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on these advantages. The long fight between Japan and
China, acquiesced in and even encouraged by Europe so
long as the result might leave Asia open to European con-
trol, now suddenly takes on new complexion and new mean-
ing, when Japan's real aim is clear and feasible. Thus it is
evident that imperialism is a twofold cause of war: It en-
courages war within the colonies themselves and between
the powers which possess them.

Within colonies, absolute conquest being costly if not
impossible, the empire following age-old wisdom divides to
conquer. If there are several races, cultures, and religious
faiths in the colony, the empire incites the people of one
race against those of another; those of one religion against
those of another—for example, the Moslems against the
Hindus in India; Arabs and, Jews against each other in
Palestine; and even, in Uganda, the Catholic Christian con-
verts against the Protestant Christian converts. If there are
already struggles between divided groups in the territory
conquered, the empire increases the tendency to struggle
and incites the differing groups to violence; and if there are
no divisions, the colonial power deliberately creates: them,
for example, the divisions between the Arabs of Syria, Iraq,
Palestine, and Trans-Jordan.

This does not mean that Britain or France or Japan in
all cases plan such maneuvers, officially or openly. It does
mean that the commercial and investment agencies behind
imperial government openly demand development for
profits; their local agents, however, know their real aims,
and these agents, who are not always or usually the highest
type of civilized man, are in power, or in control of those
who are. If in the end the colony is kept at work, made to
pay interest, and turns out materials at low cost, few per-
sons at home are going to ask how this was accomplished;
and the men who bring this to pass, no matter at what
cost or by what disreputable means, stand to receive wealth
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and honor. Under this veil, cheating, lying, murder, ane
rape, force, deception, bribery, and destruction, become
methods of achieving imperial power, with few questions
asked.

But the forces and the peoples at home do not and can-
not escape the moral pollution of such methods in dark
Africa, heathen Asia, and the forgotten South Seas. Colo-
nalism divides and confuses many groups of ardent social
reformers. Because of colonialism, Socialists have long been
unable to be true to their principles. The questions of
Egypt and India, Kenya and Palestine, made it impossible
for Ramsey MacDonald, Lord Olivier, Sidney Webb and
many others to follow out their Socialist principles. Pacifists
have been frustrated because of their sympathy with im-
perial aims. At the time when the peace movement was at its
zenith and when every effort was being made to keep Europe
from fighting Europeans, pacifists were willing to ignore
the fact that the peace of Europe was maintained only by
a series of colonial wars which lasted almost continuously
from the last half of the nineteenth century to the present,
and subdued most of the peoples of the world to partial
or complete subserviency to imperial powers.

I remember once attending a meeting at the Hotel Astor
of a pacifist organization, presided over by Andrew Car-
negie. In the midst of a debate on world peace, the then
current strife in the Balkans was mentioned. Mr. Carnegie
brushed it aside. He said we were talking about peace
among the great nations and not about the hordes of the
Balkans. Many of those who call themselves pacifists and
who are also citizens of countries possessing colonies, semi-
colonies, or concessions resent criticism of governments and
resent criticism of the “protection” by their governments
of investments in these regions, and are irritated at any
suggestion that these colonies, semicoloniés, or concessions
should be surrendered.
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At a meeting of the Women’s International League for
Peace and Freedom in 1931, called especially to discuss the
colonial question, the British delegates ruled out all dis-
cussion on India because it was a “dependency” and not a
colony! A British pacifist Quaker wrote to Peace News that
' the Japanese had been guilty of seizure in China, but that
the concessions in Shanghai and other Chinese ports had
not been seized, but bought, and were free to all peoples.
As Anna Graves writes:

It is the system of colonialism which is responsible for the
blindness of the workers in the possessing countries. The senti-
ment of pride in possessing others is so instilled into them by the
Government through propaganda in the schools and the press,
that they think of “these others” as quite “different” from them-
selves—as not worthy of the rights and the well-being they are
struggling to gain for themselves; and even if hardly more than
slaves themselves, are proud of owning others. The Labor Party
in England before the first World War voted for appalling ex-
penditure on armaments, an expenditure which they knew very
well would prevent sufficient expenditure on housing, on educa-
tion, on health, et cetera, and the majority even voted for this
extraordinary expenditure avowedly because they were afraid of

losing India.2

When the Labor party came to partial power under Mac-
Donald, it did less for the colonies than the Conservatives
had done. They may be excused in part because they never
commanded a majority in the House of Commons. Today
they demand freedom for India, but their ministers in gov-
ernment stand by Churchill.

No matter how thoroughly and widely we may in the
present war conquer Germany and Japan, we still have the
welfare of over 150,000,000 human beings in these coun-
tries to face and to satisfy with a program adapted to the
best interests of Germans and Japanese as well as other

2 Anna Graves, op. cil.
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normal human beings. Any refusal to face this problem, tc
evade the problem of colonies, to forget injustice to minori
ties, to deny the rising struggle between economic classes
and above all to deal frankly and openly with the questlo'_
of private profit and government control in industry—this
is to make impossible a solution of the problem of world
peace.

But imperialism does not stop there; it not only pro-
motes civil war, strife, and jealousy within the colony, but
it is, as we have seen, a main cause of struggles between
powers to possess colonies. Thus colonialism separates peo-
ples and workers and is perhaps the greatest proof of Tol-
stoy’s dictum: “I say that there is an absolute good and
absolute bad; for all that unites humanity is good and
beautiful; and all that separates humanity is absolutely bad
and ugly.” ® Its essential ugliness is shown in the present
war.

In the First World War, each nation frantically gathered
all its people for defense—nationals, colonials, white, brown
and black; in this war, we are letting whites kill whites by
the latest and best weapons rather than let our victory de-
pend on colored folk, or risk their learning either our tech-
niques or their common humanity.

Stephen Crane, who knew imperialist wars, cried, in
“War Is Kind":

Is this God?

Where, then, i1s hell?

Show me some bastard mushroom
Sprung from a pollution of blood.
It is better.

i

It does not, therefore, seem possible or even probable
that a union of nations to keep the world’s peace is going

8 Quoted by Anna Graves, op. cit.
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to succeed so long as these nations are divided in interest
over the control and possession of colonies. If colonial im-
perialism has caused wars for a century and a half, it can
be depended upon to remain as a continual cause of other
wars in the century to come.



