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Leader

Why Do the 1930s Seem So Familiar?

e know the pictures, and some of us still

have the memories. The dilapidated

wooden house and barn on the prairie, a
family standing in front in workworn clothes and
careworn faces, watching the soil blow away. Wel-
come to the 1930s.

As Compass has progressed with its retrospective
on the twentieth century, of which this issue is part
four, we have discovered that there is a depressing
aspect to looking at this century’s history. For there
is much about the 1930s that does not seem unfa-
miliar to us in the 1990s. The dustbowl was a mas-
sive ecological and human disaster. Human beings
simply did not know, and maybe did not care
about, how to accomplish human purposes within
the constraints and demands of the natural world.

The Great Depression revealed that we really
did not know how the economy worked either—or
if any did know, they did not succeed in getting it
to do what it should. Around the world millions on
millions of unemployed, working poor, hoboes and
homeless were victims of an economic system
whose taste for human sacrifice seemed insatiable.

There were wars, revolutions, massacres and the
like going on all over the world, but they did not real-
ly lie heavy on Canadian minds. The only exception,
perhaps, was Spain, where young idealists (including
Dr. Norman Bethune with his mobile blood transfu-
sion unit) challenged the American and Canadian
governments’ tacit support of a right-wing regime.

This was the decade of Hitler and Mussolini,
who gained immense popularity in their countries
and beyond with the conviction that their states
and their peoples had a manifest destiny, which jus-
tified militarism, expansionism and a rather dis-
tasteful self-righteousness in their quest to impose
their version of a “New World Order.”

The familiarity of all these aspects of the thirties is
a bit discouraging. And even facing the stark lack of
real change and progress in our world over the past
sixty years, our society’s structures and rhetoric seem
to presume that our living standards are going to get
better and better, that our economy can continue to
expand, that we have within our reach a new world
order of peace and harmony, and that our relentless
pursuit of technology, control and power will allow us
to solve our problems. Perhaps as we look at a rather
unhappy decade in our past, we might recognize
these illusions that we still carry for what they are.

Moments of progress in the 1930s were not writ
as large as the decade’s catastrophes, but they were
genuine nonetheless. Compass looks at these too,
possible sources of hope and guidance for the pur-

 suit of real progress today. Moses Coady and Jimmy

Tompkins proposed to the fishers and farmers of
eastern Nova Scotia a program of education, self-
help and cooperation. The Antigonish Movement
allowed hundreds of impoverished communities to
take “mastery of their own destiny.” Dorothy Day
and Peter Maurin opened houses of hospitality for
the homeless and started a radical Catholic paper
in New York. Emmanuel Mounier assembled a
movement that developed a progressive Catholic al-
ternative to both capitalism and communism.

Many of the problems faced in the 1930s were
solved, or at least shelved for a while, by the out-
break of the Second World War. In our decade, fac-
ing similarly intractable difficulties in creating a
just, peaceful and sustainable human world, we
might hope for a less drastic resolution. Moses
Coady, Dorothy Day and other figures of commit-
ment, faith and integrity may yet prove the more
enduring legacy of the dirty thirties.¢-

—Martin Royackers
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Letters

OF MOUNTAINS

AND TELESCOPES
I echo a heading in Points (Com-
pass, November/December 1992)
and think, “Yes indeed, Lord, that I
may see what really are the facts
about the Vatican Observatory’s
new telescope project.” Foritisnot
a “huge” buta moderate 1.8-metre
telescope that is in question; it is
placed noton “top” butdown from
a subsidiary peak of Big Seated
Mountain (and the nearby White
Mountain Apaches have ski runs
down from subsidiary peaks of their
Sacred Mountain); and for some
time there have been radio towers
on another subsidiary peak, with
no objection from the neighbour-
ing Apaches.

While the misapprehensions of
the quoted novelist, Tony Hiller-
man, may be excused, it is a won-
der the editors of “A Jesuit Jour-
nal” did not take the trouble to
consult their fellow Jesuits who are
on the spotas to the veracity of the
accusations. Since the editors
would seem to prefer the Big Seat
of Judgement to the professional
reporting of facts, other readers
might also join me in welcoming
some indication that this is not so.

Christopher J. Corbally SJ
Vatican Advanced Technology
Telescope Project Scientist
Tucson, Ariz.
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Compass Cryptic Number 33
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34 (35 36
37
38 39
Across

Masseur hides in the shrubbery. (6)
Demanding like a tyrant. (6)

Iteris declined to form the Roman
way, in church for example. (4)
Teetotaller in the middle of break-
ing free of the restraint. (6)

Fast spring days temporarily given. (4)
Bird that’s “poetic”. (5)

Spring forward; fall back as an after-
thought. (3)

Wind up the silver train. (4)

Two Nazi organizations together
give defiant childish response. (4)
Three letters in a row, sent to Alberta
postal code, by air for example. (7)
Wild trip gets publicity in the dio-
cese. (5)

23. I hear that they skip a meal because
it’s foggy. (5)

25. The person who is underhanded in
case of a fall. (7)

28. Previously over the Anglican
church. (4)

30. Love’s pain requited. (4)

31. What's left from the duck could
make a meal. (3)

32. An eco-disaster at sea. (5)

34. Following the sexton, going on in
the opposite direction. (4)

36. Lie about the tree. (6)

37. Gets free from a great barrier. (4)

38. Energy times ten over time is the for-
mula for the distance. (6)

39. Pour me port for the time being. (3,3)

Down

Small official with an almost gigantic
safety zone. (6)

Swings a belt at the rumble. (6)
Always right the night before. (4)
Was sick at seeing the advertisement
around Orleans, for example. (5)
Stem the decreasing print with a
gun. (4)

Know a hundred that drop out from
a twisted neck. (3)

Brief Hellenic relaxation could oil
the wheels. (6)

A tropical season is spent in lying in
the sunbeam. (5)

The only Russian not subject to the
surreal arts. (4)

Somehow does up the bogus begin-
ning. (6)

Plain going out east? Just the oppo-

site. (6)

18. Love to mete out ham. (5)

19. Stud poker first to the card room. (5)

22. The miserable wretch is buried on
his back amid lavender azaleas. (5)

23. A good reason to transfer it back to
the centre. (6)

24. The view of the hospitalized cat? (4)

26. The dire strait of Van Gogh for ex-
ample. (6)

27. High regard for Triple E Senate taking
majority, initially with confusion. (6)

29. Eight people receive the Order of
Canada in the east on a holiday. (5)

32. Steers out of the centre of the air. (4)

33. The French-born open all right,
then close. (4)

35. Itsounded like a human activity be-
fore. (3)

The prize for Compass Cryptic #32 was Negotiating with a Sovereign Quebec , edited by
Daniel Drache and Roberto Perin. It was won by Bruce Henry of Guelph, Ontario.

The prize for the first correct solution drawn of Compass Cryptic #33 will be

Preston. Manning and the Reform Party by Murray Dobbin, compliments of
Goodread Biographies. Answers must be received by March 25.
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Points

ROMANCING THE MYSTERY
Elliott MacGuigan ] in theology
class: “It is not my intention
here to try to ‘eff’ the ineffable.”

THERE YOU HAVE IT
—ALL EFFD

Newsweek: What is it about
bondage and S&M that’s inter-
esting to you?
Madonna: I don’t know, maybe
it’s my Catholic upbringing.
When I was growing up, there
were certain things that people
did for penance; I know people
that slept on coat hangers or
kneeled on uncooked rice on the
floor, and prayed for hours. And
for me as a child, I think some-
how things got really mixed up.
There was some ecstasy involved
in that.

And the whole thing of crucifi-
xion—a lot of that, the idea of
being tied up. It’s surrendering
yourself to someone. I'm fasci-
nated by it. I mean, there’s a lot of
pain-equals-pleasure in the Cath-
olic Church. And that is also asso-
ciated with bondage and S&M.

CULTURAL POLICY
When I hear anyone talk of Cul-
ture, I reach for my revolver.

—Hermann Géring, 1934

RELIGIOUS POLICY
The pope! How many divisions
has he got?
—Joseph Stalin, 1935

WALK THE TALK
Modern men and women listen
more willingly to witnesses than
to teachers, and if they do listen
to teachers, it is because they
are witnesses.

—Pope Paul VI,
Evangelii Nuntiandi

SOCRATES SAYS “INDEED!”
Neil Postman: “Ignorance is correc-
tible, but what shall we do if we
take ignorance to be knowledge?”

AND THAT MAN WAS
ADOCTOR
We are selling bread at the price
of jewels. Let us redefine medi-
cal ethics: not as a code of pro-
fessional etiquette between doc-
tors, but as a code of fundamen-
tal morality and justice between
people and medicine.
—Norman Bethune

Z,Y,X,W...
Brian Gore, Irish Columban
priest in the Philippines: “Jesus
taught the adults and patted the
children on the head. We teach
the children and pat the adults
on the head.”

TIGHTROPES FOR
ELEPHANTS?
A.W. Richard Sipe: “I am going
to say it again and again: The
church demands celibacy, but
does not train for it.”

IN THE DEPTHS
In the real dark night of the
soul it is always three o’clock in
the morning.
—F. Scott Fitzgerald,
The Crack-Up, 1936

—o<ro—

“Points” welcomes small, inter-
esting items from readers. If we
use yours, you will get a one-year
subscription to Compass for your-
self or a friend.
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THE THIRTIES

From Stock Market Crash to Phony War

years of pain, suffering and turmoil. They were
bitter years not only because of the misery of the
Great Depression but also because of what they led to:
the unprecedented scale of death and destruction in
the Second World War. Six developments dominated
the decade, at least in the northern half of the world:
¢ the Great Depression;
® Roosevelt’s New Deal in the United States;
¢ the rise of Nazi Germany;
e the accelerated industrialization of the Soviet
Union and the consolidation of Stalin’s tyranny, cul-
minating in the massive purges;
* Japanese economic penetration and military expan-
sion in Asia;
¢ the march to World War II.

