
Lloyd George Wants Roosevelt 
*. To Propose Peace Conference 

‘Honorable Peace’ Now With Hitler Is Held Best 
Means of Forestalling a Potent and 

Opulent Communist State 
By David Lloyd George. 

LONDON.—Tl\pse continued disturb- 
, ances are making it impossible for the 

world in either of the two hemispheres 
to get on with its normal task. If the 
President of the United States of America 
could be persuaded himself to summon 
a peace conference, I am convinced it 
would be a success. This seems to me to 
be the time to do it. 

When fighting begins in real earnest, 
when the ships of all nations are sunk 
and sailors mutilated or drowned in the 
stormy seas of the approaching winter— 
when towns are bombed and thousands 
of civilians killed—when victories on 

* each side are exaggerated and acclaimed 
and defeats minimized or ignored—when 
war and passion have blinded the com- 
batant nations to their sufferings—when 
the voice of reason is suppressed in all 
lands and treated as treason—then it 
will be too late to intervene. 

The sputtering w’ar which has char- 
acterized the hostilities between Ger- 
many and the western powers still 
continues. A fight between a few air- 
planes. somewhere along the Siegfried 
Line, or a French raid, in which 300 Ger- 
mans are engaged with an equal num- 

ber of French troops, are given consider- 
able space in broadcasts and on the first 
pages of our newspapers. There is no 

fighting in magnitude or ferocity or, hap- 
pily, in slaughter comparable to that 
which marked the first few weeks of the 
Great War. The warring nations then 
meant business and to put it through at 
all hazards. 

Whatever may be Herr Hitler’s motives 
- for holding back thus far, there can be 

no doubt that he has been reluctant to 
deliver the first blow against the western 
democracies. The latter also have been 
manifesting the same hesitancy on their 
Bide. Our airplanes have not yet at- 
tacked the factories of Germany. The 
French Army has not’ yet made a serious 
attack on the German fortifications. The 
struggle at sea has begun but not on the 
Beale into which I predict it will develop 

4 when the belligerents have started in 
real earnest 

Up to the present, both sides have been 
sparring, not so much for time as for 
position. As far as time is concerned, 
neither of the two conflicting parties 
can hope to gain much by a few weeks' 
delay. The French Army is perfectly 

M 
organized, its equipment is of the first 
quality and its men highly trained and 
well offlcerqd. Their artillery, tanks and 
ammunition have been brought up to the 
front and there is no shortage of them. 

Adequate for Anti-Submarine War. 
Our navy possesses overwhelming 

strength and its anti-submarine flotilla 
is quite adequate to the functions which 
It ha^ to discharge. The air minister 
gave an excellent account of our pre- 
paredness as far as aircraft pilots are 
concerned, and our secretary of state fqr 
war astonished the House of Commons 
and the public on the right side by his 
account of the numbers of trained men 

« which are at our disposal. 
On the other hand, the Germans 

have nothing to gain, in a military 
sense, by postponing the real struggle 
if it is inevitable. 

They have brought back their men 
from Poland and the majority of them 
are already in array on the western 
front. The real explanation for this 
holding back must be found in a willing- 
ness to recognize that the terrible 
carnage and horror which must accom- 
pany a death struggle between three 
brave nations, armed to the teeth for 
Wholesale destruction rnnnnt PUPn nrtnr 

4 be avoided. 
At the time I am writing, the situa- 

tion seems to have definitely worsened. 
It is a reflection on the diplomatic 
methods which have been em^lov'-d r ♦ 

the aggravation is largely due to the 
blundering clumsiness which lias t.,.,, 
so much to impair the strategic posi- 
tion of the democratic powers. 

• Replies to Hitler “Unfortunate.” 
The replies to the German Fuehrer's 

peace speech have been, to say the least, 
unfortunate, if they were intended to 
keep the door of negotiation open. I 
do not believe either Daladier or Cham- 
berlain meant to slam that door in Hit- 
ler's face. I heard Chamberlain’s 
speech. He spent most of it in stigma- 
tizing the German Fuehrer as a liar, 
thief, cheat; and his only pacific gesture 
was the intimation that if he promised 
to give an actual guarantee of good be- 
havior in the future, they were pre- 

» pared to enter into discussions. 
Naturally, this truculent reply has re- 

ceived an angry response from the Ger- 
man government, and for the moment, 
to quote a German phrase, “the war is 
now on." i am still hopeful that this 
Is not the last word. A devastating war 

suits neither of the two parties in the 
circumstances in which both have been 
placed by recent events. Not one, of 
the three belligerent powers is anxious 

• to plunge irretrievably into this ghastly 
trial of strength, which, if it is to be 
fought out to the end. will leave them 
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of them broken and prostrate. 
Let us first of all take the German case. 