CHAPTER VI

THE RIDDLE OF RUSSIA

WHAT ARE THE POSSIBILITIES OF THE UNION BE-
TWEEN RUSSIA ON THE ONE HAND AND THE BRITISH
EMPIRE AND THE UNITED STATES ON THE OTHER? HOW
FAR AFTER THE WAR ARE THESE TWO ELEMENTS SO
LATELY IN VIOLENT OPPOSITION GOING TO REMAIN
UNITED FOR THE ADVANCE OF CIVILIZATION, ESPE-
CIALLY IN THE FACE OF PROPOSED CONTINUED DIS-
FRANCHISEMENT AND SUPPRESSION OF HALF THE
PEOPLES OF THE EARTH?

W

The paradox of the present war is Russia. While on the
one hand Russian Communism as organized under Stalin
is helping to rescue the world from the greatest disaster
that has ever threatened civilization, on the other hand the
partners of Russia in this crusade—Britain, the United
States, and China—are opposing and denouncing Com-
munism. This is a dangerous situation, not only ideologi-
cally but practically.

Desperate effort is being made by thinkers of our day to
explain and reconcile this paradox. In the United States
many persons have firmly convinced themselves that Rus-
sian Communism is going capitalist; that the already estab-
lished differences of income level and rewards for quality
of work rather than quantity will eventually be supple-
mented by increased private property and even to some ex-
tent by private ownership of capital; that Russia will even-
tually join in the subjugation of Japan; and that she will

114
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continue to refuse to have direct connection with the Com-
munists of China.

Movements which seem to bolster this line of thinking
are the effort of Russia to share in the oil of Iran and her
official abolition of the Comintern, together with the adop-
tion of a2 new national hymn, which does not start with the
revolutionary line “Arise, ye prisoners of starvation!” The
fight of the United Nations against left-wing tendencies in
the Balkans, in Italy, in Belgium, and in France shows in
another way this line of thought; the upholding of Franco
in Spain by Britain and the United States is further proof.

In addition to all this and even more significant, Russia
needs capital from Western Europe and the United States.
She has been getting large amounts during the present war,
she is going to need larger amounts and long-time credits
after the war. What bargain will the West drive in furnish-
ing this capital, and how far and how completely will Rus-
sia be able to withstand its demands?

On the other hand, there is no doubt that a large section
of the world’s thinking and working peoples see in Russia
the greatest hope of the future. They regard Russia as the
central country to be considered in this reorganization of
the world; and this not mainly because Russia has followed
Marxian Communism or sought to control religious organi-
zation or preached the inevitability of the rise of the com-
mon man in modern times. For a century or more the Rus-
sion mushik was bracketed with the Negro slave and the
Latin peasant as the most stupid and unhopeful of modern
men. It was pointed out that the rule of the Czar and the
aristocracy was absolutely necessary in a country so dis-
mally ignorant and unprogressive as Russia.

Despite this, in a revolution which after a century of
abortive attempts came to culmination in 1917, we have
had an extraordinary uplifting of a whole nation; a nation
has been taught to read and write, to organize industry, to
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heal its sickness and suppress its crime; and above all, so
to reorganize its industry and internal economy as to make
a larger number of Russians comfortable and happy than
ever before in their long history; a nation which had in
1913, 859 newspapers with a circulation of 2,700,000 had
in 1939, 9,000 newspapers with a circulation of 38,000,000
copies. This is a phase of progress toward democracy of
which most people do not think. Democracy is not simply
the self-defense of the competent; it is the unloosing of the
energies and the capabilities of the depressed. This is what
the USSR is accomplishing in its own land. It has withstood
the armed onslaught of Europe and America; it has beaten
back Nazi Germany and is now co-operating with the
United -Nations.

The future of the USSR holds two possibilities: the first
is that its admission to full partnership with the capital-
exporting and technically efficient countries of Western
Europe and the United States will make it a party with
them in the exploitation not only of working classes in
general but especially of working classes in colonial areas.
This would bring in Russia as coexploiter and dominant
power in Asia, and through Russia, the British Empire
would be restored. The second alternative is that the Soviet
Union, clinging tenaciously to its program of socialized
wealth, will refuse to be beguiled or tempted by either
England or America; will refuse to have its armed forces
used for the restoration of the British Empire in Asia or
for the establishment of a new American empire in the
Pacific; will have no part in the exploitation of workers in
any of the leading countries or of laboring classes in any
colonial area; and after developing capital for its own in-
dustries will consent to export it only under conditions
which will ensure the ends of social uplift and not those of
individual wealth or national power politics.
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The first hﬁpe is indicated by such strains as the praise
of Lady Astor, a snobbish daughter of Virginia slavery, in
the British Parliament, after years of doubt:

Communism in Russia has taught the people to read. . . . A
people can’t think or reach God until they learn to read. I don’t
dislike Russian communism. It has changed the European policy
of keeping the people poor and ignorant—look at Spain and
Italy.t
But this and Churchill’s astute courting of Stalin merely
show that the restoration of the British Empire, even to
partial prewar power, is absolutely dependent upon Russia.

The USSR has already established a record which does
not presage the use of its vast resources for restoring to
Great Britain her lost colonies in Asia or for defending
her possessions in Africa. The record of Soviet Russia in
the matter of racial tolerance has been extraordinary. From
a land noted for its fierce and brutal anti-Semitism and for
other racial antagonisms and tensions, it has become today
a community of two hundred, more or less, diverse groups
of people, speaking different languages, with different
heredity and to some extent clashing ideals, bound together
in an extraordinary unity of effort and enthusiasm for its
ideal. Its science and its system of education lead the world;
and especially its attempted abolition of private profit
points to the greatest revolution of modern times.

During the last century the world saw in Russia an auto-
cratic and magnificent Czar surrounded by a rich, power-
ful, and extravagant aristocracy. In many respects this Rus-
sia was the social ideal of the beau monde and played its
gorgeous part in Vienna, Paris, and London. Then came
the Bolshevik Revolution. The Western world, almost with
one accord, without waiting for legal sanction in all cases,

1 Associated Press dispatch, October, 1944.
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threw itself upon Russia, made alliance with every Russian
aristocrat, pretender, scoundrel, and adventurer, and tried
by sheer force to beat the Russian masses back into their

place.
While the war for Western Europe ended in 1918, for

Russia it continued through nearly ten years of upheaval
and disaster. Nevertheless a new state was born, with a new
idea of economic organization. The USSR can never forget
the well-nigh universal campaign of slander and lying that
accompanied its struggle from 1917, almost to the outbreak
of the Second World War. After being compelled to fight
practically with bare hands in the First World War, and be-
ing cheated with glib promises of reform which did not ma-
terialize, it was met by every sort of calumny; its people
were represented as dying by famine and starvation; its
women were pictured as a nation of prostitutes; its indus-
try was shown to be inefficient and its workers stupid and
lazy.