I \or millions of people, the 1930s were mainly

The Great Depression and the New Deal

The Great Depression began with the stock market
crash of 1929. It got worse in Europe when several big
banks failed. Production and prices in all countries
fell, and unemployment soared. Factory gates closed.
There were bread lines, soup kitchens and wide-
spread hunger while at the same time, for want of
markets, farmers burned their crops or ploughed

ing the budget. When nominated in July 1932, Roo-
sevelt had said, “I pledge you, I pledge myself, to a
New Deal for the American people.” At his inaugura-
tion, his voice rang out, “The only thing we have to
fear is fear itself.”

Once the banking system had been saved, recov-
ery and reform got under way. First of all came
relief—not generous, but less stingy than before.
Then came the National Recovery Act for industry
and the Agricultural Adjustment Act to rescue farm-
ers. The Civilian Conservation Corps gave young
unemployed men fresh country air, plenty to eatand
useful work in conservation, reforestation and other
projects. A public works program was begun, under
which bridges, tunnels and dams that became Amer-
ican landmarks were built. The Tennessee Valley
Authority was established and began its work of rec-
lamation, building dams and supplying cheap elec-
tricity under public ownership.

The National Youth Administration helped thou-
sands of students continue their education. Later
came public housing, a first in North America al-
though by then commonplace in Europe, and the
Works Progress Administration, which built schools,
libraries and health clinics and gave work and oppor-
tunity to artists, writers, actors and teachers. The

them under. The United States =

= Homeowners Loan Corporation

and Germanywere hit the worst.
Most families had only one bread-

Lukin Robinson

gave mortgage relief to more than
a million homeowners, the Se-

<

winner, and neither the U.S. nor
Canada had any unemployment insurance. Munici-
palities, with some help from the provinces and states
(which soon ran out of money), were responsible for
such welfare as there was. People were ashamed of
needing welfare, and the means test the welfare ad-
ministrators required them to undergo was intrusive
and humiliating. Unemploymentat 15 to 20 per cent
or more and lasting for year after year meant some-
thing quite different in terms of poverty and despair
from anything we have known since.

The outcome in the U.S. was the New Deal. Frank-
lin Roosevelt became president of a stricken nation
in March 1933, just when hundreds of banks had
failed and, to save the rest, allwere closed. Ithad been
a terrible winter. President Hoover kept repeating
that prosperity was just around the corner and that
the way to recovery was to restore confidence by
cutting government spending (then only 6 per cent
of GNP compared to 23 per cent today) and balanc-

curities and Exchange Commis-
sion reformed and regulated the stock market, and
the Social Security Act brought unemploymentinsur-
ance and old age pensions.

By 1936, production was up by one third, employ-
ment by 30 per cent and payrolls by 45 per cent, and
Roosevelt was triumphantly reelected. But the next
four years were more difficult. The Supreme Court,
with a majority of conservative old-timers, had de-
clared many New Deal measures unconstitutional.
Roosevelt responded with the idea of appointing up
to six new judges. This “court packing plan” tied up
the Congress in a long and bitter fight, which Roose-
velt eventually lost. However, some of the old-timers
retired and the court soon had a liberal majority.
Nevertheless, itwas a costly interlude which broke the
New Deal’s momentum.

Under the militant leadership of the Congress of
Industrial Organizations, labour began to organize
in mass-production industries. The Wagner Act re-
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quired employers to bargain collectively
with unions of the workers’ choice. But in-
dustry ignored the Act. In 1937, sit-down
strikes forced Ford, General Motors and
U.S. Steel to give in, but others continued
to resist with arms and goons. Labour or-
ganized in Canada also, but it was several
years into the war before we had an equiva-
lent of the Wagner Act.

Also in 1937, recovery unexpectedly
came to a halt. There was a sharp recession,
from which recovery was slow and fitful. Unemploy-
ment at the end of the decade was still around 15 per
cent and GNP no larger than in 1929. Only the war
lifted the economy out of the Depression. Neverthe-
less, the New Deal’s achievements were immense. It
changed the face and spirit of the country, laid the
basis for the welfare state, and gave Roosevelt the
popular support that enabled him to run for an un-
precedented third term and lead the country in the
struggle against Nazi Germany.

Hitler vs. Stalin

Hiter rode to power on the Depression. In May 1928,
the Nazis got 2.6 per cent of the vote; in September
1930, they got 18.3 per cent; and in July 1932, 37.1 per
cent. They never won a majority in a free election.
Hitler was appointed chancellor because the leaders of
the political establishment were stupid, pig-headed
and incompetent. They quarrelled over the sharing of
power, were utterly unable to cope with the Depression
and needed the Nazis to smash the left. On the evening
of his appointment, January 30, 1933, Nazi storm
troopers, their jackboots resounding on the pavement,
paraded by torchlight beneath the Chancellery where
Hitler stood at a window to celebrate the occasion.
Thus began the “midnight of the century.” It ended
twelve years later in utter defeat and infinite shame.
Elections to the Reichstag, the German parliament,
were immediately called. A few days before the elec-
tion, the Nazis set fire to the Reichstag building. They
then used the fire as an excuse for a nationwide crack-
down. All freedom of expression and later of worship
was suppressed. First the Communists, then the Social
Democrats and then the trade unions were outlawed.
Piles of books were burned in the streets; persecution
and outrages against Jews became government policy;
men and women of the highest culture and renown,
including Albert Einstein, fled the country. What were
people to think when the head of the government
screamed abuse and vilification, and the official press
carried the most obscene cartoons and columns of lies,
insults and applause for every act of brutality and

lawlessness, all this in a country hitherto
considered among the most civilized?

. At the same time, vigorous measures of
. economic recovery were undertaken. All
| notions of orthodox finance were swept
| aside. The drilled work brigades, the fa-
mous autobahns and the Olympic Games of
1936 became symbols of Nazi success. Rear-
mament was at first hidden; later it was
publicly celebrated. Hitler was said to have
restored German pride after the humilia-
tion of defeat and the trauma of inflation that had
wiped out middle-class savings. He certainly appealed
to racism, chauvinism and the thirst for revenge.

Facing Germany was Soviet Russia. Throughout the
Cold War and since, Hitler and Stalin have been brand-
ed as two of a kind, with both their regimes defined as
totalitarian. No doubt they were in many dreadful ways
the same. But in the 1930s there were heated debates
and differences of view. Conservatives considered Sta-
lin and the example of socialism in Russia the main
danger, and consequently favoured Nazi Germany.
Liberals and the left increasingly saw Hitler as the
enemy, and overlooked the facts of Stalin’s tyranny.
Hitler eventually settled the issue by one act of aggres-
sion after another, while the Soviet government called
unceasingly for collective resistance.

Soviet industrialization went forward at an extraor-
dinary pace, as one five-year plan followed another.
With enormous effort, untold sacrifice, constant trial
and error and a great deal of waste, the Soviet Union
achieved in years what in other industrial countries had
taken decades. Millions moved from the country to
bursting towns and cities, where they came under the
discipline of factory labour. A new managerial elite was
formed, which ruthlessly enforced its orders. There was
compulsory military service, and a powerful defence
industry was built up. It would be tested to the limit.

Agriculture was collectivized. It was a disaster. Farm
output fell, millions of animals were slaughtered and
there was widespread famine. The facts were officially
denied, and few observers dared to tell the truth. No
help was offered from the West, and it might have been
refused if it had been. Instead, grain exports were
continued, at fire-sale prices, in order to buy machinery
and equipment and hire foreign experts. Collectiviza-
tion imposed without mercy permanently hardened
the regime; it became more repressive and relied in-
creasingly on fear, coercion and the secret police.

The show trials and purges of 1936-38 were the
culmination of this process. Paranoia gripped the
country, and Stalin most of all. Everyone was under
suspicion; no one felt secure. Since the government
refused to acknowledge mistakes and failures, they had
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and hostile agents from abroad.

The trials and purges liquidated
the remaining revolutionaries from
Lenin’s day who did not agree with
Stalin’s policies and methods, as well
as hundreds of thousands of others ~
who for one reason or another or no reason at all
were thought to have allowed even a flicker of doubt
to cross their minds. By sacrificing countless ener-
getic and dedicated people, many of whom were
beginning at last to master their jobs, they set back
the country’s progress and weakened the army. And
they did grave damage to the country’s reputation
abroad. Hitler and his supporters made the most of
this, and appeasement gained ground.

The March to War

The 1930s began with Japan’s invasion of Manchuria in
1981. The League of Nations expressed disapproval
but did nothing, thereby showing its impotence. In
1935 Germany decreed conscription, in defiance of
the Treaty of Versailles. A few months later, the British
government signed a naval agreement with Germany,
foolishly believing that Hitler, having just broken one
treaty, would respect another. That summer, Italy in-
vaded Abyssinia. The League imposed economic sanc-
tions but stopped short of including oil, which might
have made the sanctions effective. In 1936, Hitler sent
his army into the Rhineland, again in defiance of
Versailles. France and Britain did nothing.

