arms limitations of the treaty of 
St. Germain, the virtual enforcement 
of conscription, and the reaffirmation 
of her reliance on Italian military sup
port against Germany. With Musso
lini’s preoccupation with African mat
ters, however, this last has obviously 
lost much of its former efficacy.

The insecurity of the present Gov
ernment was accentuated by the dis
closures which followed the collapse 
of the Phoenix Wien Life Insurance 
Company. This aggravated hostility 
between the Catholic Chancellor, Kurt 
von Schuschnigg. and the fascist Vice- 
Chancellor, Prince von Starhemberg. 
It  also furnished ample political am
munition for the continuing battle 
among Fascists. Nazis, and independ
ent nationals with their respective solu
tions for Austria’s international prob
lems.

Two Ententes
Austrian nervousness over the inter

national situation transmitted itself 
rapidly, particularly to Czechoslovakia, 
dreading Anschluss, and Yugoslavia, 
which knew that Mussolini coveted 
Albania and might use it for the jump
ing-off position for an attack.

The Balkan Entente— Yugoslavia, 
Rumania, Turkey, and Greece— met in
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conference to back Turkish demands 
for the right to refortify the Darda
nelles, and to take common steps 
against external aggression.

Turkey accepted the armament limi
tations of the Straits Convention in 
return for a guarantee of security by 
Britain, France, Italy, and Japan. Her 
case for rearmament is that Japan is 
out of the League and that Italy is 
now a menace rather than a protector. 
This argument the Conference en
dorsed.

There was, however, no disposition 
on the part of Greece and Turkey, both 
primarily concerned over fascist ex
pansion in the Mediterranean rather 
than Balkan problems, to guarantee 
military support in the event of in
vasion. Such commitments were re
stricted to those now demanded bv the 
League Covenant.

The Conference of the Little E n
tente— Czechoslovakia, Yugoslavia and 
Rumania— decided to ignore the Aus
trian breach of the treaty of St. Ger
main, but to concentrate its attention 
to the threats of Anschluss or Haps- 
burg restoration. Minor differences 
were ironed out in an effort to present 
a united front against either of these 
eventualities. Nevertheless it became 
clear that, in the case of choosing be
tween the devil and the deep sea. 
Czechoslovakia might prefer the for
mer in the shape of the return of the 
Ilapsburgs, and Yugoslavia the latter 
in the form of Anschluss.

Thus, while the nations of the two 
Ententes drew closer together, no new 
treaties for mutual military action were 
forthcoming, with the result that Bal
kan armaments began to expand on 
the principle of “everv man for him
self.”

Czechoslovakia followed the Aus
trian example in introducing conscrip
tion. The Hungarian press proclaimed 
the nation's right to rearm if and when

it desired. Greece demanded the right 
to fortify Corfu and the islands of 
Mytilene, Chios, and Lesbos in return 
for supporting Turkish rearmament. 
Bulgaria, seeing her free outlet from 
the Black Sea to the Aegean Sea 
through the Dardanelles jeopardized, 
protested and prepared to arm to insure 
her rights. More powder was heaped 
on “Europe's powder magazine.”

Poland Hesitates
Poland is another small buffer na

tion caught uneasily between the two 
armed camps into which Europe is 
dividing. Protected on the one hand 
by a ten-year non-aggression pact with 
Nazi Germany, she has a longer stand
ing military alliance with France.

In recent weeks there was an out
break of Jewish persecution. Polish 
anti-Semitism differed from the Ger
man brand in that it concentrated upon 
the unemployed. In short, Nazis attack 
Jews because they have money, Poles 
because they have not.

Nevertheless, the difference is one 
of degree, not of kind. Tt is not too 
much to suggest that Nazi propaganda 
which crosses the Polish border is hav
ing its effect. Aided by Poland's aver
sion to Russia, France’s present ally, 
it emphasized Poland's progress to
wards the pro-German camp.