The . Church Universal viewed Rasputin and his ilk
with grave and detached tolerance. But when the Bolsheviks
cleansed the cesspool of superstition and greed which under-
lay Christianity in Russia, and gave the Russian people, for
the first time in history, real religious freedom—the right to
be atheists, freethinkers, Methodists, or Catholics—then the
Church in Western Europe and America shrieked itself
black in the face against “godless Russia” and Lenin, “the
Antichrist.”

Above all, Russia was condemned for murder—not only
for the complete wiping out of the degenerate imperial
family, but for purging a group of its own revolutionary
officials; and one of the leaders in this pharisaical attack
was the British, who in 1919 at Amritsar, India, killed 379
persons and wounded 1,200 others in order to keep India
in subjection and avoid “being laughed at,” as General
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Dyer explained. Even his mild “punishment” was con-
demned by a resolution in the House of Lords and £20,000
was raised for him by public subscription in honor of his
heroic conduct at Jalianwala Bagh and his enforcement of
the order to make Indians crawl on their bellies in crossing
the square.

The United States, which was also a leader in anti-Rus-
sian propaganda, had lynched 3,047 Negroes in thirty-five
years, and in 1917 was still lynching over o0 a year and re-
fusing to take effective legal steps to stop this lawlessness.

Every line of argument was brought to bear to show that
the Russian experiment was, in the words of Lathrop Stod-
dard, “a revolt against civilization.” And finally, to com-
plete the paradox, here is Russia today leading the forces
of the world in an endeavor to save civilization.

Pushed hastily into altogether unexpected alliance with
the capitalist countries of the West, after a generation of
their attempts at force and vilification, Russia’s full pro-
gram so far as they are concerned has not been developed.
The Soviet Union has not forgotten and could not forget
the desperate efforts of France, England, and the United
States to stem its revolution, force it back into czarism, and
make it pay for the losses of their dispossessed capitalists,
who had been for decades reaping enormous profit from
exploitation of Russia. It must remember vividly that the
present world-wide war could probably have been halted if
England and France had made common cause with the
USSR before Hitler invaded Poland. It found itself com-
pelled to accept alliance with Hitler because alliance with
the now United Nations was almost contemptuously denied
it. Then because Hitler treacherously turned back to his
original program of Eastern conquest and tried to unite
the West against Russia, at the price of German industrial
and imperial dominance, Soviet Russia finds itself in part-
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nership with the extremist development of modern capital-
ism. Will it succumb to their doctrine?

There is absolutely nothing to compel it to do so. It does
not even have to renounce its propaganda for Communism
in order to win the world to its way of thinking. The West-
ern world has had and still has today every opportunity to
show mankind the advantages of privately owned capital,
private profit, and “individual” enterprise. The result of
their efforts to do so has had both success and disaster.
There is still a chance for the capitalist nations to set their
houses in order, and to show that neither Socialism nor its
extreme, Communism, is necessary for human happiness
and progress. If Great Britain and the United States can do
this, they do not need to fear Russia, or Communism. All
they mieed to fear is poverty, unemployment, ignorance,
race hate, and the combination of these things, which has
been modern imperialism.

On the other hand, in the restoration of the world if
this war, like the First World War, is followed by wide-
spread economic disaster, by starvation and disease, by con-
tinued ignorance and the attempt of certain races and peo-
ples absolutely to dominate and condition others—then any
attempt to fight Socialism, Communism, or other leftward
movements will be absolutely without result, unless those
movements also fail to bring happiness and contentment
to mankind.

Seemingly today the peoples of Russia under Commu-
nism are more content and more united than any other
mass of laborers. A study like the impartial survey of the
Sidney Webbs says:

Will this new civilization, with its abandonment of the in-
centive of profitmaking, its extinction of unemployment, its
planned production for community consumption, and the conse-
quent liquidation of the landlord and the capitalist, spread to
other countries? Our own reply is: “Yes, it will.” But how, when,
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where, with what modifications, and whether through violent rev-
olution or by peaceful penetration, or even by conscious imita-
tion, are questions we cannot answer.2

The future may prove that this judgment and appear-
ance are deceptive and that the Russian economic organiza-
tion will not continue to make this great mass of people
homogeneous in ideal, prosperous in work, and willing to
sacrifice for their country and their economic system more
than any other nation in the world is sacrificing today. In
that case, again the world will have no need to fear Com-
munism. Thus in a sense Russia and the future of Russia
are absolutely indispensable for a correct interpretation of
the Second World War and for any realization of perma-
nent peace.

The situations in China and India, in Burma and Indo-
nesia, in the Near East and the Balkans, impose questions
upon Russian diplomacy which will be most difficult to an-
swer. Beyond this ranges the hopes of the labor parties and
the left-wing elements in Europe, North America, and
South America. Any change in the attitude of the USSR
which will lead it to range itself with the former policies
of the British Empire and the present aims of organized
industry in the United States would spell a complete re-
versal of its recent past, and can hardly be expected.

If this is true, as the present war moves along its tragic
and fatal course there looms a problem of colonies, unfree
peoples, and suppressed classes concerning whose treatment
there will be no unity of purpose in the United Nations.
If we add to this the problem of a Germany with which
Russia has always had ties of blood and cultural under-
standing; and of a Japan which, freed of dictatorship, may
become a people demanding the same freedom as the free

2 Sidney and Beatrice Webb, Soviet Communism, Vol. II, p. 1143.
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peoples of the West—in such case the problem of the post-
war world will be of increased difficulty.
Whitman puts the world-wide and soul-deep dilemma:

And you O my soul where you stand,

Surrounded, detached, in measureless oceans of space,

Ceaselessly musing, venturing, throwing, seek in the spheres to
connect them,

Till the bridge you need be form’d, till the ductile anchor hold,

Till the gossamer thread you fling catch somewhere, O my soul.?

Come what may, it is to the glory of God and the exalta-
tion of man that the Soviet Union, first of modern nations,
has dared to face front-forward the problem of poverty, and
to place on the uncurbed power of concentrated wealth the
blame of widespread and piteous penury. It has not lied
about poverty. It has not distorted the facts. It has not,
like most nations, without effort to solve it, declared the
insolubility of the problem of the poor. And above all, it
has not falsely placed on the poor the blame of their
wretched condition. Even should the Russian experiment
fail and Communism be proved unable to cope with the
problems of land, property, and income, Russia deserves all
credit for having at least faced the problem and for having
tried to solve it; and other nations must eventually face
and solve the same problem if civilization is going to be
preserved.