The Spanish Civil War broke out in August. Britain
refused to sell arms to the democratically elected Re-
publican government; France, with a Popular Front
government and a socialist as prime minister, did like-
wise. Hitler and Mussolini sent troops and weapons in
abundance to the rebel armies under Franco, includ-
ing pilotsand planes. The bombing of Guernica, made
famous by Picasso, was a milestone in terror from the
air. But Madrid held out. The international brigades,
including 1,400 Canadians in the Mackenzie-Papineau
battalion, fought for the Republic and suffered terrible
casualties. Dr. Norman Bethune broke new ground
and saved many lives by taking his mobile blood trans-
fusion units to the wounded at the front. Soviet Russia
gave what help it could.

In 1937, Japan invaded China. Shanghai was bomb-
ed. The printed picture of a crying child with shredded
clothes sitting in the street was seen by millions. Roose-
velt made his famous Quarantine speech, but public
opinion overwhelmingly favoured American neutrality.

have great consequences: the Long
March of the Communists under Mao
ji|=—— to the northwest of China in 1934-36.

In March 1938, Hitler occupied
Austria and threatened Czechoslova-
kia. The capitulation of Munich fol-

lain, who with his umbrella was the symbol of appease-
ment, proclaimed “peace in our time.” Winston Chur-
chill said, “We have sustained a total and unmitigated
defeat.” Five weeks later, the Nazis celebrated their
triumph with the Kristallnacht,in which ninety-one Jews
were killed, more than 30,000 were sent to concentra-
tion camps where many died, Jewish shops were
smashed and almost 200 synagogues were destroyed.
It did not, as has so often been said, initiate the perse-
cution of the Jews; there had been outrages from the
beginning. But it was a clear warning of what was to
come.

In 1939, Hitler took what was left of Czechoslovakia
and turned his attention to Poland. After three years
of civil war, republican Spain was finally defeated.

The German-Soviet nonaggression pact was the
final blow. All its proposals for collective resistance
having been rejected, the Soviet government switched !
sides. Hitler invaded Poland; Britain and France de-
clared war; and Stalin became the great appeaser.

Thus began the Second World War. However,
there was little fighting in the west; the first six |
months were known as the phony war. For the west-
ern allies, the real war began in the spring of 1940 |
with the occupation of Denmark and Norway, the |
invasion of Belgium and Holland and the collapse of !
France. England held out, the Battle of Britain was |
won, and the United States slowly became “the arse-
nal of democracy” on the allied side.

At each of these steps in the march to war, Hitler
could have been stopped. We now know that he could
not have held the Rhineland in 1936 if the French,
as was their right and duty, had sent in troops. Hitler
knew it too. We know that the German army could
not have vanquished Czechoslovakia in 1938; again
Hitler knew it, as did the German generals, who were
prepared to overthrow him if he ordered an attack.

Only the surrender of Munich saved him, and indeed
consolidated his power.

A French journalist summed it up: nothing, she
wrote, gives one a better idea of infinity than human

Lukin Robinson grew up in Switzerland during the 1930s.
He is now an economist with the Ontario Public Service
Employees Union in Toronto.
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stupidity. In spite of the accumulating evidence, most
people in North America and what remained of civi-
lized Europe preferred not to believe what was hap-
pening. Politicians, including Canada’s prime minis-
ter, fawned on Hitler and praised his government as
a bulwark against communism. It was only after Mu-
nich that appeasement became a dirty word.

Why was Nazi Germany not stopped before it was
too late? This is a question that haunts the memory
and conscience of every liberal and thoughtful per-
son who grew up in the 1930s and before. It is a
question that George Bush and his advisers should
have asked themselves instead of giving aid and com-
fort to Saddam Hussein.

The Shape of the Decade

The Great Depression affected everything in the
1930s. There had been depressions before, but none
had been so deep or caused so much desolation.
Unemployment had never been so high, business
had never been so discredited and the established
order had never been so widely questioned and as-
sailed. Thus, the Great Depression explains the up-
surge of militancy among working people in Canada
and the United States, the demonstrations and hun-
ger marches, the union organizing drives. It explains
the crushing defeat in 1935 of the Conservative gov-
ernmentunder R.B. Bennett (known as Richard Bug-
house Bennett because of the bug-infested bunk-
houses in the forests where unemployed men were
sent to work). It explains the founding of the CCF
and the flowering of left-wing literature and art.

It explains the New Deal and why it repudiated
orthodox finance, balanced budgets, “sound” money
and the overriding need to restore business confi-
dence as the means of recovery—ideas and policies
that are now again in high favour, as if we had learned
nothing in the meantime. It explains the Keynesian
revolution in economics, which overturned the ruling
dogma that mass unemployment and depression were
theoretically impossible. It explains the rise to power
of Hitler, not only because he appealed directly to the
prevailing misery and fear butalso because the Depres-
sion showed how utterly incapable the governing par-
ties were of doing anything about it.

It explains the comparison made between capital-
ist failure and socialist promise, illustrated as many
people believed by the Soviet example. In one case,
the anarchy of private enterprise and production for
profit and all the suffering of depression. In the
other, social ownership of farm and factory, planning
for the common good, giant strides in industrializa-
tion, and impressive progress in education, culture

The Thirties: Crash to Phony War

and living standards. This was the idealized picture.
One-sided and distorted though itwas, it nevertheless
inspired millions to immense exertions and gave
hope to millions more. However difficult it may be to
give retrospective credit to this picture today, its pow-
er and influence on public opinion at the time is a
fact that history cannot gainsay.

Thus, on the one hand the 1930s produced the
menace of Hitler and a resurgent Germany. On the
other hand, the 1930s also produced Roosevelt and
the New Deal, Stalin and the buildup of the Soviet
Union, and finally, in Churchill, the leading oppo-
nent of appeasement and, as of 1940, British prime
minister. In this way, the conflicts arising out of the
Great Depression gave shape to the principal warring
states and their leaders in the great collision of the
first half of the 1940s, at the end of which nations and
peoples were determined that depression and world
war must not be allowed to happen again.¢-

We’ve Come Back
to the Issues

of the 1930s

he Canadian economy was hard hit by the De-
pression of the 1930s. By 1933, one in five
Canadians were on relief, unemployment af-
fected 30 per cent of the labour force, and gross na-
tional expenditure was down by 42 per cent from 1929.
The plight of Saskatchewan was dramatic: provincial
income fell by 90 per cent in just two years. The western
provinces were technically bankrupt by 1933.
The world economic Depression of the 1930s never
really ended. As John Kenneth Galbraith observed, it

L Y
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was superseded by the Second World War. Real GNP
expanded by 67 per cent, consumption by 30 per cent,
and exports by 80 per cent. Still, during the war Joseph
Schumpeter observed in his classic work Capitalism,
Socialism and Democracy that capitalism was unlikely to
survive. During the Depression it had lost the support
of the intellectual class, and without the favour of those
who shaped opinion, it was doomed.

Schumpeter was wrong, of course. A reformed
capitalism recovered from the 1930s. A generation of
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economists and business school graduates came for-
ward to champion the ethic of the entrepreneur
(identified by Schumpeter) and reduce the impact of
the anticapitalist stance of the great twentieth-cen-
turyintellectuals such as Sartre, Einstein, Russell and
Shaw. Meanwhile, reforms undertaken in the 1930s
to deal with the Depression became increasingly sig-
nificant in the postwar period. These reforms stabi-
lized the western industrial economies in the 1950s
and 1960s and reduced the widespread misery of the
“dirty thirties” to a distant memory.

It was not until the world inflationary crisis of the
late 1970s, and the medicine of tight money that fol-
lowed, that the spectre of economic hardship loomed
again. In the spreading world recession of the 1990s,
critical discussion of capitalism as an economic system
is about to become as relevant as it was in the 1930s.

Institutional Change

When the Depression struck in 1929, Canada had no
central bank to stabilize markets for credit and
money, and the Department of Finance was largely
an accounting operation that had not envisaged a
role for itself in stabilizing the economy and promot-
ing growth in employment. Such information as Ca-
nadian officialdom received about conditions and
policies abroad was secondhand, given the fledgeling
status of the Department of External Affairs.

Measures taken by successive governments, based
on classical liberalism, proved ineffective. In 1935,
influenced by Franklin Roosevelt’s New Deal in the
United States, the Conservative government of R.B.
Bennett changed course, bringing in unemployment
insurance, a minimum wage and other reforms. But
the “Bennett New Deal” was never implemented—the
British Privy Council declared it unconstitutional and
the Bennett government went down to defeat. It was
not until the war years that the Liberal government of
Mackenzie King was persuaded of the merits of vigor-
ous government intervention in the economy.

Though the Depression was very much a world
event, a world response awaited the postwar era.
Canada was represented at the World Monetary and
Economic Conference of 1933 in London by R.B.
Bennett, who met with President Roosevelt. The Ca-
nadian delegation, though, was not looking at play-
ing a leading role of any sort. This was, after all, just
two years after the Statute of Westminster confirmed
that Canada was to have control over its own foreign
relations. Canada did negotiate trade agreements
with the U.S. and Britain in the 1930s, and in the
process, established the importance of freer trade as
a Canadian objective for the future.

The Bank of Canada opened its doors on March
11, 1935—ten days later than planned because the
British American Bank Note Company didn’t have
the required notes ready on time. Institutions move
slowly and lateness characterized the inability of offi-
cial Ottawa to meet the demand of the Depression
for new economic policies.

For most of the 1930s, the Department of Finance
believed in balancing the government’s books
through expenditure restraint and tax increases. But
according to a history of the department by Robert
Bryce, the report of the National Employment Com-
mission in 1938 served to convert thinking so that the
1939 budget “must have been one of the first clearly
Keynesian budgets in any country.” At the Bank of
Canada, however, change was still some way off; it
remained on the side of restrictive monetary policy
rather than credit expansion and deficit spending.