Herr Hitler has nothing to gain from a 

protracted war. The intervention of 
Russia might and undoubtedly would 
help him to prolong the struggle by sup- 

* plying him with his deficiencies in raw 
material and food. Germany has been 
rationed for years under the policy of 
purchasing cannon with the people's but- 
ter. It was lack of fats which the Ger- 
mans felt most severely in- the meager 
days of 1918. It gradually reduced their 
strength, frayed their nerves and weak- 
ened the resistance of the population to 
the ravages of inclemency; and those 
who have seen children who were born 
in these hungry months know that the 

« semi-starvation of parents permanently 
impaired the physique of a generation. 

Stalin Has Commissary Key. 
Hitler knows that by his agreement 

with Russia he might possibly be able to 
supply the population with a fair ration 
of bread, but he also realizes that he 
would still have to spread the butter 
somewhat thinly. Besides, he will have 
to seek his daily bread from Stalin, and 
that places him at the mercy of that 
mysterious, menacing person. 

Stalin has no Interest in Nazism. He 
. has no particular love for Germany and 

least of all for its Fuehrer, who for years 
den^nced him with all the torrential 

fl 

vituperation of his rich vocabulary and 
passionate eloquence. He has already 
effectively barred Hitler’s road to the 
southeast. *» 

At the end of a long struggle, in which 
Stalin has clearly no intention of taking 
part unless we are fools enough to drive 
him into it. Communist Russia will have 
equipped herself with the best German 
machinery for increasing her resources. 
Her people will have become more pros- 
perous, her gigantic power will be 
stronger than ever, but there is no indi- 
cation that her love for Nazi Germany 
or Hitler will grow any stronger. The 
bonds may tighten, but they will not be 
bonds of affection. 

In fact, Nazi Germany will be more or 
less at the mercy of this resolute Com- 
munist potentate, who justifies his ac- 

quired and well merited name, Stalin— 
"man of steel.” If he decides to bolshe- 
vize Germany, all he will have to do is 
not to march his armies into her ter- 
ritories but to slam his gates in her 
face. 

Hitler cannot feel easy about that 
prospect. There can, therefore, be no 
doubt about the reasons which have 
prompted him to make peace overtures, 
and of his readiness even to make cer- 
tain concessions, such as the suggestions 
for setting up a Polish state and for 
general disarmament, in order to pro- 
cure it. 

Discounts Fear of French. 
In my honest estimate of the military 

situation, I do not think that Hitler has 
any fear that France, even with her 
magnificent army, will ever be able to 
smash through the Siegfried defenses 
of Germany. 

Neither do I believe that he appre- 
hends a repetition of the catastrophe of 
1918, when Germany was starved into 
revolution, but he must be uneasy about 
his dependence upon the vast Bolshevik 
empire which now has become his next- 
door neighbor—and upon whose loyalty 
the German people will depend for their 
very existence. 

What about the western powers? 
Surely they must realize that it is also 
to their interest to secure peace if it 
can be achieved on honorable terms— 
honorable in themselves and providing 
guarantees of permanence. WTiat have 
they to gain by a prolonged war? 

The financial reserves of Britain are 
probably the greatest in Europe, but they 
are not inexhaustible. If Russia places 
her vast resources of raw material and 
food at the disposal of Germany, the war 
will be a very protracted struggle. It took 

; us I°ur and a half years to strangle Ger- 
many effectively by our blockade in the 
last war, with Russia impoverished by a 

long war, governed by a corrupt and 
rotten government and unable to feed her 
own population, let alone provide a sur- 
plus for any of her neighbors. If it is 
fought to the bitter end, there is no fore- 
casting the length or ultimate issue of 
the contest. 
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I which we are more dependent than any 
other country, will largely be suspended. 
We shall have to face and fight a 
desperate effort to harass and destroy 
our shipping. We are more dependent 
upon sea transport for our food and raw 
materials than any great country in the 
world. Continued neglect of our agri- 
culture for many years has diminished 
the fertility of our soil, and that neg- 
ligence cannot be repaired without a 
sustained program of cultivation and soil 
improvement which should take years to 
perfect. 

Food Life-Line Threatened. 
We beat off the attack on our sea com- 

munications in the great war and I am 
hopeful that we can do so in this war. 
But at best our overseas supplies will be 
restricted and we cannot eliminate the 
possibility of greater risks. So far, air- 
plane power in maritime conflict has not 
yet been fully displayed. 

The Maginot line may and probably 
! hold. The Germans may not think 
! it worth their while to throw away mil- 
1 lions of their young men in attacking 

it. They do not seek French territory. 
Britain is a real enemy and they will 
seek its life by every means. 