3 “A Noiseless Patient Spider.”




CHAPTER VII
MISSIONS AND MANDATES

FAILURE OF THE UNITED NATIONS TO COME TMME-
DIATELY TO GRIPS WITH THE PROBLEM OF COLONIES
WILL INVITE CATASTROPHE; EFFECTIVE ACTION CALLS
FOR A NEW MANDATES COMMISSION IMPLEMENTED BY
THAT UNSELFISH DEVOTION TO THE WELL-BEING OF
MANKIND WHICH HAS OFTEN, IF NOT ALWAYS, IN-
SPIRED THE MISSIONARY' CRUSADE.

It is clear that in this world, as manifested by these ter-
rible wars and by the suffering of mankind and the sacri-
fice of peoples, there is a tremendous available amount of
. goodwill and desire for the uplift of mankind. This has
been shown in the past in all sorts of ways: in China’s love
of peace, in the charity of the medieval Christian Church,
in the missionary crusades of Buddhists, Christians, and
Mohammedans; especially in the Christian missions of the
eighteenth and nineteenth centuries; in the suppression of
slavery and the slave trade; and in the various attempts to
alleviate, if not abolish, poverty and to do away with ig-
norance.

The difficulty in this particular era is that this goodwill
must be organized and canalized. It must not aid and abet
reaction in social progress, nor be used like the mission-
ary effort in Africa to exploit and subdue peoples in the
name of Jesus Christ for the use of profit-making industry.
It must, on the contrary, become organized as missions of
culture to carry to backward peoples, minority groups, and
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lower economic classes the cultures and education which
they are capable of absorbing and using. It must narrow
the frightful and dangerous differences between current
custom and the scientific knowledge that there are no races
and great groups incapable of the same kind of advance
that has been made by the most cultured peoples; and that
what 1s needed is opportunity; that we can have democracy
and peace only if the menace of poverty, ignorance, and
crime are met by positive and organized human action—
Poverty, Ignorance and Crime—these three—but the great-
est of these is Poverty.

Poverty can be attacked and abolished by government
action and social organization. The way to make this clear
to the world is to attack the economic illiteracy, the igno-
rance of economic facts and developments, now deliberately
encouraged in our schools and colleges, in our press and
periodicals and in our books. Here is the field for the
Great Crusade which will lead to democracy and peace.

The Atlantic Charter brought a new examination of the
colonial question. The second point declared that the
United Nations “desire to see no territorial changes that
do not accord with the freely expressed wishes of the peo-
ples concerned.”

The third point was: that “they respect the right of all
peoples to choose the form of government under which
they will live; and they wish to see sovereign rights and self-
government restored to those who have been forcibly de-
prived of them.”

The sixth said: that “after the final destruction of the
Nazi tyranny, they hope to see established a peace which
- will afford to all nations the means of dwelling in safety
within their own boundaries, and which will afford assur-
ance that all the men in all the lands may live out their
lives in freedom from fear and want.”

When, however, the attempt was made to apply these
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points to colonies and particularly to India, Mr. Churchill
limited their application to Europe, while President Roose-
velt proclaimed the Four Freedoms:

Freedom of speech and expression

Freedom of every person to worship God in his own way

Freedom from want

Freedom from fear

Since then social thought has forged ahead. British Chris-
tians asked that: “Every child, regardless of race or class,
should have equal opportunities for education.”

The Council for Social Action adopted a charter in June,
1944, which asked in international affairs:

The closest collaboration among states on all matters of inter-
national moment, including ¢specially the problems of trade and
migration barriers, the advancement and eventual self-govern-
ment of colonial peoples, determination of military armament,
provisions for relief and rehabilitation of afflicted peoples, as-
sistance in the advancement of handicapped countries, treatment
of minorities and of vanquished nations, and settlement of inter-
national disputes. . . . As their center, we envisage an interna-
tional body with wider functions and more fundamental power
than the League of Nations.

The Christian Church was aroused, and the Council of
Congregational Churches said in June 1944 that “our
churches” should support American participation in an in-
ternational organization including “co-operation for world
trade, employment, currency stabilization and equitable ac-
cess to raw materials; and supervision of the treatment of
all subject peoples, that ultimately they may achieve na-
tionhood and autonomy or voluntary full participation in
a larger political unit.” 2

The Commission to Study the Organization of Peace es-
pecially advocated an elaborate statement of human rights

1 Adopted at Grand Rapids, Michigan, June 27, 1944.
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for the protection of minorities and peoples. This Commis-
sion said:

We may be chastened by Wilson’s rejection at Paris of the
principle of racial equality—a rejection whi¢h embittered the
Oriental world. The Negro situation in our country and expres-
sions of anti-Semitism, which foster enemy propaganda, are not
to be passed over. There is, however, a vast difference between a
governmental policy of persecution, as in Germany, and laggard
customs which have not yet been broken by a legal policy which
forbids them. We cannot postpone international leadership until
our own house is completely in order. Nor can we expect nations
to agree that their own houses should be brought into order by
the direct intervention of international agencies. We have only
to consider the difficulties which any such course would encounter
in our own or other countries. Through revulsion against Nazi
doctrines, we may, however, hope to speed up the process of
bringing our own practices in each nation more in conformity
with our professed ideals.?

A formula by H. G. Wells said:

I believe in the right of every living human being, without dis-
tinction of color, race, sex or professed belief or opinion, to lib-
erty, life and subsistence, to complete protection from ill-treat-
ment, equality of opportunity in the pursuit of happiness and
an equal voice in the collective government of mankind.®

The American Council of the World Alliance represent-
ing six international agencies said on November 10, 1944:

Recognizing that most of the difficulties which have brought
about the most serious results in the world during the last half
century have arisen from complaints of minorities, we urge that
when the final constitution for the United Nations is drafted
there shall be appended to it a “bill of rights” for all men in
all nations.

2 Fourth Report of the Commission to Study the Organization of
Peace, Part III, p. 21.

8 Quoted in Fourth Report of the Commission to Study the Organi-
zation of Peace, May, 1944, p. 20.
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To us it seems important for the nations to give greater at-
tention to the needs of people in dependent and backward areas.
We urge that the whole scheme of mandated territories and the
continuance of colonial systems be brought under close scrutiny
and better control by the international organization.