In the 1930s the Department of Finance, the Bank
of Canada and External Affairs began to focus their
attention on the widespread economic problems—
they could hardly do otherwise. But it was only in the
period following the war that they accepted respon-
sibilities for managing the economy. In the long run,
the Depression and the experience of running the
war economy were what prepared officials in Ottawa
for urging governments to have a say in how the
capitalist economy would work at home and abroad.

A generation of postwar Canadians believed that
the problems identified in the 1930s could be resolved
because the lessons learned would serve to prevent a
repeat of economic chaos. It was generally accepted
that governments had to influence employment cre-
ation, provide for basic social services and, most im-
portantly, work together internationally through mul-
tilateral institutions to ensure the growth of world
trade and the stability of financial markets. Now we
have less reason to be sanguine. Postwar society has
come to an end and a new generation is arguing the
issues of the 1930s again.

The Depression Revisited

By the 1960s, the generation of postwar civil servants
could survey their accomplishments with some satisfac-
tion. With the arrival of medicare in 1968, the building
of the welfare state was complete. Keynesian orthodoxy
ruled the Department of Finance, where Robert Bryce
was deputy minister, and the Bank of Canada under
Louis Rasminsky. It was well understood that promot-
ing economic growth was a fair objective of govern-
ment and that government spending was the auxiliary
motor of capitalism. Officials in External Affairs, Fi-
nance and the Bank of Canada promoted a multilat-

10

M ch/April 1993



Compass

eral system of international trade and payments
around GATT and the IMF and development finance
through the World Bank. While Canada was still sub-
ject to the American view of the world, there was also
a growing realization that it should and could have an
independent foreign policy.

In the 1970s, however, the second generation of
postwar senior mandarins began sowing the seeds for
the changes that were to come. Bryce’s succes-
sor at Finance, Simon Reisman, made it known
that creating some unemployment was a neces-
sary result of fighting inflation. The interna-
tional monetary system based on stable ex-
change rates against the U.S. dollar gave way to
a generalized floating of currencies by 1975.
This put more influence over economic policy in the
hands of central bankers. To meet the inflationary
crisis that emerged in the late 1970s, Bank of Canada
Governor Gerald Bouey eventually pushed Canadian
interest rates beyond the 20 per cent mark. This tight
money policy, initiated by U.S. central banker Paul
Volcker and followed by other central bankers, led
directly to the world recession of 1981-82.

In the 1980s, neoconservative policies dominated
Britain under Margaret Thatcher, the U.S. with the
election of Ronald Reagan in 1980 and George Bush
in 1988, and Brian Mulroney’s Canada. The centre-
piece of Canadian neoconservatism was the bilateral
free trade deal with the U.S., which established free-
market principles in an international treaty limiting
the ability of Canadian governments to introduce in-
dustrial policies. It followed from a recommendation
made in 1985 by the Macdonald Royal Commission,
established by the Trudeau government to rethink
postwar economic and social policies in the light of
inflation and recession. The commission marked a
turning away from the use of Keynesian policies. Full
employment was redefined as the “natural” rate of
unemployment—perhaps as high as 7 per cent. Gov-
ernment spending was singled out as the culprit for
inflation. By opening Canadian borders to U.S. com-
petition, Canada could supposedly increase its indus-
trial competitiveness while reducing the need for gov-
ernment intervention in the economy. The myth of
free trade was born. The reality has been, if anything,
worse than the critics had predicted.

The recession of the early 1990s began, officially, in
April 1990. The Conference Board of Canada described
it as self-inflicted. Tight money plus free trade did it to
us. Almost three years later, with no end in sight, it has
putone in ten Canadians on welfare, seen the real rate

Duncan Cameron is professor of political economy at the
University of Ottawa and editor of the Canadian Forum.

The Thirties: Economic Policies

of unemployment (including part-time workers seek-
ing full-time jobs and those who dropped out of the
labour force, as well as the officially unemployed) ex-
ceed 18 per cent, and left one in six Canadian children
living in poverty. From 1989 to mid-1992, real Gross
Domestic Product declined by $1,200 per Canadian.
In official Ottawa, those who fought the return of
depression have been replaced by those who brought

Since we have come back to the discredited idea
that the market economy is self-regulating
without recognizing the consequences of doing so,
neoconservatives have a lot to answer for.

it on. Derek Burney of External Affairs pushed for
Canada-U.S. free trade, which amounted to econo-
mic integration and could only reduce Canada’s po-
litical independence. Canada turned its back on an
international agenda to promote growth and auton-
omous development in the Third World and instead
lined up with the U.S. in turning the IMF into a debt
collection agency. The Bank of Canada under John
Crow surrendered its legislative mandate to promote
employment and growth in pursuit of the ludicrous
goal of zero inflation. The assault on inflation has
produced real interest rates of 7 and 8 per cent that
transfer income to the rentier class that Keynes ar-
gued needed to be extinguished. The Department of
Finance under Stanley Hartt initiated cutbacks in
social spending and engineered regressive tax
changes that put less money into the hands of people
who spend all their income, and more into the hands
of the wealthy, thus promoting deflation. Canada was
the first major industrialized country to enter the
world recession of the 1990s and the policy response
was to continue on the same course and hope for a
U.S. recovery to carry Canada forward.

The Return of the Sphinx

The idea that the market economy is self-regulating
is at the heart of neoconservatism. Itis the same idea
that incapacitated policymakers in the 1930s. Since
we have come back to this discredited notion seem-
ingly without recognizing the consequences of doing
so, the champions of neoconservatism have much to
answer for. In reality the large business organizations
never lost their faith in the free market. Though
business was the beneficiary of interventionist state
policies, as Alvin Finkel has shown in his history of
the 1930s, the rhetoric never really changed. From
the 1930s until today, business lobbyists have fought
social spending initiatives, arguing for less govern-
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ment in every area except defence spending.

The political power of business is directly related
to its ability to influence public opinion and set the
agenda for public debate. With the creation of the
Business Council on National Issues in 1976, the chief
executive officers on Canada’s 150 largest corpora-
tions were brought together with the heads of busi-
ness lobby groups in a formidable instrument for
developing consensus positions on public policy is-
sues. Business leaders continued to lobby govern-
ment directly for their favoured polices of deficit
reduction, inflation fighting and improving Canada’s
international competitive position. And they contin-
ued to provide the bulk of funding for both the
Liberal and Conservative parties, further cementing
the alliance between big business and the state. But
they were also able to use media control and owner-
ship to “manufacture consent,” in Noam Chomsky’s
phrase, through domination of public opinion.

Political theorist C.B. Macpherson argued that
our notion of political democracy is limited to a
model derived from free market thinking. Citizens
become electoral consumers limited in their choices
by the partisan concerns of political parties. What the
parties have to offer is constricted by the need to
appeal to the lowest common denominator of public
opinion: leadership and image. Full participation of
citizens in wide-ranging debate and discussion of
issues simply cannot be fitinto the format of electoral
politics. In addition, free market economics pro-
duces so many inequalities of wealth, power and
influence that it is incompatible with true democracy
in the sense of sustained discussion and debate over
public matters among equals.

What the capitalist recovery failed to produce after
the Depression was a flourishing civil society in which
people enjoyed the full freedom, equality and commu-
nity solidarity promised by democracy. Rising levels of
material consumption were not a satisfactory substi-
tute. At best, the Keynesian welfare state allowed for
linking the management of capitalism with a sophisti-
cated state bureaucracy, but in the process, people’s
needsand concerns got squeezed and the space for life
in civil society was constrained and limited.

In the 1930s, popular resistance to government
policy was considerable. The preachers of the “social
gospel,” the Canadian “Fabian” intellectuals of the
League for Social Reconstruction, and the leaders of
grassroots organizations combined to form the CCF,
the precursor of today’s New Democratic Party. Work-
ers united in trade unions and waged strikes. Despite
a campaign of oppression against it, a vigorous Cana-
dian Communist Party agitated for a new social order.
This resistance was largely responsible for whatever

reforms were implemented in the 1930s, and it laid
the basis for the further changes that would follow
during and after the war.

In the 1990s, as we face once again the ugliness of
recession, it’s time to renew debate around
Schumpeter’s topics of capitalism, socialism and de-
mocracy. In fact, this debate has already started, invig-
orated by a movement that is today’s counterpart of
the popular resistance of the 1930s. The democratic
debate within and among women’s organizations, en-
vironmental groups, trade unions, church social justice
groups, and other social organizations—a debate that
brings together seniors, students, farmers, fishers, art-
ists, visible minority groups and many others—gives us
a basis for hope and for action.¢-

Latin America’s
Response to the
Depression

he 1930s opened with a burst of political vio-
lence and ruthless repression over great parts
of Latin America. The decade ended on a
note of hope, as reform movements arose to chal-
lenge the rule of tightly knit oligarchies and even
gained the political initiative in a few countries. The
immediate cause of the political explosion was, of
course, the Great Depression. The reason why its
impact was nothing short of catastrophic, however,
cannot be fully grasped without looking at Latin
America’s pre-Depression development pattern.
Several decades of rapid economic growth pre-
ceded the Depression, but that growth was almost
entirely based on the export of primary products.

,,7

Since domestic markets remained underdeveloped
as dependence on international trade increased, the
region was particularly vulnerable to the economic
crisis that originated in the great centres of capitalist
production. Most Latin Americans, moreover, never
benefited from the export expansion, which took
place under the aegis of landlord oligarchies that
usurped the remaining lands of the peasantry. The
most fertile areas were converted to the production
of coffee, cotton, meat and sugar for foreign markets.