In Europe, Russia alone stands to 
gain; and Germany and ourselves will 
at the end be confronted with a tri- 
umphant, potent, opulent Communist 
state. If peace can be secured now on 
terms that will not involve sacrifice of 
honor and which might end in a com- 
bination of powers which will feel that 
the interest of all lies in guaranteeing 
the world against the rapacity of am- 
bitious aggressors, then surely it is to 
everybody’s interest now- to promote 
measures that will give us and the world 
a settlement which will insure perma- 
nent tranquility. Not only Hitler, but 
France and Britain must recognize that 
the whole situation has become com- 
pletely metamorphosed by the remark- 
able exhibition we have witnessed of 
the reality and efficiency of Bolshevik 
power. 

rviiuuici laue-uj-iace conversation oe- 
tween Hitler, Chamberlain and Daladier 
would answer no useful purpose. Mu- 
nich was a disastrous failure even with 
the presence of Mussolini. It was not 
a conference in any sense of the term. 
There was an atmosphere of rush panic 
about it which was fatal to deliberation. 
Both the Western Premiers were fright- 
ened and intimidated by a scowling, 
gesticulating dictator whose legions 
waited his word to march into war. 

The change which has taken place in 
the position occupied by Russia has com- 

pletely transformed the situation. Rus- 
sia was not present at the Munich talks. 
Hitler would have popped off with rage 
had any one suggested that she should 
be consulted. Chamberlain never wanted 
her. Although France had signed a pact 
with her to defend Czecho-Slovakia, if 
and when the latter was attacked, Dala- 
dier was in the hands of the French 
Right, who would have nothing to do 
with a Bolshevik government. That is 
the origin of the present tragedy. 

Now Russia is in, at the request of the 
German government, and she could not 
be excluded from the conference. Prance 
and ourselves are not challenging her 
conquests. Russia can therefore afford 
to be impartial in her treatment of the 
true Poland, which is now occupied by 
German troops. A puppet state which 
would be merely the creature of German 

I 

Nazi-ism would not suit Soviet Russia. 
A free Poland would be a government by 
peasants and workers. 

It is true Mussolini was present at 
Munich at our invitation, but it was 
clear that he was there to help Hitler. 
The famous chortling photograph of the 
two dictators shows that they had ar- 

rived at a thorough understanding of 
the part Mussolini was to play in cajol- 
ing the Western Premiers into surrender. 
There is some evidence that II Duce is 
in a different mood now. 

There are three other elements which 
did not exist then which would be con- 
ducive to the success of a genuine con- 
ference. The first is that Britain and 
Prance have shown they are no longer 
frightened of facing the terrible conse- 
quences of war in a struggle to put an 
end to the aggressions of Hitlerism. The 
second is the intervention of Russia. 
The third is the possibility that the 
United States of America'might be in- 
duced to attend a conference summoned 
on a broad basis to consider, not merely 
the boundaries of Poland and Czecho- 
slovakia, tjht the wider issue of the 
surest way to Insure permanent peace 
in the world. 
(Copyrltht. lose, to United Feature Syndicate. 

Inc. Reproduction in whole or in pert pro- 
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Stalin Prefers to March Alone 
Following Marx’s Doctrine, He, Has Struck With Hitler—Temporarily 

By Raymond P. Brandt. 

Hitler vs. Stalin 
Chancellor Hitler, in “Mein 

Kampf,” wrote: 
"We must never forget that the 

regents of present-day Russia are 
common blood-stained criminals; 
that here is the scum of humanity, 
which, favored by conditions in, a 

tragic hour, overran a great state, 
butchered and rooted out millions 
of its leading intellects with savage 
bloodthirstiness, and for nearly 10 
years has exercised the most fright- 
ful regime of tyranny of all time. 
Nor must we forget that these rulers 
belong to a nation which combines 
a rare mixture of bestial horror 
with an inconceivable gift of lying, 
and today more than ever before 
believes itself called upon to impose 
its bloody oppression on the whole 
world. 

“We must not forget that the in- 
ternational Jew, who today rules 
Russia absolutely, sees in Germany, 
not an ally, but a state marked for 
the same destiny. 

“But one does not conclude a 
treaty with some one whqse sole in- 
terest is the destruction of his 
partner. Above all, one does not 
make them with parties to whom 
no treaty would be sacred, since they 
inhabit this world, not as the ad- 
vocates of honor and truthfulness, 
but as the advocates of lying, de- 
ceit, theft, rapine and plundering. 
If anybody thinks of going into 
treaty ties with parasites, this re- 
sembles a tree's efforts to conclude 
to its own advantage an agreement 
with a mistletoe.” 

—— I. I 
when he declares that “Stalin, as his 
biography proves, has never been far- 
seeing. except on the vulgar plane of 
personal relationship when preservation 
of his power was at stake.” This lack of 
foresight or “long view” can hardly ap- 
ply to the man who put over the succes- 
sive and fairly successful Five-Year 
Plans, who developed Trotsky’s program 
for collectivization of agriculture and is 
now engaged in the dangerous adventure 
of trying to restore the Baltic provinces, 
indirectly at least, to the homeland. 