Diplomacy in the Far East
In the Far East, pacts and rumors 

of pacts concluded with mythical sov
ereignties abounded, as Russia and 
Japan used Mongolia and Manchukuo 
as diplomatic stalking horses. Two 
political incidents in April threatened 
conflict. But for the time being the 
two major powers are confining them
selves to maneuvers for diplomatic ad
vantages.

On March 12 Russia published the 
terms of a treaty with Outer Mongolia, 
guaranteeing mutual assistance in case
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of attack. This was not news. The 
treaty had been in force as a gentle
man’s agreement since 1934.

China protested against the treaty. 
She held that it infringed her sover
eignty over Mongolia, recognized bv 
Russia in the 1924 Treaty of Pekin. 
That protest need not be taken seri
ously, however, for Russia is China’s 
sole hope against the inroads of Japan.

On the other side of the fence, Jap 
anese treaties of mutual assistance with 
the puppet Government of Manchukuo 
and the so-called East Hopei Autono
mous Council merely camouflaged Jap
anese control of the provinces of Hopei 
and Chahar as well as of Manchukuo.

Next in line for Japanese domina
tion arc the provinces of Suiyan and 
Chansi, at present half independent. 
Shantung has military resistance to 
offer and is still standing out.

Japan now dominates the territorie; 
surrounding the eastern end of outer 
Mongolia— Manchukuo on the north
east, Inner Mongolia, Hopei and Cha
har on the southeast. Outer Mongolia 
is the only remaining buffer between 
Japan and Russia. And upon this 
buffer state Russia is staking every
thing.

As explained by Isvestia , the Rus
sian interest in Outer Mongolia is not 
territorial. Tt is prompted by the rea
lization that Japanese conquest of that 
province would be followed by Japa
nese invasion of the trans-Baikal region 
to cut off Russia from Eastern Siberia 
by blocking the trans-Siberian railroad. 
Russia will not risk the loss of her 
position in Eastern Asia.

Soviet influence in Outer Mongolia 
today is firmly established. The system 
of government is soviet, established 
since 1921 by Mongolian princes who 
had joined the Red Army. There are 
Russian advisers, who indubitably 
wield power over policy. Japan might 
undermine the regime by working

from within through the disaffected lay 
nobility and the Buddhist hierarchy, 
but that is improbable.

From without, however, the territory 
could not resist a strong invasion. 
The mutual quality of the Russo-Outer 
Mongolian pact is virtually non-exis
tent. That leaves Russia as the de
fender. The buffer is thin, and if Japan 
advances she will encounter the Soviet.

Today Japan will not advance, how
ever. The risks for her are too great. 
For the present, the two countries arc 
not considering war, confining their 
efforts instead to diplomatic jockeying 
for position. But, were Germany to 
engage Russia in the W est, the stoyy 
might be different.

Neighborship in Latin America
As the League system in Europe 

crumbled, nations of the Western 
Hemisphere exhibited a contrasting 
tendency to cooperate. Plans proceeded 
for the Pan American Peace Confer
ence to be held in Buenos Aires.

The eighth Pan American confer
ence will endeavor to set up a perma
nent inter-American political organiza
tion. Canada alone has stayed out. Her 
imperial link with Great Britain and 
her obligations under the League Cov
enant prevent commitment to a Pan 
American system. South American 
nations share these League obligations, 
and it is not a foregone conclusion that 
Canada will follow Great Britain in a 
future war. Nevertheless, for the pres
ent she avoids committing herself to a 
Western Hemisphere system. Her po
sition may be clarified when President 
Roosevelt visits Ottawa in June.

Four factors are responsible for the 
unusual importance attached by the rest 
of the American nations to the Buenos 
Aires conference. The first is the de
sire to make permanent and to clarify 
the new United States policy of “the 
good neighbor.” The second is to
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evolve common measures of protection 
in the event of war in Europe or the 
Far East. The third is anxiety to pro
vide a political basis for security among 
the nations themselves— perhaps in the 
form of a Pan American League of 
Nations. Without this, the intolerable 
financial burden of increasing arma
ments, which costs South America 
some $200,000,000 a year, cannot be 
lifted. Fourth, members of the confer
ence wish to escape from economic 
warfare, such as the tariff conflict now 
being waged between Argentina and 
Peru. Most South American states 
have depended substantially upon cus
toms duties for their revenues and, as 
a consequence, trade has been virtually 
choked.