[ Liisa North
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Meanwhile, U.S.-based corporations took charge of
mineral production and repatriated their profits in-
stead of investing them locally.

As Latin America’s export proceeds plummeted
with the onset of the Depression—their value in
1930-34 was only about half the 1925-29 average—
the great estate owners and mining corporations
tried to cut their losses by reducing wages and dismiss-
ing workers. Governments, almost entirely depen-
dent on export and import taxes, lost their income
and cut back public-sector jobs and services.

All over Latin America, labourers turned to agita-
tion and strikes, the unemployed to mass demonstra-
tions, and dispossessed peasants to rebellion. The re-
sponse of the elites was brutal. In El Salvador, up to
30,000 peasants may have been killed in the matanza
of 1932; sugar workers were mowed down by the mili-
tary in the “Trujillo Rebellion” of the same year in
Peru. In short, the privileged classes, including most of
the middle class, which had prospered during the
previous export boom years, dug in to defend their
interests. They united in support of despotic regimes—
some headed by military figures, others by civilians—
which resorted to systematic repression to maintain
“public order” in the face of popular protest.

Asthe first shock waves of the Depression receded,
middle-class reformers, backed by fledgeling work-
ing-class organizations, managed to gain the political
initiative in a few of the larger and more economically
developed countries. In the small Central American
and Caribbean nations, however, reactionary dicta-
torships consolidated their hold with military force,
while in the continent’s giant, Brazil, a militant radi-
cal coalition was ruthlessly suppressed.

Whether or not the reform movements achieved
national power in the 1930s, they did become major
players on the Latin American political stage and had
a profound impact on public policy well into the
1960s and beyond. These movements included the
Socialist Party of Chile (Salvador Allende was among
its founding members), the party that still rules Mex-
ico, and the Apra party of Peru whose head occupied
the presidency of that country from 1985 to 1990.

These parties traced the causes of the region’s
crisis to oligarchic rule and excessive dependence on
world markets and foreign investors. They advocated
state-promoted industrialization to diversify the
economy and expand work opportunities; national-
ization and regulation of foreign investment to keep
a greater share of export profits at home; expansion

Liisa North teaches in the department of political science at
York University in Toronto and is the author of Bitter
Grounds: Roots of Revolt in El Salvador (1985).
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of educational opportunities to improve skills and
promote social mobility; and political freedoms to
guarantee movement towards democracy. Some of
them even favoured thoroughgoing agrarian reform.

In the second half of the 1930s, Chile and Mexico
began to pursue these policies. Under a Popular
Front government that included the Radical, Social-
ist and Communist parties, Chile increased taxation
of foreign-owned copper enterprises and established
a state development corporation to direct investment
towards industrial diversification. In Mexico, during
the presidency of Lazaro Cardenas, foreign-owned
oil companies were nationalized and agrarian reform
benefited a large segment of the peasantry.

During the following decades, similar policies
were adopted in most Latin American countries, but
their emphasis was the modernization of urban soci-
ety and the diversification of industry behind protec-
tionist barriers. Agrarian reform, when attempted,
remained truncated as a consequence of elite oppo-
sition. Meanwhile, the so-called “Indian problem”
was left to assimilation—that is, cultural genocide.

The development model that emerged from the
1930s came to be known as Import Substitution In-
dustrialization (ISI). Its basic flaw lay in its reliance
on increasing the size of the economic pie to improve
mass welfare. Counting on the trickle-down effects of
growth, most Latin American governments avoided
redistributive reforms. Even in Mexico, large estates
kept much of the bestland and, worse yet, it was those
estates rather than peasant agriculture that secured
most public credit and infrastructure such as irriga-
tion works. Only in democratic Costa Rica was the
power of the large landlord class effectively curbed.

Today, international financial institutions such as
the World Bank and the International Monetary
Fund, together with Washington, spearhead the cri-
tique of the ISI model. They inveigh againstinflation,
inefficient industries and wasteful public bureaucra-
cies thatinhibit private initiative. But their recipe for
renewed growth does not hold much promise.

The policy package sponsored by the interna-
tional financial institutions demands export promo-
tion, foreign investment, the dismantling of protec-
tionist barriers and the withdrawal of the state from
economic management. Ignoring the continent’s
historic maldistribution of land and income, it bears
a strong resemblance to the oligarchically sponsored
export economy model that led Latin America to the
catastrophic economic crisis and political repression
of the 1930s. Indeed, it seems that the region is being
forced to come full circle to repeat the errors of its
tragic past instead of advancing towards a democratic
future based on social justice.4-
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uring the 1930s, a remarkable movement for

social and economic reform took hold in

Atlantic Canada. Today, more than ever, the
basic insights of the Antigonish Movement, as it was
called, are applicable and deeply needed.

Fundamentally, the Antigonish Movement was a
program to gain control of a percentage of the econ-
omy so as to transform it. Through kitchen meetings
and public assemblies, groups were organized to form
cooperative fish plants, grocery stores and credit
unions. Especially in the coalmining towns, the accent
was on the education of labour leaders. It was a “peo-
ple’s school,” educating people to own and manage
their own businesses.

Most of the organization took place during the
Depression years and the benefits were easily under-
stood. Fishermen could sell to the cooperative instead
of to the local fish baron. Workers could borrow from
the credit union instead of paying usurious interest

A ° o
L ducation and Economic D@m@@r&cy

“Behind it is the power of a universal truth.” Laidlaw
was referring to some shared insights about human
reality that have inspired and guided the movement.
The Antigonish Movement was summarized in six
principles outlined by Harry Johnston in 1944:

¢ primacy of the person;

® social and economic reform through education;

¢ change through group action;

® education begins with the economic;

* personal change requires institutional change;

¢ a full and abundant life for all.

Itwas Dr. Jimmy Tompkins who crystallized the new
ideas on reform that kindled the Antigonish Move-
mentin the 1930s. Tompkins’s first interest was educa-
tion for all people, and he closely followed the growth
of the contemporary movement for universal and com-
prehensive education in Europe and America. He
brought these forces together with the movement for
economic democracy expressed in the growth of coop-

rates. Housewives could avoid =

N eratives. Tompkins taught regu-

the oppressive “company store”
by joining the cooperative store.

Greg MacLeod

lar university courses at St. Fran-

cis Xavier from 1902 on, but in

The Catholic priests who led the
movement, Dr. immy Tompkins and Dr. Moses Coady,
thought that these examples of a just economic ap-
proach would spread to the whole economy as people
“learned a lesson.” Their new approaches to education
were recognized when Harvard University granted
Tompkins an honourary doctorate.

This was notan exclusively Catholic movement, nor
a clerical movement, nor simply a product of the
Antigonish diocese or St. Francis Xavier University.
Despite itsname, most of the activity took place in Cape
Breton and was led by Cape Breton natives. It encom-
passed Acadian priests such as Fr. G.A. Belcourt of
Prince Edward Island, who in the nineteenth century
had formed the Farmer’s Bank of Rustico for the good
of farmers and fishermen. There were United Church
leaders such as J.D.N. MacDonald of credit union
fame, who only recently died. It involved country pas-
tors throughout the region and many laypeople who
led in both the labour movement and the cooperative
movement out of a sense of religious commitment. All
of them would have agreed with the words of the leader
of another cooperative movement, Don José Maria of
Mondragon, Spain: “If the Gospel does not apply to
the economy, to what does it apply?”

The most fascinating part of this tradition in the
Atlantic is not the institutions it spawned but the think-
ing behind those institutions. As Dr. Alex Laidlaw,
onetime assistant to Dr. Coady and one of the best
thinkers to come out of the movement, said much later,

% 1922 he was fired as vice-presi-
dent of St. FX. It was then, at the age of fifty-two, that
he started working on cooperatives in Canso.

In the booklet Knowledge for the People (1921), Tomp-
kins expressed his admiration for the Workers’ Educa-
tional Association set up in Oxford in 1903, with its great
emphasis on economic education: “Educational Exten-
sion is one of the terms used to describe numerous
ventures to meet the growing demand among the mul-
titudes for knowledge and training.” He was inspired by
the University of Wisconsin, which devoted one fifth of
its budget to extension education, and admired the
University of Saskatchewan, where out of 1,481 students
in 1920, 999 were in extension programs.

What Tompkins and Coady added to the traditional
notion of workers’ control over the economy is the
broader notion of education. Education begins with
the economic, but the goal is development of the total
person. Furthermore, since one becomes a person
only through the sharing relationship, a person cannot
be educated as an individual unit but only as part of
the group. The modern American notion of individu-
alistic empowerment as the lever of economic change
is something quite different. Today’s educational
movements of empowerment are designed to enable
an individual to compete; the Tompkins strategy was
designed to enable persons to cooperate.

Atmeetings Dr. Tompkins would take a match and
break it; then he would take a stack of matches and
try to break them but could not. The message was

14
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always: alone you are weak and can be broken; to-
gether you are strong. Authentic education involves
group action in the economic institutions of society
and this action should have as its result not only the
personal growth of the organizers but also the good
of the whole community. Leaders in the movement
saw both cooperatives and labour unions as institu-
tional frameworks through which education and eco-
nomic change could be achieved.

The original concept of the Extension movement
was that the university was the centre for scientific and
general intellectual leadership. Tompkins said that we
should be using our best brains to solve our worst
problems. He believed the role of the university was
essential for any serious social and economic reform
and was appalled at the proliferation of small sectarian
universities competing with one another in one of the
poorest regions of the country. Tompkins eventually
obtained the collaboration of the Carnegie Founda-
tion in an attempt to federate the universities in the
area. Coady also attacked the educational system as a
trap-door that allowed the brightest of the children of
poor communities to escape to a richer life while
forgetting the people left behind.