Distorted though it is, the picture 
painted by Souvarine, with its rich 
background of historical and personal 
incidents, does bring out many of the 
Stalin characteristics. An understand- 
ing of these attributes and Stalin’s i 
peculiarly cold-blooded, cynical methods 
gives an understanding of the events of 
the past few years, even the past few 
weeks. 

As listed by Souvarine, Stalin's funda- 
mental characteristics are: First, a 
“will to power” disproportionate to the 
“will to know,” ignoring various forms 
of intellectual activity: second, a narrow 

realism, efficacious within strict limits, 
a temper of mind inherited from his 
peasant ancestors: third, a religious edu- 
cation overlaid with a travesty of Marx- 
ism consisting of elementary formulas 
learned by heart like a catechism, and 
finally, an oriental dexterity in intrigue, 
unscrupulousness, lack of sensitiveness in 
personal relations and scorn of men and 
of human life. 

It is difficult if not impossible for a 

non-Communist American to understand 
a ruler like Stalin, who has lived all 
his'life in an unfamilar and seemingly 
contradictory country such as Russia. 
Souvarine, an intellectual Marxist with 
a European background, has been able 
to trace in Stalin's adventurous career 
from his, birth in the Georgian village 
of Gori in 1879 to his present absolutism 
in the Kremlin, the crimson thread of 
a conspirator who has used revolutionary 
tactics to build up his personal power. 
The most understandable American 
comparison, if it can be imagined, is 
that of a successful political boss im- 
bued with a fanatical religious urge to 
remake his country, or the world, to 
his own pattern. 

A True Revolutionary. 
Stalin is a true revolutionary in the 

Cromwell, Robespierre and Lenin tradi- 
tions. Hitler and Mussolini were brought 
to the top by crises, just as Napoleon 
rose from the French Revolution. Stalin 
became a revolutionary when he was 17 
years old, a student in the Orthodox 
Theological Seminary at Tiflis, where his 
mother had enrolled him in the hope he 
would become a priest. (It is a curious 
coincidence that Hitler's mother wanted 
him to be a pastor.) By the time Stalin 
w'as 19 he was accepted as a revolution- 
ary apprentice, first known as Sosso and 
later as Koba. He did not take the name 

Stalin, meaning “steel,” until much later 
in his career. His course in his earlier 
years, according to Souvarine, consisted 
of staying in the background, even when 
his lieutenant, Kamo, was robbing the 
state bank treasury van of $170,000 to 
supply funds for the underground activi- 
ties of the Social Democratic party. Yet 
his connection with this affair was so 

close that he was temporarily expelled 
from the organization. 

mis expropriation occurred in 1907. 
By that time he already had a police rec- 

ord for revolutionary activity. He had 
been imprisoned in 1902 for organizing 
a workers’ demonstration in Batum and 
in 1903 he was exiled to Eastern Siberia 
for three years. He escaped the next 
year and returned to his revolutionary 
activity He was able to avoid arrest for 
the next four years, but in 1908 was 

again exiled for three years. Again he 
escaped the following year and returned 
to Southern Russia, where he was re- 
arrested and sentenced to six ““years. 
Within a year he escaped and went to 
St. Petersburg, where he was arrested 
after a few months’ liberty and sent tor 
the Vologda province for another three 
years. He escaped against within the 
year and was exiled again in 1912. Guard 
over political prisoners was light and 
he again escaped. 

During a brief interval of freedom in 
the latter part of 1912 and the early 
part of 1913 he was able to direct the 
Bolshevik campaign for a State Duma 
(Parliament) and to be an editor of two 
revolutionary journals. But he was ar- 
rested in March, lt>13, and sent to a 

prison camp within the Arctic Circle. 
This time he was unable to gain his 
freedom until February. 1917, after the 
first provisional government had over- 
thrown the monarchy. 

These yean of underground Russian 
activity explain much of Stalin’s later 
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“Strike together but march sepa- 
rately.” 

This was the posthumous Instruction 
of Karl Marx, successfully followed by 
Lenin in the Russian Revolution. It is 
today the ruthless strategy of Joseph 
Stalin in expanding the Soviet Union's 
domination over Eastern Poland, Es- 
tonia, Latvia and Lithuania, with the 
prospect that he*will try to extend it to 
Finland, Sweden and Norway. 