Stephen Duggan writes:

What will be the probable attitude of the Allies toward colo-
nies and mandates in the case of victory? The mandate system is
so distinctly an improvement over the colonial system that many
political scientists advocate the extension of its principles to all
colonies. They would place the sovereignty over colonies and
mandates in the central agency of the New World Order that is
to be organized, with the addition of direct power of investiga-
tion and sanctions for breach of trust. Would that mean the
transfer of the colonies to the new collective organization? To
ask the question is to pose the difficulty. To shift the actual ad-
ministration from the experienced officials now in control would
be a most serious risk. To permit the present holders of colonies
to continue in control would not allay the discontent of the Have
Not Powers. But if the New World Order would establish agen-
cies that could secure equitable distribution of raw materials and
access to markets, the justifiable demand for colonies would be
largely removed. If in addition the existing services in colonies
would become responsible to the supra-nationals, the discontent
of the Have Nots ought at least to be reduced. This may be a
counsel of perfection.

According to the Covenant, the mandate system has for its ob-
jective “the well-being and development” of the peoples of the
mandates. The intent repeatedly expressed at League meetings
was unquestionably that the natives be trained in self-govern-
ment and that the economy of the country be gradually brought
under their control. This 1s a big order. Vested interests in the
meantime will have been formed and it is asking a good deal of
human nature to request the colonial service to prepare people
to displace themselves. Success will depend upon the will really
to achieve the aim.5

4 World Alliance News Letter, November, 1944.
5 Institute of International Education, News Bulletin, February 1,

1942, P- 5.
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The National Association for the Advancement of Col-
ored People has approached the Department of State with
this statement:

As ithe territory of France, Italy, certain areas in the Balkans,
and other lands occupied by peoples generally classified as
“white” are recaptured from the enemy by the allied armies, pro-
visions of one kind or another have been made to return control
of those lands to the peoples who occupied them prior to the
outbreak of World War II; but the National Association for the
Advancement of Colored People notes with deep regret that
when continental and insular areas of Africa and Asia, occupied
by so-called colored colonials, are retaken, control and adminis-
tration of them are immediately reassumed by the white colonial
powers who ruled these areas before. Quite cold-bloodedly, these
colonial powers do not even attempt to ascertain what the wishes
of the oecupants of these lands may be. Quite to the contrary,
their wishes are ignored. The National Association for the Ad-
vancement of Colored People is well aware of the fact that while
the battles for these and other territories occupied by the enemy
are being waged, policies as to future control cannot be deter-
mined immediately. But those policies must be decided upon and
put into effect soon. It is imperative that the Allies now take
positive action toward self-determination for colonial peoples as
a goal which must be achieved before peace is truly secure.

The Board of Directors of the National Association for the Ad-
vancement of Colored People therefore petitions the President of
the United States to make clear now that the United States Gov-
ernment will not be a party to the perpetuation of colonial ex-
ploitation of any nation; that, on the contrary, the United States
Government is utterly opposed and will make that opposition
clear at the Quebec and all subsequent conferences to any policy
which means freedom for white people or any part of the white
people of the earth on the one hand, and continued exploitation
of colored peoples, on the other. We ask that it be made clear
that the United States will not in any fashion, direct or indirect,
uphold continued exploitation of India, China, Abyssinia and
other African areas, the West Indies, or of any other part of the
world. The NAACP Board of Directors further urges again that
qualified Negroes be appointed to serve as representatives of the
United States Government at conferences in which the United
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States Government is a participant, which are called to determine
war or post-war policies, principles and commitments, to which
the United States is a party, dealing with both global and do-
mestic policies.®

The State Department answered:

As you are no doubt aware, there is in the Department of State
a deep appreciation of the importance of the problems of de-
pendent peoples referred to in your resolution, and of the need
for devising practicable solutions which will represent the great-
est tangible advancement that may be possible during and after
the war. The appropriate divisions and committees of the De-
partment which are studying the problems of post-war territorial
settlements base their views, I may assure you, upon the funda-
mental principles of equitable and just treatment of all peoples.

I wish to bring particularly to your attention two recent state-
ments of the Secretary of State which bear significantly upon the
points raised in your resolution. In his radio address of July 23,
1942, the Secretary stated:

“We have always believed—and we believe today—that all peo-
ples, without distinction of race, color, or religion, who are pre-
pared and willing to accept the responsibilities of liberty, are en-
titled to its enjoyment. We have always sought—and we seek to-
day—to encourage and aid all who aspire to freedom to establish
their right to it by preparing themselves to assume its obliga-
tions. We have striven to meet squarely our own responsibility in
this respect—in Cuba, in the Philippines, and wherever else it
has devolved upon us. It has been our purpose in the past—and
will remain our purpose in the future—to use the full measure of
our influence to support attainment of freedom by all peoples
who, by their acts, show themselves worthy of it and ready for it.”

In the memorandum on Bases of the Foreign Policy of the
United States, released to the press on ‘March 21, 1944, the Secre-
tary included the following statement with respect to dependent
peoples:

“There rests upon the independent nations a responsibility in
relation to dependent peoples who aspire to liberty. It should
be the duty of nations having political ties with such peoples,
of mandatories, of trustees, or of other agencies, as the case may

6 Resolution, Board of Directors, N.A.A.C.P., September 11, 1944,
sent by telegram to President Roosevelt,
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be, to help the aspiring peoples to develop materially and edu-
cationally, to prepare themselves for the duties and responsibili-
ties of self-government, and to attain liberty. An excellent exam-
ple of what can be achieved is afforded in the record of our rela-
tionship with the Philippines.”

I also appreciate the significance of your suggestion concerning
the composition of American delegations to international confer-
ences. It is our aim always to appoint the persons best qualified
to represent the United States in the specific field of the Depart-
ment’s responsibilities.?

Some of the free nations have spoken, as New Zealand
has:

Advocacy of the principle of trusteeship for all colonial peoples
was proposed by Prime Minister Peter Fraser as one result of the
Australia-New Zealand conversations. . . . .

Recalling the enunciation of principles in the Canberra agree-
ment of last February, Mr. Fraser said the Antipodean domin-
ions felt that as part of a general international organization there
should be an international body analogous to the Mandates Com-
mission, but having powers of inspection and publishing reports
of its findings.8

Anson Phelps Stokes has written the present Secretary of
State:

I hope that there may be time for giving some attention to
the important problems connected with colonies and other de-
pendencies. I am convinced that until the colonial problems, es-
pecially those related to Africa, are constructively and wisely set-
tled, there is not likely to be permanent peace, especially at a
time when the darker people of the world are becoming more
and more self-conscious, and are eager to play an increasing part
in national and international affairs.