Since social and personal values were the driving
force behind the reforming organizations of the 1930s,
itis not surprising that church people played a leading
role. However, the involvement of religion had some
negative effects. The clergy’s penchant for dogmatism
and demand for blind fidelity made it difficult for
people to offer constructive criticism. Also, the
clergy tended to place great value on moral
qualities while undervaluing competence. Per-
haps because of their liberal and classical educa-
tion, many of the clergy regarded business as an
inferior activity, something of a necessary evil.
Some of the cooperatives’ business failures may
have been the result of undue clerical influence.

The positive side, however, is that the institu-
tions are still here and they are commercially viable.
The potential for new future roles is still strong. In-
deed, current discussions at meetings of the major
cooperative institutions indicate that there is a growing
interest in a restoration of the original motivation.

Originally, institutions were not seen as ends in
themselves; rather, they were very much subject to
change and evolution. The end purpose was consid-
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venture finance corporation.

ered to be development of people and the community.
However, these distinctions were frequently forgotten.
In his book Search for Community, George Melnyk points
out that cooperatives go through stages: from move-
ment to institutionalization. The cooperative move-
ment in the Atlantic has followed that pattern. The
failure of the cooperative movement to respond to the
needs of more recent decades is related to rigid insti-
tutionalization and a tendency to downplay the import-
ance of vision and values.

Some of the strongest criticisms have come from
within the movement itself. On the occasion of the
fiftieth anniversary of the St. FX Extension Depart-
ment in 1978, Alex Laidlaw suggested that the move-
ment was becoming sterile and institutionalized. He
advised that there should be less rhetoric and more
attention paid to empirical reality. Dr. Laidlaw point-
ed out that it is a popular misconception that people
in the Atlantic flocked to the cooperatives. Even
though it has roots going back to the turn of the last
century, the Atlantic cooperative movement controls
very little of the local economy. Economically, the
movement failed—unemployment in Cape Breton in
1978 was about 20 per cent; in 1992 it ranged around
25 or 30 per cent.

Leaders such as Laidlaw have been open in chid-
ing traditional reformers for distortions of the origi-
nal vision. These distortions include:
¢ the belief that “everyone can do everything.” This
kind of populism is a hindrance in a modern tech-

T)day s education movements of empower-
ment are designed to enable an individual to
compete; the Tompkins strategy was designed

to enable persons to cooperate.

nocratic system and downplays the importance of
management.

¢ the belief that “right spirit can move mountains.” It
is dangerous to rely on enthusiasm instead of techni-
cal organization and strategy.

¢ the idea that “each group should maintain its au-
tonomy.” Hyperautonomy has encouraged limitation
of the movement to single-function cooperative enti-
ties that have little economic weight. The result is a
lot of isolated and independent groups in many com-
munities. They miss out on opportunities for devel-
opmentand growth because they do not want to work
together with other community groups out of fear of
losing some autonomy.

® antagonism towards business and labour unions.
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Many cooperative organizations began in rural areas
and incorporated some of the traditional antipathy
of rural people to industrial systems. Frequently lead-
ers offered a blanket criticism of business with inad-
equate distinctions.

Laidlaw’s insights prefigure some of the develop-
ments that are currently arising. At a meeting of com-
munity activists in Wolfville, N.S., in 1975 he said, “If
credit unions and cooperatives are not a distinctly
different kind of business, if they are not a reform
movement, a social movement oriented to change,
then perhaps the poor and those who are left outside
the mainstream of our society will have to build a
separate movement of their own, maybe with commu-
nity development corporations, to serve their needs
and exert leverage on the power structures.”

The question today is whether anything can be
salvaged from the impressive reform movements of the
thirties or whether they will remain simply occasions
for nostalgic speeches. Most of the institutions that
flowered in the thirties have cast aside the old visions

C@r]p)@r&tism and
(44 Frighteningly irresponsible.” This was

how the German Jesuit Oswald von Nell-

Breuning described the social encyclical
Quadragesimo Anno years after its proclamation by
Pope Pius XI on May 15, 1931. These words are
remarkable not only for their intensity but also
because Nell-Breuning himself wrote the encycli-
cal (or at least most of it) on a secret mission
from the pope.

The tragedy of Quadragesimo Anno, as Nell-Breun-
ing and other commentators sympathetic to Catholic
social thought have observed, lies in its endorsement
of corporatism. Corporatism is the political idea that
society should be organized into “corporations” or

and values. As Kropotin warned, “Cooperatives are fast
becoming exercises in collective egotism.” But it is not
the original ideas that are at fault. It is something like
the truths of the Judeo-Christian tradition—the ideas
were right but they were never really tried.

Nevertheless, as someone who is attempting to mar-
ry the old inspirations with the hard realities of the
postindustrial world, I believe that much of value re-
mains. I see three very important lessons from the
thirties, incorporated in challenges for renewed lead-
ership by three sectors. The first challenge is to the
church, to recognize that change comes only through
the promotion of values and moral commitment ra-
ther than institutional loyalty and ideologies. The sec-
ond is to social activists, to realize that moral commit-
ment can be tested only through setting up new value-
based commercial institutions that are flexible and
adaptable—conferences and seminars are not enough.
And finally, universities must take their proper role, for
without the best of science and technology, social and
economic reform is ephemeral.-¢-

lits Hascist Friends

Superior General Vladimir Ledochowski to have a
social encyclical written by the “German fathers™—the
German Jesuit social thinkers, who were known for
their moderate corporatism, also called solidarism.
Ledochowski confidentially approached Nell-Breun-
ing about the job. Only the pope, the Vatican secretary
of state and the Jesuit superior general knew that
Nell-Breuning was writing Quadragesimo Anno.

Its publication in 1931 marked the fortieth anniver-
sary of Leo XIII's Rerum Novarum; hence the ttle.
Quadragesimo Anno’s corporatism is aimed at ending
class warfare and ensuring that society cares for the
poor through corporations. Indeed, Quadragesimo Anno
introduced the term “social justice” into the official

vocational groups of all those =

X lexicon of Catholic social teach-

associated with a particular
field, whether in agriculture, fi-

Charles Fernandes

ing. (Nell-Breuning borrowed the
term from a nineteenth century

-

nance or industry. The encycli-
cal thus implicitly endorsed fascism, which relies on
a corporative social order. Many Catholic fascist states
saw themselves as inspired by Quadragesimo Anno. Pius
XI even proclaimed, to Nell-Breuning’s dismay, that
the fascist Austria of Engelbert Dolfuss was a Quad-
ragesimo Anno state.

The economic collapse of 1929 and the subsequent
hardships of the Depression—including massive un-
employment and huge drops in real wages—signalled
a crisis in capitalism and led Pius XI to ask Jesuit

neo-Thomist and brother Jesuit,
Luigi Taparelli d’Azeglio.) Corporations are meant to
solve social ills by pulling together workers and capital-
ists into associations organized by trade. Control over
wages, prices and production would lie with the corpo-
ration. All those mvolved in, say, shipbuilding would
have a common interest and support one another
instead of engaging in exploitation or violent protest.
Such corporations would, it was hoped, nourish sympa-
thy across class lines and thus bring about peace, end
poverty and generally promote social justice.

16
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Although feudalism is never mentioned in Quadra-
gesimo Anno, the encyclical’s corporatism harks back to
the guild structure of medieval society—corporations
were to be nothing other than contemporary guilds.
The idea of a peaceful, ordered, just medieval Catholic
society stands as the unacknowledged benchmark by
which the modern age is judged. Indeed, corporatism
was born with the nineteenth-century attempt to turn
back the clock on liberalism and the Enlightenment
and return to the traditions of a Catholic Europe.

Catholic theorists disputed the encyclical’s mean-
ing. Nell-Breuning, who could not publicly indicate
his authorship, proposed a moderate interpretation
of Quadragesimo Annoin a commentary thatwas trans-
lated into English in 1932. Opposing interpretations
came from romantic authoritarian social thinkers,
such as the Austrian Othmar Spann, who was influ-
ential in many Catholic countries. Thus, Quadragesi-
mo Anno’s approval of corporatism was interpreted by
numerous Catholic fascist states—Franco’s Spain, Pé-
tain’s Vichy France, Dollfuss’s Austria, Vargas’s Brazil,
Salazar’s Portugal, Tiso’s Slovakia—as a practically
unqualified blessing of their authoritarian regimes.

Pius XI’s endorsement of corporatism was compli-
cated by his ambivalent relationship with Mussolini’s
Italy. The Lateran Treaty, signed by Pius XI with Mus-
solini in 1929, represented a significant thaw in what
had long been an icy relationship between the papacy
and its host country. Possibly as a result of Pius XI’s
ambiguity about Mussolini, Quadragesimo Anno does
give some support to Il Duce’s reorganization of the
Italian social order into corporations. Quadragesimo
Anno’s desire to see social and economic power re-
stored to a quasi-medieval order based on “corpora-
tions” translated into a distrust of political parties,
which was a fine justification for a dictatorial regime.
Further, Quadragesimo Anno’s desire for a Catholic “third
way” between capitalism and socialism left it open to
being exploited in the rhetoric of those who were
neither: the fascists.

In Quebec, corporatism tied neatly into arising tide
of Catholic nationalism. For example, the 1933 “Pro-
gramme de Restauration Sociale,” a document pub-
lished by the Jesuit-run Ecole Sociale Populaire, aimed
at the recovery of tradition, Christian virtue and patri-
otism. Such nationalists proposed an ideal, ordered
society with a homogeneous French Catholic popula-
tion. This ideal was often expressed in the cult of the
chef (or leader), and many awaited a Quebec Mussolini
or Dollfuss. Quadragesimo Anno spurred on the tradi-

Charles Fernandes is currently working on a doctorate in
religious studies with a concentration in ethics at the Uni-
versity of Toronto.