Lenin joined with former enemies to 
snatch control of the St. Petersburg gov- 
ernment, but when his Bolsheviks had 
obtained the upper hand he returned to 
his lone-wolf tactics and later annihi- 
lated his temporary allies. Stalin has 
joined Adolf Hitler for the control of 
Eastern Europe. How will he treat Hitler. 
and Germany if he reaches his ob- 
jectives in the Baltic countries? Will he 
turn then to Russia's neighbors on the 
Black Sea, demanding the return of 
Bessarabia from Rumania and the con- 
trol of the Dardanelles from Turkey? 
Will he attempt to communize the rest 
of Europe? His character, his personal 
his ton-, his political philosophy all indi- 
cate that the Stalin-Hitler rapproche- 
ment cannot long endure. The entente 
will continue as long as Stalin finds it 
profitable. In the past he has joined 
with others if such a move was to his 
advantage; when he could he has 
marched separately, distrustful of all. 

Ardent Communists have already 
deified Stalin, the son of a peasant cob- 
bler, as “the most powerful man on our 

planet.” He is the absolute master of 
170.000,000 people, courted yet feared by 
every government in Europe. He is the 
only modern ruler accountable to no one 
—an overwhelmingly superior position in 
present-day politics of force and threats 
of force. 

An snifnu tven in Russia. 
It is popular, even in Russia, to call 

Stalin an enigma. Until the 1917 revo- 
lution he was merely one of Lenin's 
trusted “professional revolutionaries,” 
and there was a time when even the 

I founder of Bolshevism could not recall 
Stalin's family name of Djugasvili. Until 
Stalin drove Trotsky into exile in 1928 
he was barely known to the outside 
world except to those Communists who 
had learned of his great influence as 
general secretary of the Russian party. 

At last a book has appeared in Eng- 
lish which strips much of the mystery 
from Stalin and the Communist move- 
ment. It is Boris Souvarine’s “Stalin,” 
a 676-page, well-documented but preju- 
diced study of the Red Czar of All the 
Russias. Despite its bitter bias against 
Stalin in favor of Trotsky, it must be ac- 

cepted as the most complete single book 
in English about the most extraordinary- 
revolutionary figure of recent times. 

Souvarine, a founder of the French 
Communist Party and a former member 
of the Executive Committee of the Com- 
munist International, writes with au- 

thority, and sometimes with first-hand 
knowledge, of the epochal events which 
shook the world more than two decades 
ago and have placed the implacable 
Stalin in a position where he alone was 

able to determine whether the power and 
resources of Soviet Russia would be at 
the disposal of its former enemy, Nazi 
Germany, or of its new but suspicious 
friends, Great Britain and France. 

Only a Communist could have painted 
with such infinite detail the ideological 
controversies, personal intrigues, intra- 
and-inter-party battles which led to 
Stalin's subjugation of his associates and 
exile or execution of his enemies. The 
portrait is so gruesome that it defeats its 
manifest purpose, particularly when it 
derides Stalin's intellectual powers, gives 
him little or no credit for the effective 
steps taken to further education among 
the masses, and asserts that the 1935 
constitution was merely a “vast diver- 
sion" to camouflage the “atrocious re- 

pression” which was to follow. 
Nor is the French writer convincing 
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actions when he came into power with 
Lenin. He had been Lenin’s trusted 
agent in Russia, and from Lenin he 
got his ideas, his enthusiasm and tech- 
nique. 

Human Life Cheap to Him. 

Stalin’s disregard for NQman life is 
incomprehensible to a Western European 
or an American. This undoubtedly comes 
from his early abject poverty and his 
experience in the Russian prison camps. 

The irrepressible Lady Astor during a 

sojourn in Moscow asked Stalin: “How 
long are you going on killing people?’’ 

“As long as it is necessary,” the dic- 
tator replied. 

This was before the 1933 famine, in 
which millions died in order that Stalin's 
farm collectivization program could be 
carried through, and before the "purges” 
and “trials” which rid Stalin of his ac- 
tual and potential political rivals. , 

Souvarine recounts in detail the esti- 
mates made of the deaths resulting from 
the 1933 famine and the havoc wrought 
in the army by the killing of Marshal 
Tukhachevsky and other ranking mili- 
tary leaders, all "heroes of the civil war,” 
and the possessors of many Soviet deco- 
rations. 

The few American correspondents who 
have interviewed Stalin have been im- 
pressed by his knowledge of everyday 
Russian conditions as well as by his 
grasp of international affairs. It would 
be ill-informed or wishful thinking to 
accept the Trotsky and Souvarine thesis 
that Stalin is of low intellectual caliber, 
and that he reached his present emi- 
nence only through cold-blooded cun- 
ning. His thinking is ruthless, but it is 
fast, and it has given him control of the 
Eastern Baltic without a battle. If the 
war against Hitlerism continues he will 
be in a strategic position to extend his 
influence around the Black Sea and into 
the Balkans. 

By striking with Hitler for territory 
but marching separately ideologically, 
Stalin has restored territory to Russia 
taken away after the World War. His 
Red Army in Eastern Poland has already 
aided in the breaking up of the large 
estates for the benefit of the peasants. 
By securing naval bases in Estonia, 
Latvia and Lithuania he is protecting 
Russia from a possible future attack by 
Germany via Leningrad, which was vul- 
nerable by water in the last war. By 
occupying the southern border of Po- 
land touching on Rumania he has ap- 
parently blocked Germany s ambition to 
reach the Black Sea. 