In this connection two or three things seem to me of special
importance:

(1) That the permanent Commission of Mandates be re-estab-
lished, or something similar created, and that it be given power
not only to receive reports from mandatory powers as in the past,

7 Reply of Under-Secretary of State Stettinius, October 4, 1944.
8 Associated Press dispatch, New York Times, October, 1944.
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but to make reports on conditions, and in cases of abuse, to take
steps to see that they are, if possible, remedied. The mandates
plan was a great advance on anything which preceded it, but it
did not go far enough. _

(2) That the experiment be made in one or two suitable areas
of international mandates. Some parts of Africa formerly owned
by Italy, or some Japanese islands in the Pacific might well fur-
nish the place for a trial of this plan. The United States should,
of course, be prepared to play its part in this and other interna-
tional responsibilities.

(3) That emphasis be placed in any new charter for mandated
areas more definitely than was done in the past on the intention
of the international organization to see to it that people in man-
dated areas are prepared for and given a larger and larger share
in determining the policies of their area and more definite as-
surance that they will be given self-government at the earliest
practicable time. . . .

(6) That some arrangemernts be made by which colored people
of the world should have an opportunity to present their views
to the Peace Conference or Peace Conferences, and that in keep-
ing with this plan there should be one or more representative
Negroes attached in some official capacity to the United States
delegation to the Peace Conference immediately following the
war.?

Sumner Welles, former Under-Secretary of State, has pro-
posed the establishment of an international trusteeship
which shall see to it that all dependent peoples and colo-
nies are granted autonomy and are properly prepared for
their freedom:

I cannot believe that the United Nations, now banded together
to destroy the tyrannies which have attempted to exercise their
sway over free men and women throughout the world, will coun-
tenance an outcome of their common victory which would merely
perpetuate the exploitation and servitude so long imposed upon
colonial peoples. h

For that reason the establishment by the future international
organization of an international trusteeship, which will not only
eliminate the inequities of the mandate system of the past, but

9 MS. copy of a letter sent to the author.
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which will also assure all dependent peoples that they will be
accorded autonomy and their independence as soon as they are
capable of exercising these rights, must be assured.

Such a trusteeship should have as its supreme objective the
preparation of all independent peoples as speedily as' possible for
the assumption of the responsibilities and the obligations for free-
dom. The creation of an international trusteeship, holding itself
ultimately responsible to public opinion throughout the world,
would be one sign that the people’s peace, of which we often so
complacently speak, can become a reality.10

Not only has Winston Churchill definitely refused to
consider the matter of international control of colonies but
the liberal British Secretary of State for Colonies, Oliver
Stanley, apparently is ready to surrender international con-

trol of mandated territories and has consequently incurred =

the protest of several eminent leaders, including John W.
Davis, Emory Ross, James T. Shotwell, Sumner Welles, and
Quincy Wright. They said in the New York Times, Feb-
ruary 18, 1945:

“Trusteeship” represented the first and a reasonably successful
attempt to put into practice the principle that “the well-being
and development of such (dependent) peoples form a sacred trust
of civilization.” Under the mandates system, national and inter-
national machinery was set up to carry out this trust. International
colonial experts, for instance, reviewed and criticized the condi-
tions which brought on the rebellion against the French in Syria
in 1925, raised serious questions as to Japanese fortifications in
the Pacific islands as far back as 1932, and dealt with many hun-
dreds of other matters involving native welfare and the open door
for all nations in the development of these territories.

The abandonment of the gains which were inherent in this
system might imply a step toward the division of the world into
several great power zones of exclusive domination. It would
weaken the system of international responsibility for dependent
peoples which was actually practiced between the wars. The con-
tinuance and development of this principle and its extension to
other dependent territories, especially those to be taken from

10 Reported in the New York Times, October, 1944.
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the enemies at the end of this war, would imply just that much
more confidence on the part of the United Nations in the success
of their new venture.

But little has yet been done. Harried hope is still wring-
ing helpless hands, dripping with the blood of Poland and
of Spain. Prayer and masses, fast and death, are impotent.
Surely this statement might be made by the United Na-
tions: “It is the opinion of the United Nations that no
state has any historic or ethical right to hold a group, col-
ony, or dependency under control against the freely ex-
pressed will of its people; and if by reason of poverty, illit-
eracy, and disease these inhabitants cannot voice their own
best interests, it is the bounden duty of the religious con-
science, the civilized intelligence, and the industrial econ-
omy of the world under international mandate to remove
at the earliest moment, such impediments to world democ-
racy and permanent peace.”

Lowell sings of Truth:

Those love her best, who to themselves are true,
And what they dare to dream of, dare to do.11

The question whose answer balks us is: How, with in-
ternational control, are we going to get a great philan-
thropic deed done efficiently and scientifically? With the
image of totalitarianism before us, added to our experience
of war bureaucracy, we are afraid even of national, much
more of international, action. The choosing of proper men
to carry on the work, the organization of the work with
scientific precision, and above all the ideal, the will to
good, back of it—all this seems an almost impossible accom-
plishment. .

It is an extraordinary commentary upon this that at this
very time, and for centuries gone by, we have in theory,

11 “Tercentenary Ode.”
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and in deep and abiding faith, an instrument for just this
kind of work among human beings, and that is organized
religion—the Christian Church, Catholic and Protestant;

the work of Jews, Buddhists, and Mohammedans; even the =

work of philanthropic and ethical-culture organizations.
Why is it that we do not think of these as organs for attack-
ing the problem of colonies at this critical time?

The interesting and startling fact is that we do not think
of them. There is a dichotomy between religion and social
uplift, the Church and sociology, which leads to deplorable
loss of effort and division of thinking. Religion has been
an emotional release and escape method for pessimism and
despair, coupled with utter doubt, so far as this world 1is
concerned. While science, as social reform, has been the
optimistic belief in human uplift, without any compelling
reason for accomplishing this for any particular persons, or
at any particular time. It is as so often happens: religion
without science, science without guiding ideals.

The Church, Catholic and Protestant, has expended tre-
mendous effort in mission work for colonies in Asia and
Africa during the last two or meore centuries. The one
great and unquestionable accomplishment of this effort, as
has been noted, has been the beginnings of education. The
starting of modern education in Africa, and its main-
tenance in spite of strong opposition, is due almost en-
tirely to missionary effort. Much, although less, has been
done for modern education in Asia and the Near East.