The Thirties: Corporatism

tionalist nationalists of the Quebec Catholic Church
and middle class.

In Austria, when the Catholic political movement
headed by Dollfuss seized power by force of arms in
1933, the new fascist state’s constitution was ostensibly
based on Quadragesimo Anno. In fact, only the sections
of Quadragesimo Anno dealing with corporatism were
publicized in Austria, and the new regime had no
compunction in essentially turning control of the eco-
nomy over to the very capitalist elites that Quadragesimo
Anno criticized. Thus, the Austrian example validated
an extreme, fascist version of corporatism, especially
after Pius XI's endorsement.

But Nell-Breuning had no intention of promoting
fascist corporatism. While his German social Catholi-
cism saw laissez-faire capitalism as the creator of classes,
and thus of class warfare, it had evolved a conciliatory
approach to capitalism and democracy. At the same
time, it condemned socialism for seeking to exacerbate
class warfare instead of ameliorating it. Anti-Catholic
persecutions in socialist Mexico, Spain and Russia could
only have confirmed the concerns of Nell-Breuning, and
of Rome, regarding socialism.

In the late 1960s Nell-Breuning wrote about his
responsibility for Quadragesimo Anno. Most interest-
ingly, he noted that the only papal insertions made to
his final draft came in paragraphs 91-96, those dealing
with corporatism. In retrospect, the author regretted
that he had simply accepted the changes. The key
sections give qualified assent to “a special syndical and
corporative organization” which is said to have the
advantages of “peaceful collaboration of the classes,
repression of socialist organizations and efforts, [and]
the moderating influence of a special ministry” (nn.
91, 95). It may be that Pius XI added these sections with
particular attention to Italian fascism.

Quadragesimo Anno does note the possible danger
of the state coopting corporations “in the place of
private initiative” (n. 95). This concern with limiting
statism is a reflection of Nell-Breuning’s moderate
corporatism and is best reflected in Quadragesimo
Anno’s endorsement of the principle of subsidiarity,
which states that larger organizations ought not to
take on functions that smaller bodies can perform.
But despite the principle of subsidiarity and Pius XI's
condemnation of fascism in later encyclicals, the
Vatican was not averse to the corporative order Quad-
ragesimo Anno proclaimed. Nell-Breuning was later
“firmly convinced that he [Pius XI] did not under-
stand it [fascism].” Thus, the papacy did not reject
the claims of Catholic fascist states that they were
implementing the reconstructed social order called
for by Quadragesimo Anno.

The writing of Quadragesimo Anno raises questions
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for current Christian social criticism. It points to the
danger of uncritical acceptance of a regime simply
because itis not hostile to the church. Italso suggests
that the Vatican has, in the past, proposed simplistic

political solutions even when its heart may have ap-
peared to be in the right place. Finally, the authority
vested in an encyclical and its authors is shown to be
open to abuse of the most pernicious kind.4-

Mounier: Catalyst for a (Generation

olic writer Charles Péguy, Emmanuel Mounier

abandoned a French academic career to direct
a politically radical review. With the help of a galaxy of
talented, rebellious young intellectuals—and the sup-
port of a few well-known elders such as Jacques Mari-
tain, Nicholas Berdyaevand Gabriel Marcel—he found-
ed Espritin 1932. The Russian exile Berdyaev’s startling
essay on the common ideals of Christianity and com-
munism quickly established the review’s notoriety and
originality. Under Mounier, the review attacked what it
called the “established disorder” of western capitalism
in the name of humanistic values and, while opposing
Stalinism, insisted that humanity needed some of the
values defended by socialism to live.

While Mounier and several of his closest comrades
were serious Catholics, his review soon attracted bril-
liant young Protestants, Jews and even nonbelievers
whowanted to explore the place of the spiritual dimen-
sion in the debates of the 1930s. Mounier led the Esprit
group in establishing a new philosophical and political
stance of its own, personalism—an approach to think-
ing and living that would fight for the human person
against the wounding forces of both capitalism and
communism. The personalists described, and lived, a
new style of Christian (or humanist) experience, which
involved radically transcending materialism and em-
bracing a spirit of poverty, fraternity, simplicity and
solidarity with the poor and oppressed.

Personalism was quickly denounced as a “red-
Christian” phenomenon by the anti-communist right
and as a cryptofascist initiative by Communist intel-
lectuals. But after Mounier led Esprit in supporting
the radical social reforms proposed by the French
Popular Front, in denouncing Franco’s Christian cru-
sader stance in the Spanish Civil War, and in opposing
the Munich agreements, he became known as one of
France’s, and the world’s, most prominent progres-
sive Catholic intellectuals.

Since the militantly reactionary Action Francaise
had great influence over the French Catholic hierarchy
and intelligentsia, even afterits condemnation by Rome
in the late 1920s, his high-profile role as a young Cath-

I ike his hero, the pre-First World War left-Cath-

John Hellman is professor of history at McGill University
and author of The KnightMonks of Vichy France:
Uriage, 1940-1945 (1993).

olic of the left was courageous, innovative and contro-
versial. Young writers, artists, teachers and priests who
were sympathetic to religion or the spiritual dimension
of life but had progressive political instincts became
committed readers of Espritand members of the various
Esprit groups established in major European cities, sev-
eral Latin American countries, and Quebec. Mounier,
who set the highest literary and intellectual standards,
also showed great personal openness, generosity and
warmth at the various Espritlectures, congresses, discus-
sion groups and summer camps.

The personalist movement provided inspiration
and ties of friendship for philosophers, historians,
theologians, poets and playwrights. The Esprit inspira-
tion would strongly mark Peter Maurin and Dorothy
Day of the Catholic Workerin the United States, and in
Canada Gérard Pelletier and Pierre Trudeau, the
founders of Cité Libre, and the philosopher Charles
Taylor. Esprit was able to express the spirit of the times
in a remarkable way and to precipitate a common
effort that effected an important change in the intel-
lectual generation that came into its own in the 1930s.

Mounier’s relatively small-circulation review, al-
though erudite and difficult to read, became the most
influential French review of the decade. Its personalist
language spread and became popularized in a host of
other publications, and it would be the only new intel-
lectual review of the interwar period to survive the war.
Mounier’s personal influence was due less to the power
and originality of his writings than to his role as assem-
bler and leader of a movement decisive for an intellec-
tual generation. Although he did author an important
philosophical description of the communitarian di-
mension of personalism, the Personalist Manifesto
(1936), this tract was in fact a communal effort.

With the rise of Hitler and the Munich crisis, and
the mobilization of many of Esprit’s regulars, Mounier
declared that France could survive confrontation with
the fascist powers only by submitting to a vigorous,
total, internal revolution. Esprit held to this line until
the defeat and occupation of 1940. After the collapse
of the Third Republic and the advent of the Pétain
regime, Mounier would play a decisive role in establish-
ing the famous Ecole Nationale des Cadres d’Uriage,
in the alpine Chateau Bayard above Grenoble, to train
new young leaders for his country.

—]John Hellman
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Dorothy Day Is Finally Being Heard

Dorothy Day (1897-1980), a writer and radical during the 1910s and 1920s, was
converted to Catholicism in 1927. With Peter Maurin, she published the first issue of
the Catholic Worker newspaper on May 1, 1933, in New York. The Catholic Worker
movement they founded now consists of newspapers and houses of hospitality spread

throughout the United States and Canada.

We are not fighting against human beings, but against the
wicked spiritual forces in the heavenly world, the rulers,
authorities and cosmic powers of this dark age.... So stand
ready, with truth as a belt tight around your waist, with
righteousness as your breastplate, and as your shoes the
readiness to announce the Good News of peace.
—Ephesians 6:12-14

President Bush and the U.S. military that carried out his

orders to bomb Iraq made civilians the direct object of their

attack in tens of thousands of aerial sorties and missile

launchings. From taxis and public buses on highways to

Jfarms, markets, offices, hotels, mosques and private homes,
civilians were attacked.

—Ramsey Clark,

The Fire This Time:

U.S. War Crimes in the Gulf

The just war theory has a serious flaw; its conditions are
unattainable. A war cannot be conducted according to the
criteria required for a just war. Consequently, the theory of

son, Kennedy and theirs, Messrs. Truman and Roo-
sevelt and theirs. I speak only of our lifetime, and of
foreign adventuring. Native Americans, African
Americans, following a longer trail of blood, have a
far more terrible story to tell.

My submission is that our warrior presidents have
performed a bizarre but nonetheless signal service to
the church. They, their weaponry, their duplicity and
racism, their waste, their insult to creation, their
contempt for the “enemy”—these have nudged
awake the comatose chauvinistic church of myyouth.

They and their wars also made imperative the
choices that governed Dorothy’s life, especially after
her conversion. In a truly brilliant stroke of insight, she
linked the domestic misery of the poor with the war-
making and profiteering of the “rotten filthy system,”
in her salty phrase. And today, if a peacemaking Cath-
olic community persists in raising its voice, we invoke
her as our guardian spirit. Dorothy’s work goes on.

Her clarity and example have not affected North
Americans alone. Close on the heels of the Iraqi

the “just war” is untenable and =

- slaughter, the Roman magazine

needs to be abandoned. Modern war-
Sare with its destructive forces of con-

Daniel Berrigan

of the Jesuits published a recan-
tation of the just war theory

>
s

ventional and nuclear weapons, be-

sides being immoral, is useless and harmful. Regarding the

Iraqi way, do we not have to say that the wrongs that wars

produce are so grave and dreadful that they can never be
Justified in the light of conscience?