❖ ❖

Recent changes in United States 
policy toward the Latin American re
publics will contribute much to the 
effectiveness of the conference.

Actually the policy of intervention 
was expiring during the Hoover re
gime ; the marines were taken out of 
Nicaragua and the Administration 
never seriously considered intervention. 
In fact, it is problematical whether 
the U. S. could intervene legally after 
signing and ratifying the Washington 
treaties of Conciliation and Arbitra
tion in 1928. President Roosevelt and 
Secretary Hull have reaffirmed the end 
of intervention and have emphasized 
the “good neighbor” policy.

Today, South American republics 
feel free to bring forward what pro
posals they please without the fear of 
having the big stick brandished over 
their heads. Consequently, one of the 
most constructive proposals to be dis
cussed at Buenos Aires will be the 
Argentine suggestions of a pact to 
make permanent the present Adminis
tration’s attitude, prohibiting the use 
of armed forces or diplomatic agents

for the collection of debts and the 
intervention of one country in the a f
fairs of another.

O f more immediate importance are 
the implications of the clause in the 
American neutrality act which grants 
a privileged position to American na
tions and promises to supersede the 
Monroe Doctrine.

This clause incorporates into United 
States law the provision that, in case of 
war between an .American and a non- 
American nation, an arms embargo 
will not apply to the former. Thus, 
the U. S. Government has undertaken 
actually to intervene in any such war 
in favor of the American nation auto
matically and without regard to which 
of the belligerents may be the aggres
sor. The" implications obviously exceed 
those of the Monroe Doctrine, which 
never supposed that the U. S. would 
oppose every European country war
ring with an American nation.

The Monroe Doctrine was unilateral. 
So is the projected clause in the neu
trality act. But if it is proposed to 
make it multilateral, it would amount 
in law to an embryonic continental 
alliance against any non-American 
country at war with an American na
tion, even though in actual fact em
bargoes imposed bv South American 
republics would be relatively insignifi
cant as compared to one imposed by 
the LTnited States.

American Peace Systetn
Latin Americans approach the .task 

of establishing machinery effective for 
keeping peace among themselves with 
certain advantages in their favor.

Fundamentally, the break-down of 
the collective system in Europe can 
be attributed to its failure to bring 
about a change in the status quo by 
peaceful means. Peace has been asso
ciated with the maintenance of the 
status quo, just or unjust.
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The 21 American republics have a 
simpler problem. There are no difficult 
racial minorities. Except for the Chaco 
question, there are no serious terri
torial disputes; what remains of the 
Letitia conflicts between Colombia and 
Peru, of the boundary disputes between 
Peru and Ecuador, and between Pan-: 
ama and Costa Rica have already been 
turned over to a process of peaceful 
solution. Since the war of 1879 in 
which Chile fought Peru and Bolivia, 
there has been no armed conflict save 
the Chaco struggle. Public sentiment 
is predominantly peaceful, and this 
attitude has been encouraged by the 
apparent drift toward belligerency 
abroad. The ideas of arbitration and 
limitation of armaments gained early 
acccptance in the Western Hemi
sphere.

Against this backdrop, there are al
ready on the stage several instruments 
for the maintenance of peace. Setting 
aside for the moment the machinery 
provided by the Covenant of the 
League, the Kellogg-Briand Pact, and 
the World Court, there exist all the 
pacts signed in the seven previous Pan 
American conferences, the treaties 
drawn up at the Conference of Con
ciliation and Arbitration at Washing
ton in 1928, and numerous bilateral 
pacts concluded among American na
tions toward the same end.