The great criticism of this work is that from the begin-
ning it co-operated, perhaps unconsciously, with industrial
exploitation. The missionaries for the most part had train-
ing in elementary schools, supplemented by some higher
training in literature and ethics, together with technical
training in theological dogma. But they knew little or
nothing about modern economics, anthropology, and the
social sciences, and were guided in this growing realm of
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thought and action by culture patterns belonging to a dif-
ferent era and differing groups. In the expert hands of an
industrial world, organized for precise aims and capable of
hiring the best brains of the day, the missionaries easily be-
came in many cases tools of exploitation. |

In this world, people who wish to do good and are with-
out careful training and wide experience are easily the
victims of politicians and industrial leaders. Eugene Jung,
who for a long time held high position in French Indo-
China, has said: “It is in fact by the missionaries that one
penetrates first into a region and that one gets a foothold
in it.” 12 Governments use missionaries and other people of
this type as smoke screens to hide the truth from the people
of the possessing country. They use them as aids in form-
ing prejudices against the culture, the civilization, the reli-
gion of the “natives” of the colony.

Even if among these people of kindly intent there should
be some who really succeed in doing an appreciable amount
of good, the good they do often is not sufficient to compen-
sate for the bad for which the system back of them is re-
sponsible. Sleeping sickness and tuberculosis, venereal dis-
eases, and maladies due to undernourishment have all in-
creased by leaps and bounds in the colonies because of the
system of colonialism, and in spite of many good and faith-
ful physicians.

‘Even in the education which the missionaries have fos-
tered, pressure has made them consent to serious limitation.
In the Belgian Congo, the Catholics are furnishing some
good primary training and the industrialists are teaching
skills; but there is almost no secondary or higher training
for leadership or even for necessary professions like medi-
cine and teaching.

In other cases of vaster and more tremendous social im-

12 Quoted by Anna Graves, op. cil.
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plication, like the slave trade, slavery, serfdom, and con-
cubinage, religion usually, after a first flare of idealistic op-
position, has sunk to a place where it condoned and even
defended these evils. Both Catholic and Protestant churches
became in the United States ardent defenders of Negro
slavery. The Christian Church in America today is almost
completely separated along the color line, just as are the
army, the navy, the nursing service, and even the blood
banks. In many cases where moral opposition 1s needed, the
Church became strangely silent and complacent, and gave
the world a right to say with Lenin, “Religion is the opium
of the people.”

We must add to this that the Church as organized in
modern civilized countries has become the special repre-
sentative of the employing and exploiting classes. It has
become mainly a center of wealth and social exclusiveness,
and by this very fact, wherever you find a city of large and
prosperous churches, such as Atlanta, Georgia, or Dallas,
Texas, or Minneapolis, Minnesota, you find cities where
the so-called best people, the educated, intelligent, and
well-to-do, are critical of democracy, suspicious of the labor
movement, bitter against Soviet Russia, and indifferent to
the Negro problem, because their economic interests have
put them in opposition to forward movements and the
teachers and preachers whom they hire have fed them on
that kind of prejudice, or maintained significant silence.

Notwithstanding this, it is all too clear today that if we:
are to have a sufficient motive for the uplift of backward
peoples, for the redemption and progress of colonials, such
a motive can be found only in the faith and ideals of or-
ganized religion; and the great task that is before us is to
join this belief and the consequent action with the scien-
tific knowledge and efficient techniques of economic re-
form.

It would be unfair to myself, and perhaps to others, if I
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did not frankly say that my attitude toward organized reli-
gion 1s distinctly critical. I cannot believe that any chosen
body of people or special organization of mankind has re-
ceived a direct revelation of ultimate truth which is denied
to earnest scientific effort. I admit readily that it would be
most satisfactory if instead of occupying a little island of
knowledge in the midst of vast stretches of unknown truth,
we could with conviction and utter faith plant ourselves on
a completely revealed knowledge of the ends and aims of
the universe. But no matter how satisfying this would be,
it does not therefore follow that it is true, or that those
who assert it and believe in it have the right to persecute
and condemn those who cannot accept urgent desire, or
myth and fairy tale, as valid truth. It may well be that
God has revealed ultimate knowledge to babes and suck-
lings, but that is no reason why I, one who does not believe
this miracle, should surrender to infants the guidance of
my mind and effort. No light of faith, no matter how kindly
and beneficent, can in a world of reason guide human be-
liefs to truth unless it is continually tested by pragmatic
fact.

On the other hand, I must just as frankly acknowledge
that the majority of the best and earnest people of this
world are today organized in religious groups, and that
without the co-operation of the richness of their emotional
experience, and the unselfishness of their aims, science
stands helpless before crude fact and selfish endeavor. The
reason for this religious majority may be inexperience and
lack of education; it may be divine grace and human sin.
Whatever it is, the fact is unquestionable today.

Is there not, then, a chance to find common ground for
a program of human betterment which seeks by means of
known and tested knowledge the ideal ends of faith? This
would involve on the part of the Church a surrender of
dogma to the extent of being willing to work for human
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salvation this side of eternity, and to admit the possibility
of vast betterment here and now—a path the Church has
often followed. The Church should in colonies voluntar-
ily adopt a self-denying ordinance: not to stress doctrine
or dogma until social uplift in education, health, and eco-
nomic organization have progressed far enough to enable
colonial peoples intelligently and independently to com-
pare the religion offered with their inherited cultures. This
would involve on the part of science the admission that
what we know is greatly exceeded by what we do not know,
and that there may be realms in time and space of in-
finitely more importance than the problems of this small
world. Nevertheless, a realistic program of making this:
world better now ought to combine the efforts of Church
and science, of missionary effort and social reform. '

Before, and more especially after, the First World War,
the conscience of mankind, as well as its political wisdom,
faced the situation in colonies. Before 1914, the world had
rationalized the situation and kept its uneasy conscience
more or less asleep. The old race theory of the nineteenth
century was potent. We still envisaged the world as capa-
ble of civilization but engulfed and threatened by hordes
of folks whose great and permanent progress was unthink-
able. Their destiny was to serve, and the burden of the
white man was to protect these “lesser breeds without the
law” from unnecessary cruelty but at the same time firmly
“keep them in their places.”

These and a large number of other matters gave Euro-
peans pause when after the First World War the question
of the disposal of German colonies came up for discussion,
It was then that the world slowly rose to a new conception
of human responsibility for colonial conditions. The lone
facts, although difficult to substantiate by actual figures,
were an indictment against colonial government to which
the world had to listen. This indictment was felt, and felt
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-strongly, at the time of the Treaty of Versailles; and in the

organization of the League of Nations advantage was taken
of the situation of the German colonies to attempt a solu-
tion to the whole colonial problem. The German colonies
were distributed among France, Britain, and Japan under
the control of 2 Mandates Commission. The Mandates Com-
mission was supposed to see that the people of these colo-
nies were fairly treated, and that something was done for
their social uplift and their economic betterment.