Wtiy did Stalin join with Hitler when 
Great Britain and France were trying 
to negotiate a military alliance with 
him? The implication of Souvarine's 
study, which was written before the pres- 
ent European war, is that such a move 

would be in keeping with Stalin's greed 
for personal power. 

Stalin said he rejected the British- 
French alliance because Soviet Russia 
refused to be the catspaw of other na- 
tions. Stalin has a long memory, and 
he never forgets or forgives. Poland 
opposed the Russian-British-French al- 
liance insofar as it would permit Rus- 
sian troops on Polish soil; Estonia, Lat- 
via and Lithuania objected to the Rus- 
sian proposal that the major entente 
decide for itself whether the sovereignty 
of any of these smaller nations was 

threatened by the Nazis. Stalin has now 
acquired old territory, which he would 
not have received from a democratic 
alliance, and he has taught the smaller 
nations a lesson. 

The “Long View” Differs. 
• This, like Trotsky's, may be the “short 
view.” According to revolutionary “long 
view,” it would be to the Communists' 
advantage to have Europe in a long wav, 
with the subsequent economic and po- 
litical weakening of Germany, Great 
Britain and France, so that at the oppor- 
tune time Stalinism would replace Nazi- 
ism and democracy. 

He has now reached a pinnacle where 
he can disregard the wishes of the Rus- 
sian masses. By his absolute control of 
all means of propaganda, his merciless 
police system and his command of the 
army, he can take the “short view” or 
the “long view” as the .occasion demands, 
regardless of the proletariat. Now 
events rather than papular opinion are 
the determining factors. So far he 
has been the only gainer from the in- 
vasion of Poland. If war continues, he 
may be the only eventual winner. His 
career demonstrates that he has been 
quick to take advantage of events and 
to gain his end through the weaknesses 
of his enemies—and associates. His 
old observation holds: 

“No revolution can be made with silk 
gloves.” 

Gas Masks Make Women 
Forget Handbags 

LONDON 040.—London’s lost property 
office reports receipt of large numbers of 
women’s handbags. Official explanation 
is that a woman in ordinary circum- 
stances never forgets her handbag. Now 
she has to carry a gas mask as well as a 

bag aha dings to the mask and forgets 
the bag. / 
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Neutrality Debate’s Lack of Fire 
Belies Its Deadly Seriousness 

Appeal to Mass Emotion Is Withheld by Fact 
Result Is Known, Like Play With 

Foregone Denouement 
By Richard L. Stokes. 

A river with an almost unruffled sur- 

face of calm, urbanity and apparent in- 
difference, but with an undercurrent of 
deadly seriousness—this is perhaps the 
best analogy available for the < Senate’s 
general debate on neutrality, which has 
been in progress for two weeks and will 
probably continue a week or so longer. 

Senator Alben W. Barkley, Democrat, 
of Kentucky, majority leader, has pro- 
nounced it to be "one of the most mo- 
mentous debates in the history of the 
Senate," although In recent years this 
has included such epic and thrilling bat- 
tles as the contest over the entrance of 
the United States into the League of Na- 
tions and that involving the reconstitu- 
tion of the Supreme Court. With an ac- 

companying uproar of headlines and 
radio, the discussion has been described 
as one which may affect not merely the 
outcome of the European war but the 
destiny of every inhabitant of the globe. 

Despite the fateful issues involved, or 

perhaps for that very reason, the pro- 
ceedings thus far have been notable for 
an absence of dramatic staging and ap- 
peal to mass emotion. The performance 
has lacked nearly every element of 
“show," "theater” and "spectacle.” Con- 
sidering what the Nazi Bamum, Dr. 
Goebbels, could have made of a similar 
situation, some observers have remarked 
with pride on what they term demo- 
cratic restraint, dignity and homely sin- 
rprit.v 

But there are factors less lofty which 
enter the picture. Most Senators have 
considered the problem too weighty for 
extemporaneous discussion, and have re- 
sorted to the mimeograph for the prepa- 
ration of long and set addresses. How- 
ever invaluable these may become in the 
eyes of history, they are droned out in 
the voices of readers rather than orators, 
with few changes of inflection and al- 
most no gestures. Interruptions from 
other Senators, most of them also with 
prepared speeches in their pockets, are 
brief and infrequent. 