O f these treaties, the three most im
portant are the Gondra pact of in
vestigating commissions: the Washing
ton Treaty, concerning commissions of 
conciliation; and the general Washing
ton Treaty of Arbitration.

Under the first, the countries of 
America, including the United States, 
are obliged not to resort to force with
out awaiting the report of an investi
gating commission which has a six- 
month term. This term may be in
creased to one year.

Under the second treaty, the per

manent investigating commissions were 
transformed into commissions of con
ciliation, which were to study the prob
lem and propose a solution, the dis
puting nations being obliged to await 
their decision. A very important inno
vation, introduced at the Washington 
Conference was that the permanent 
commission should have the right to 
act when it considered that peace was 
endangered, even though neither party 
to the dispute desired intervention.

By the third treaty, all the nations 
concerned agreed to submit to arbitra
tion virtually all conflicts arising among 
them, and methods were laid down for 
the automatic appointment of arbitra
tors or judges.

There are loopholes in these 
treaties. Some types of dispute fall 
outside their scope. There are no sanc
tions to make them effective. Conse
quently. proposals are being laid before 
the forthcoming conference at Buenos 
Aires to make good these shortcomings.

Buenos Aires and Geneva
Some maintain that a Pan American 

peace system will supplant Geneva: 
others that it will supplement the 
League of Nations. The answer prob
ably lies with Geneva, and the success 
it achieves in mending its fences.

The first group points out that the 
failure to curb Mussolini and the low 
estate into which the collective system 
has fallen provided the chief stimulus 
to the idea of a Pan American League. 
They see a Pan American neutrality 
policy which would make Latin Amer
ican membership in the League worth
less and provide an excuse for other 
South American nations to follow 
Ecuador in abandoning sanctions.

Optimistic League supporters argue 
that Latin American republics are still 
bound to Europe by the League Cov
enant, the Peace Pact, and adherence 
to the World C ourt: that the United
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States, while not a League member, 
sells four times as much goods to 
Europe as to South A m erica; and, 
finally, that by accustoming itself to 
the principles of collective action in 
the Western Hemisphere, the United 
States may eventually slip into Geneva 
by the South American door.

The first group have one certainty in 
their favor: the Buenos Aires con
ference will be predominantly guided 
by considerations oT neutrality and re
gional, rather than world, security. It 
will be inspired more by the failure 
than by the success of Geneva. 
Whether it will eventually join in the 
maintenance of peace on the wider, 
world basis remains for the future to 
disclose. Today, that wider basis is 
still an ideal, not a fact.

SCIENCE
Few men read of the attempts to 

rend the vale of atomic mystery with
out a profound sense of inadequacy. 
Nothing is more baffling; nothing more 
taxing to the unskilled mind than to 
conceive and hold the image beyond 
vision of the human eye. It can be re
peated that the atom is. in relation to 
man, a very small, unsymmetrical 
structure, possessing a nucleus charged 
with positive electricity and surrounded 
by a number of negative electrons nec
essary to form a neutral atom.

Much has been said of this tiny 
substance. Too much savory specula
tion has been poured into the avid ears 
of a lay public. And yet, the scien
tist will admit, popularization has a 
sufficient justification in an economic 
order where science must largely de
pend upon private support. Without 
an occasional tid-bit to energize the 
wealthy dilettante many of our brilliant 
scientists might perish without ever 
possessing the expensive equipment to

prove or disprove their theories. Even 
the enthusiast, who rashly predicted 
that, with the division of the atom, 
energy might be released from a cup 
of water sufficient to drive the L ev ia
than across the Atlantic— even he may 
well be excused.

Although the Leviathan  has gone to 
the breakers’ yard, the cup of water 
is still hopefully conserved for some 
future atomic miracle. Nothing in re
cent years can compare with the atom 
as an imaginative inspiration. Even 
the able Jean Perrin has concluded a 
study of the atom in truly enormous 
terms: “. . . the atomic theory has tri
umphed. . . . Atoms are not eternal 
and indivisible elements . . . we begin 
to suspect that in their unimaginable 
minuteness there is a prodigious 
swarming of new worlds.”