But modern industrialism and investment policy were
not to be balked of their prey. The statute that governed
the Mandates Commission was deliberately limited in such
a way that the Commission really had very little power. It
could not of its own initiative inquire into or investigate
facts in the various colonies; the colonial peoples them-
selves had no vested right of appeal to the Commission,
and as a matter of fact the mandated colony soon became
indistinguishable from the other colonies of the countries
holding the mandates.

It had been hoped that the opposite would happen, and
that the authority of the Mandates Commission would even-
tually extend not only to the former German colonies, but
to all colonies of all nations. This never took place, and
the only organ of the League of Nations that substantially
helped the colonial situation was the International Labor
Office, which succeeded in setting up certain minimum
standards of labor usage.

What is needed today is a new Mandates Commission
calling upon the United Nations to recognize the fact that
the first Mandates Commission established by the statute
which organized the League of Nations has a place in inter-
national law, and that the United Nations have no right in
law or justice to ignore this statute and hand over the
former colonies of Germany to France, Britain, the Union
of South Africa, or Japan; that a new Mandates Commis-
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sion should immediately be organized to take charge of the
mandated colonies and to go farther, as was suggested in.
the original Covenant, and lay down new procedures for
the treatment of all colonial peoples.

The General Assembly of the United Nations should
begin by insisting that there sit in the Assembly not simply
representatives of the free nations, but with them repre-
sentatives of all colonial peoples over whom they claim
control. The matter of the number of such colonial dele-
gates can well wait on time and experience. The method of
their choice and the fair representation of all angles of
opinion can be gradually adjusted as the Economic and
Social Council gains power to investigate. But it is abso-
lutely essential that, at the beginning, the voices of all
peoples that on earth do dwell be raised fearlessly and
openly in the parliament of man, to seek justice, complain
of oppression, and demand equality. Dificult as this pro-
gram will doubtless prove, it will not be nearly so difficult,
horrible, and utterly devastating as two world wars in a
single generation.

Evidently there is indicated here the necessity of earnest
effort to avoid the nondemocratic and race-inferiority phi-
losophy involved. There should be consultation among colo-
nial peoples and their friends as to just what measures
ought to be taken. This consultation should look toward
asking for the following successive steps:

One, representation of the colonial peoples alongside the
master peoples in the Assembly.

Two, the organization of a Mandates Commission under
the Economic and Social Council, with definite power to
investigate complaints and conditions in colonies and make
public their findings and to hear oral petitions.

Three, a clear statement of the intentions of each im-
perial power to take, gradually but definitely, all measures
designed to raise the peoples of colonies to a condition of
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complete political and economic equality with the peoples
of the master nations, and eventually either to incorporate
them into the polity of the master nations or to allow them
to become independent free peoples.

We all know well exactly why a Mandates Commission
with power over former German colonies, and at least the
right of investigation and report over all colonies, was not
included as a part of the proposals of Dumbarton Oaks.
This reason was the opposition of Britain as represented
by Winston Churchill. Mr. Churchill stands for that part
of Britain which is stubbornly determined to maintain the
place of the British Empire as a superstate ruling a large
part of the world. Back of this determination is the motive
of maintaining the power of the British aristocracy privi-
leged by birth and wealth. .

But this 1s not the only Britain. There is a Greater Brit-
tain, spiritually descended from those equally determined
souls who for a half-century fought the African slave trade
- and Negro slavery, and their successors who later stood
back of the Reform Bill, popular education, and woman
suffrage. It is this Greater Britain that is so often betrayed
by its European and American friends, and which finds it-
self without allies in the liberal world and blamed for sins
that were never its own. The credit for what it has done is
calmly annexed by the privileged classes, and we hear con-
tinually of the Britain which fought slavery, as though it
were one with the brutal empire-builders who for a century
used the abolition of slavery and the suppression of the
slave trade as an excuse for stealing the land and the liberty
of 100,000,000 Africans. What is true of Britain is true in
other ways of many another nation, including our own.

Social science has not yet established a vocabulary and a
method of statement which makes it possible to distinguish
between these elements of all national life, but it remains
true that to fight the Britain of Winston Churchill is giv-
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ing suppnrt, moral and material, to the Britain of Wilb <
force, Wesley, Owen, and Colenso. Let imperialism perish
—British, German, Japanese, Italian, Spanish—with that of
ancient Rome, empire with its aristocratic tinsel and greeﬂ;_r‘
cruel conquest, slavery of souls, and slave trade in hun:un::i._-_-;j g
rights. Let Greater Britain grow, leading in the future as
in the past; French equality and Yankee push, with British
love of liberty, stubborn courage, sportsmanship, and com- =
mon Sense. :

There will return one day to all nations another group =
with which the world must reckon; young, disillusioned,
bitter voters, disillusioned because they realize the futility
of war as a settlement of human problems, because they
saw its glory in mud, pain, and torn flesh. They will return
maimed inevitably in body and mind and ripe for extrem-
ity in thought and action. Propaganda, as in the last war,
may make them reactionary, anti-labor, anti-Negro, anti-
Semitic, anti-foreign-born; counterpropaganda may make -
them food for revolution and violence of every kind. Their
guiding and healing is 2 major problem. But how can it be
applied if the democracy, the one tangible ideal for which
most of them fought, fails miserably and at home?

Wild is the world and witless, terrible in its beauty and
crime. Can one forget sunrise on Lake Baikal, the gray
oaks of Nara, the hills of light of Manhattan? Who may
not remember the lynching of Mary Brown, the suicides
of bankers in 1929, and the cripples crawling out of Guadal-
canal, Aachen, and Leyte? Behold the starving children of
Europe, Asia, and Africa. Such a world, with all its contra-
dictions, can be saved, can yet be born again; but not out
of capital, interest, property, and gold, rather out of dreams
and loiterings, out of simple goodness and friendship and
love, out of science and missions.

There has been surfeit of creed, dogma, and priestly as-
sumption to bridle the intelligence of men; there has been



~ and Kkill, destroy and build. The day has dawned when
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enough of the aimless arrogance of science used to heal

and hell, may join thorough technique, shorn of ruthless
greed, and make a new religion, one with new knowledge,

| - to shout from old hills of heaven:

Go down, Moses!