The Denouement Is Too Visible. 
Another mechanical invention, the 

radio, has helped to rob the proceedings 
of histrionic suspense and surprise. The 
views of most of the leaders had been 
broadcast prior to their utterance on the 
Senate floor, often in the form of sum- 
maries of their future addresses. Finally, 
repeal of the arms embargo and victory 
for the administration had been fore- 
shadowed from the beginning, and be- 
came certain with a vote of 62 to 26 
rejecting a motion of Senator Charles 
W. Tobey. Republican, of New Hamp- 
shire, which would have isolated the em- 

bargo from other sections of the bill. 
Thus the play's denouement, which dram- 
atists always seek to withhold as an 

exciting uncertainty, some days ago 
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emerged as a foregone conclusion. 
A typical session was that of last 

Wednesday, when Senator Bennett 
Champ Clark, the only Democrat among 
the four anti-administration leaders in 
the debate, read a scholarly three-hour 
address. The scene was the hall which 
has served as Senate chamber since be- I 
fore the Civil War. 

The session was to begin at noon, and 
until 15 minutes previous the floor, with i 
its four curving tiers of glistening brown 
seats and benches, was deserted save for 
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clerks and pages. But the galleries 
were already filled with spectators, about 
twice as many women as men, and queues 
of others waiting were visible througn 
the doors. Only the diplomatic gallery, 
opposite the Vice President's chair, was 

empty. Suddenly, at a moment's notice, 
it was filled. But not with diplomats or 

their families, who had long since given 
up the performance as a "poor show 
Into their reserved precincts doorkeepers 
admitted an overflow of tourists. Not 
one visitor of celebrity was observed to I 
be present. 

The first member to arrive was Sen- j 
ator Arthur H. Vandenberg of Michigan, 
leader of the anti-administration forces i 
and perhaps the foremost Republican 
candidate for the presidential nomina- 
tion. His iron-gray hair was ruffled up 
at the rear litoe an oriflamme, dark eyes 
blazed through spectacles and his jaws 
champed at a rapid and steady pace on 

a wad of gum. Senator Barkley, who 
followed, also chewed gum, at a more 

languid tempo. Then came the new 

Senator from Kentucky, A. B. ("Happy”) 
Chandler, resplendent among his soberly 
clad colleagues in a tan linen suit and 
white and brown oxfords. The fixed 
beam of his smile was visible for yards 
and his laugh, professionally hearty, 
rang across the floor. 

The Others Take Their Time. 
Other Senators strolled in. unhurried 

and tranquil—Millard E. Tydings of 
Maryland, with his bronzed and satur- 
nine grin; Hiram W. Johnson of Cali- 
fornia, who sat with hands folded across 
his stomach, as impressive as Buddha; 
W. Warren Barbour of New Jersey, with 
the brawny shoulders of a former pugil- 
ist; William E. Borah of Idaho, with 
leonine head and tripping steps; dapper 
Charles L. McNary of Oregon, the minor- 
ity leader; pontifical Walter P. George 
of Georgia, and Edward R. Burke of Ne- 
braska, with an ecclesiastic's visage. At 
each entrance there was a ruffle of 
leaflets in the gallery. The visitors were 

provided with charts Identifying each 
Senator by his seat. 

Suddenly Vice President Gamer was 

standing on the steps of his dais, and 
with three faint taps of the gavel called 
the session to order. The Sage of Uvalde 
stood with bent head while the Rev. 
Ze Barney T. Phillips said a prayer, 
mounted his seat until a few routine mo- 
tions were disposed of and then called 
it a day. Summoning Senator Barbour 
to take his place, the Vice President van- 
ished from the chamber. There were 

perhaps 30 Senators present, but the 
pealing of a bell, announcing a roll call, 
mustered about 50 more, many of whom 
promptly retired after answering to their 
names. 

Senator Clark was one of the last to ar- 
rive. A reading stand had been placed 
on his desk, with an formidable pile of 
manuscript. Beside it sat a secretary 
in charge of a hillock of reference books. 
The Missourian plunged at once into his 
address, speaking in a clear and carrying 
but moderately pitched voice, with few 
tnfloctione, Hie only gesture was an oc- 
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casional jerk of the head to stress a 

point. 
The attitudes of his listeners were re- 

vealing. Senator James J. Davis, Re- 
publican, of Pennsylvania moved across 

to the Democratic side and sat directly 
under Clark, gazing upward with a wor- 

shipful expression. But after a few min- 
utes of this flattering attention, he quiet- 
ly arose and stole out of the chamber. 
Senator Henry Cabot Lodge, Jr., improved 
the occasion to sign a great stack of cor- 

respondence, and then read the Con- 
gressional Record. Senator Borah ran 

through a pile of newspaper clippings, 
marking passages with a pencil. 

Statesmen at Work. 
Senator John H. Bankhead of Ala- 

bama perused a magazine, and Senator 
George buried himself in a newspaper. 
Senator Truman of Missouri chatted in 
turn with Representatives John J. Coch- 
ran and Orville Zimmermann, both from 
Missouri, and who wandered in from the 
House. Senator Sherman Minton of In- 
diana endlessly polished his glasses. Sen- 
ator Robert A. Taft of Ohio, a latecomer, 
dashed over to a divan against the wall 
for a long and smiling conversation with 
former Senator James E. Watson of In- 
diana. 