“In the same way, beyond the fa
miliar skies, beyond those gulfs of 
gloom that light takes thousands of 
years to traverse, the dazzled astrono
mer discovers pale wisps of light, lost 
in space,” he said. “There are im
measurably remote milky ways, the 
feeble light of which reveals the throb
bing fires of millions of gigantic stars. 
Nature discloses the same limitless 
splendor in the atom and in the nebula, 
and every new means of knowledge 
shows her more vast, more diversified, 
more prolific, more.unexpected, more 
beautiful and richer in her unfathom
able immensity.”

It is in this spirit of emotional hu
mility that the scientist breasts the un
known of the world’s darkness. Who 
can deny him. then, a moment of ras
cality when, in a stroke, he produces 
an effect that amuses or terrifies the 
public ?

Most people have read of the medie
val alchemists who distilled strange 
compounds in a vain attempt to change 
base metal into gold. Although a suc
cessful transmutation has never been
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recorded in the past, it still remains the 
world's number one possibility. And 
perhaps, it was with this in mind that 
E . O. Lawrence of the University of 
California informed the world in May 
that he, in party with the ubiquitous 
atom, had changed a baser substance 
into gold. That the anticipated public 
reaction was not overwhelming is due 
mostly to the identification of the baser 
substance as platinum, a metal hardly 
less valuable than gold.

Like other physicists, Professor 
Lawrence is attempting to discover the 
constitution of the automic nucleus. 
And like his colleagues, he is indiffer
ent to the frantic babble of the mob 
which immediately envisaged a golden 
harvest when a dull razor blade, the 
least common denominator of posses
sion, might be transmuted into money. 
But even before the public is done 
howling, calm minds add another unit 
to the table of various transmutation 
periods which range from one five- 
hundredth of a second to the five billion 
years required to transmute uranium 
into helium.

In the past, other atom-smashers 
have transmuted elements by adding 
or subtracting minute particles from 
their atomic structure. But until now, 
the various types of bombardment 
equipment, employed to inject or eject 
electrical particles from the atom 
nuclei, have been powerless to deal 
with the heavier elements. However. 
Professor Lawrence has successfully 
made greater refinements in this par
ticular machinery of science. W ith an 
improved cyclotron— a type of sling
shot in which deuterons are whirled 
by an electromagnet until they have an 
energy of approximately 11.000.000 
volts and a velocity of more than
15,000 miles a second— Professor Law
rence closely approached the desired 
maximum at which the projectiles at
tain the highest possible speed, com

bined with the greatest possible hitting 
power. Into this line of fire, that ap
pears to the naked eye as a greenish 
blue haze of light, the young physicist 
placed sheets of leaf platinum. Instant
ly the billions of energized deuterons 
smashed into the platinum and shat
tered in two. One part, a proton, re
bounded. The other, a neutron, im
bedded itself in the nuclei of the 
platinum atoms. Pregnant with these 
particles, the atomic weight of the plati
num. normally 196, was elevated to a 
substance with an atomic weight of 
197—gold.

Thus, another scientific adventurer, 
while clinging to the accumulated 
knowledge of his predecessors, makes a 
feeble step forward into the unknown.

But Professor Lawrence is not alone 
in his adventure. W ith science as with 
potentially all progressive human en
deavor the practicing anarchist, who 
places greed only ahead of possession, 
is excluded. Relative results hinge 
upon the combined efforts of ordinary 
men, animated with enthusiasm and 
endowed with the ability to submerge 
arrogant individualism to collective 
necessity. Each clears a path in his 
own field, and the work of one affects 
the work of all. Scientists tell us that 
there is no beginning, and imply by 
their work of atomic division or celes
tial addition that the end may be the 
infinitude of the greater and lesser. Yet 
such hypotheses are left to the imagi
native who are dazzled by a blazing 
vision of the world; the toilers are too 
busy at the winepress of hard fact and 
bitter failure to pause for long discus
sions of “has been” or “will be.”