Absorbed in thought, with fmgers on 
brow, cheek or chin, sat Senators Bur- 
ton K. Wheeler of Montana, Carl A. 
Hatch of New Mexico and Kenneth Mc- 
Kellar of Tennessee. Senator John H. 
Overton of Louisiana, one of Senator 
Clark's few Democratic allies in the neu- 
trality fight, lifted a frequent hand to 
conceal his yawns. Senator Key Pitt- 
man of Nevada, chairman of the Foreign 
Relations Committee and leader of the 
administration forces in the debate, 
pored over a stack of reference books. 

There was constant motion on the 
floor of Senators changing from one 
seat to another and strolling in and out 
of the chamber, with so much conversa- 

tion that more than once a point of order 
was made that there was no order. The 
public galleries were quiet and undemon- 
strative, with an air of patience rather 
than interest. But there were long rows 
of standees. The press gallery was al- 
most deserted, save for news associa- 
tion reporters. Dozens of correspondents, 
who had been supplied with copies of 
Senator Clark's speech in advance, talked 
shop and smoked in the press room be- 
hind the gallery. 

As lunch hour approached, one was re- 
minded of Haydn's "Farewell" symphony, 
in which the orchestra players one by 
one turn out the lamps on their desks 
and depart. One after another, the Sen- 
ators unobtrusively disappeared, until 
only a handful were left. Now and then 
Senator Clark showed signs of fatigue 
or distress, whereupon Senator Sheridan 
Downey of California, assuming the role* 
of good Samaritan, made a point of order 
of no quorum and demanded a roll call. 
This enabled the speaker, without los- 
ing his turn, to sit down and rest, or even 
to vanish for several minutes into the 
cloakroom. 

A Little Life Later On. 
As the afternoon wore on, the floor 

again gradually filled, not only with Sen- 
ators but with Representatives, released 
by the usual daily adjournment of the 
House. Visible among a score or so 
others were Representative Sol Bloom of 
New York, chairman of the House For- 
eign Affairs Committee, and Represent- 
atiev Jessie Sumner, Republican, of Il- 
linois. known as “the belle of the House.* 

There were one or two flashes of ani- 
mation. Senator Burke once interrupted 
to say that his mind was “in very grave 
and open doubt” of the correctness of 
Clark's assertion that the War Depart- 
ment is planning to appoint and train 
local draft boards. “That, I have ob- 
served. is usually the condition of the 
Senator from Nebraska,” retorted Sena- 
tor Clark swiftly, and there was a ripple 
of laughter. And at the end, having 
finished with his manuscript, the speaker 
advanced from his place, raised his voice, 
and launched into the gestures and ac- 
cents of unpremeditated speech. “I will 
never, never, never vote,” he exclaimed 
dramatically, “to send American boys 
abroad to die in other peoples’ quarrels!” 

Then a half dozen of Senator Clark's 
supporters in the debate went over to 
shake his hand and murmur congratu- 
lations. The speech had been one of 
the most powerful of his career, but no 
administration Senator took the trouble 
to answer his indictment. It had prob- 
ably changed not a single vote. Most 
of the Senators had made up their 
minds before the debate started two 

The apparent lack of excitement re- 
garding Senator Clark's address on the 
part of his colleagues was not; nor was 
intended to be, any reflection upon the 
Missourian, for whose intellectual at- 
tainments and sincerity they have the 
deepest respect. The scene has been 
described merely as a characteristic in- 
stance of the doldrums into which the 
neutrality debate has fallen. The pic- 
ture was repeated Jhe next day, when 
Senator William J. Bulow of South 
Dakota read an inaudible address, and 
Senator Robert M. La Follette, Jr., of 
Wisconsin labored doggedly through a 
written speech that would fill two news- 
paper pages. And so, to all present ap- 
pearance, the proceedings will continue, 
until such time as they are brought, to 
end by a vote which will be little more 
than a formality. 

Hitler Outguesses 
German Generals 
By the Associated Press. 

It is generally accepted that Hitler 
moved into the demilitarized Rhineland 
four years ago in violation of the advice 
of his army executives. They thought 
France would fight. They were wrong. 
Hitler was right. 

The same thing happened in Austria. 
The generals were wrong again. 

Even Field Marshal Hermann Wilhelm 
Goering, No. 2 Nazi, was surprised and, 
dismayed at the sudden move last spring 
into the rest of Czecho-Slovakla. Marshal 
Goering and the generals were wrong. 
Nobody made a fight about it. 

Hitler was right again about the 
speedy success of the drive through Po- 
land. Again, reports here indicate, acme 
of his generals had been 

A 