❖ ❖ ❖
From fellow laborers comes word 

of yet another problem solved and an
other victory in the atomic world. 
Physicists have long speculated why 
positively charged protons in an atom 
adhere, despite the Coulomb's Law
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that like charges repel each other. A f
ter five years of intensive experiment, 
Dr. Merle A. Tune, Lawrence R. H af- 
sted, and Dr. N. P. Heyden reported 
in May a solution to the problem in 
another fundamental law with regard 
to the structure of the universe— a law 
that will not gain acceptance until all 
available possibilities of disproval have 
been exhausted.

Working in the Carnegie Institu
tion's department of terrestrial mag
netism, these scientists succeeded in 
measuring the cohesive force binding 
the like particles at an estimated power 
40 times greater than the repellent 
strength of electrons. In the orbit of 
the atom, where gravity has no in
fluence, this anonymous, cohesive force 
exerts attraction only when the protons 
are within ten-million-millionths of an 
inch of one another.

To make these minute measurements 
the Carnegie scientists shot beams of 
hydrogen protons from a 1.200.000- 
volt vacuum tube into a receptacle of 
hydrogen gas, highly purified and at 
one-sixtieth atmospheric pressure. The 
protons injected in the chamber glanced 
off the protons already there at various 
velocities and angles, giving the 
physicists the information needed to 
compute the new principle’s force.

By these slow and intricate degrees 
the evidence against the atom accumu
lates. Even now there are some who 
suspect a lesser universe within the 
atom— perhaps beyond the reach of 
man, whose imagination outstrips the 
feeble tools at hand.

Pavlov’s Bequest
As yet, none may gage the true 

worth of Pavlov’s research. In the 
minds of most people the aged scien
tist went quietly to his grave, in 
Russia early this year, leaving but the 
vague memory of some interesting ex
periments concerning conditioned re

flexes. However, just prior to his 
death, in his eighty-seventh year, Pav
lov left a bequest to the academic 
youth of his country; a bequest which 
may one day be to science what the 
Hippocratic oath is to medicine. W rit
ten on February 27, 1936, this “Be
quest” was published in the magazine 
S cien ce :

“Firstly, gradualness. About this 
most important condition of fruitful 
scientific work I never can speak with
out emotion. Gradualness, gradualness 
and gradualness. From the very be
ginning of your work, school yourself 
to severe gradualness in the accumu
lation of knowledge.

“Learn the ABC of science before 
you try to ascend its summit. Never 
begin the subsequent without master
ing the preceding. Never attempt to 
screen an insufficiency of knowledge 
even by the most audacious surmise 
and hypothesis. Howsoever this soap- 
bubble will rejoice your eyes bv its 
play, it inevitably will burst and you 
will have nothing except shame.

“School yourself to demureness and 
patience. Learn to inure yourself to 
drudgery in science. Learn, compare, 
collect the facts!

“Perfect as is the wing of the bird, 
it never could raise the bird up with
out resting on air. Facts are the air 
of a scientist. Without them you never 
can fly. Without them your ‘theories’ 
are vain efforts.

“But learning, experimenting, ob
serving, try not to stay on the surface 
of the facts. Do not become the ar
chivists of facts. Try to penetrate to 
the secret of their occurence, persis
tently search for the laws which govern 
them.

“Secondly, modesty. Never think 
that you already know all. However 
highly you are appraised, always have 
the courage to say of yourself— ‘I am 
ignorant.’
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“Do not allow haughtiness to take 
you in possession. Due to that you 
will be obstinate where it is necessary 
to agree, you will refuse useful advice 
and friendly help, you will lose the 
standard of objectiveness.

“Thirdly, passion. Remember that 
science demands from a man all 
his life. I f  you had two lives that 
would be not enough for you. Be pas
sionate in your work and your search
ings.”

ROOSEVELT PROPOSES AN AMERICAN LEAGUE OF NATIONS
Wilson: "Another! Remember that I was the first with that idea.”

■Guerin Meschino, Milan
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