—La Civilta Cattolica,

July 5, 1991

ing influence of Dorothy Day. One could easily
miss the essential point of the phenomenon. It
would be a bad beginning merely to compile a list of
the many houses of hospitality that have arisen
throughout the U.S. and the world. She would be the
first to dismiss such a numbers game. There are other
signs, events, developments that I think offer a far
more significant clue to the source of her impact on
the church.
I think of Mr. Bush and his considerable wars, Mr.
Reagan and his, Messrs. Ford, Nixon, Carter, John-

Ithink the above citations offer clues to the widen-

(quoted in part above). The au-
thors of the editorial were in effect echoing her long-
held convictions.

Late? Better late, one thinks, than never.

The judgement is now on the record. But it will
undoubtedly require much expenditure of sweat and
tears, many jailings, long years of struggle without
apparent issue, before the clear summons of the Gos-
pel gains a hearing in our tormented, demented polit-
ical life.

And the church? We are still only half or so awake.
In the course of Bush’s vile triumph in the Iraqi desert,
we saw once more the duration and depth of a sleep
that much resembles death. Pulpits resounded with
calls to rally round the flag. Against all presumption of

‘huge crimes in progress, the just war theory was yet

again trotted out. Yellow ribbons encircled sanctuaries
and even altars.

And in New York, the chiefarchitects of the crime,
General Powell and Defense Secretary Cheney, were
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welcomed to the Cathedral of St. John the
Divine, to pray for the dead. The spectacle
beggared imagining. Serial murderers, *
and neither change of heart nor account-
ability exacted of them, stood in the pulpit
once honoured by the presence of Dr. Mar-
tin Luther King.

In spite of these bizarre divagations, I
remain convinced that the spirit of Doro-
thy Day, the purest, clearest, least equivocal
echo of the Gospel in my lifetime, remains .
alive and well. Ever so slowly and painfully, the church
is abandoning its condoning and justifying of war.

Our plight, and our opportunity, remind me of an
unfinished statue by Michelangelo. The crude and
powerful outline is there; a slave casting off his chains.
With Herculean labour and marmoreal slowness,
spasm and regress, fear and hope colliding, numbness
and self-interest in contention with valiance, we are
ridding ourselves of some fifteen centuries of—what
shall we name it? Perhaps moral indenture to the
warmaking state, alienation from the plain intent of
our icon Christ.

Dorothy freed herself, early on, one thinks. Or
better: a grace was given her; she was freed.

Many years ago an eminent Jesuit, cognizant of
my friendship with Dorothy, declared in effect
(and with considerable heat) that “that woman is jusf
fine as long as she works among the poor. But when
she starts getting into such complicated questions as
war and peace, she’s simply out of her depth!”

In my rambunctious soul, I sensed several items
below the surface of the sentiments uttered.

Was the Jesuit offended because someone’s turf
was being invaded? Could it be possible that the turf
was his own? (He was a political scientist, and as far
as could be discovered held no passionate views with
regard to such realities as, say, mass slaughter.)

Was a signal being hoisted, warning of the danger
implicit in 2 mere woman speaking up? (War after all
was immemorially a macho enterprise.)

For alifetime she stood with the victims of war and
its domestic fallout, the misery of our mean streets.
She spoke up, she went to jail, she held to her vision.
She was unassimilable, beyond inducting into the
latest spasm of frenzy.

This or that war was declared (or simply initiated,
the law of the land going up in smoke); horrid weapons
were launched, east and west, on civilian populations.
Her lifetime (and ours) became a perpetual wartime;

Daniel Berrigan ] is a writer and longtime peace activist
living in New York.
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hot, cold, smoldering; but always the kill-

ing, the intent to kill, the permanent mobi-

lizing of community and creation for kill-

. ing. Anything, literally any crime, was per-
= missible, any was “just.” Cardinals said so;

-~ bishops were mum and numb.

: She grieved and raged and often wept.
And she said her “no.”

Was she heard? Did the church re-
spond?

A bishops’ letter on the immorality of
nuclear weapons? In her lifetime such an event was
so far from reality as to seem a mirage.

Priests and nuns on trial, going to jail for acts
against the warmaking state and its lawless law? Such
things could be accounted only a pipedream.

A decade is past since Dorothy’s death. Her legacy
is our responsibility. We take to heart those words that
were her own—and not her own: “Love your enemies,
do good to those who do ill to you.”

The reality named resurrection has never seemed
clearer.4¢-

+e4

SOMEWHERE I HAVE NEVER
TRAVELLED,GLADLY BEYOND
somewhere i have never travelled,gladly beyond
any experience,your eyes have their silence:
in your most frail gesture are things which enclose me,
or which i cannot touch because they are too near

your slightest look easily will unclose me

though i have closed myself as fingers,

you open always petal by petal myself as Spring opens
(touching skilfully,mysteriously) her first rose

or if your wish be to close me,i and

my life will shut very beautifully,suddenly,
as when the heart of this flower imagines
the snow carefully everywhere descending;

nothing which we are to perceive in this world equals
the power of your intense fragility:whose texture
compels me with the colour of its countries,
rendering death and forever with each breathing

(1 do not know what it is about you that closes
and opens;only something in me understands
the voice of your eyes is deeper than all roses)
nobody,not even the rain,has such small hands

—e.e. cummings
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Desperate Canadians Turned
to Political Messiahs

dians were anxious, scared, despondentand des-

perate. It was only natural that they turned for
salvation to their politicians, the leaders who had guid-
ed them through the Great War and offered them hope
and prosperity in the years that followed. Butlike many
in Canada, the country’s political leaders were not only
surprised by the economic upheaval that gripped the
world after 1929 but also unprepared to adapt their
age-old policies and seek new and unconventional so-
lutions. In Ottawa, practical politics then meant balanc-

I \or eight terrible years, from 1930 to 1938, Cana-

1930s witnessed the rise of leaders as different as Hitler
and Mussolini in Europe, Franklin Roosevelt in the
United States, and Duff Pattullo, Mitchell Hepburn,
William Aberhart and Maurice Duplessis in Canada.
Their ideologies and policies may have spanned the
political spectrum, but they possessed in common that
special and difficult-to-define trait called charisma, first
identified by the German sociologist Max Weber: the
perception that some “higher power” had bestowed on
them a unique and “inimitable quality.” Politicians of
extraordinary personality and ego, they offered their

ing the budget and paying off <

S followers deliverance and scape-

the huge debt incurred by the
Canadian National Railways. It

Allan Levine

goats, dazzling crowds with ora-
tory and promises for a better fu-

va

did not mean assuming more
responsibility for the unemployed, which under the
British North America Act fell into the jurisdiction of
the provinces and municipalities.

Curiously, Canadians first turned to R.B. Bennett,
an arrogant and dour wealthy corporate lawyer, who
had become leader of the Conservative Party in 1927.
During the federal election campaign of 1930, which
he ultimately won, Bennett told voters that he could
save them from the imminent economic disaster.
Singlehandedly R.B. Bennett was going to end the
Depression. He intended to solve the crisis with pro-
tective tariffs and “blast” his way into world markets.
Such traditional policies, however, did not work and
Bennett grew frustrated, bitter and very unpopular.
His futile attempt in 1934 to implement his “‘New
Deal” reforms—including minimum wage laws and
unemployment insurance—was too late. William
Lyon Mackenzie King and the Liberals were returned
to power in the election of 1935, which marked the
start of twenty-two years of Liberal rule.

It was the same story across the country. The
despair of the Depression demanded change, and
provincial governments, the majority of which were
Conservative, were deemed expendable. The only
provincial administration to survive from 1930 to the
end of the decade was John Bracken’s Progressive
government in Manitoba, and Bracken was forced to
form a coalition with the Liberals. Psychologically
defeated, people wanted a saviour, not only to pro-
vide new economic answers but more significantly to
reassure them that they were not to blame for their
hardships and troubles. In short, Canadians were
searching for political messiahs who could give them
hope for the future.

Around the world, the response was similar. The

ture. Using powerful words and
religious images, they appealed for, and demanded, a
new moral order.

As “men of the people,” they railed against the
enemies, real and imagined, of their downtrodden
flock: business establishments, elites, “special inter-
ests,” bankers, Jews and Communists. They promised
redistribution of wealth and alleviation of debt. Salva-
tion, however, had a heavy price. With few exceptions,
once in power these populists showed their true col-
ours as authoritarian demagogues who were deter-
mined to do whatever it took, including trampling civil
liberties, to achieve their personal destinies.

Socialism was one viable solution in Canada, yet
the birth of the Co-operative Commonwealth Feder-
ation (CCF) in Regina in 1933 with its stated inten-
tion “to eradicate capitalism” proved too much for
the vast majority of middle-class Canadians fearful of
anything resembling Communism. Despite the cred-
ibility of its soft-spoken leader, Rev. J.S. Woodsworth,
the CCF was initially generally regarded with disdain
and perceived as no less subversive than the “Red
Menace.” One Catholic journal in Saskatchewan,
where the CCF was later to have its greatest electoral
success, described the party’s platform as “inspired by
the old Jew Karl Marx, the father and author of the
Communist Manifesto.”

Nevertheless, the CCF’s demands for reform and
social justice could not be entirely ignored. In British
Columbia, the stylish sixty-year old leader of the
provincial Liberal Party, Duff Pattullo, rode to power
in November 1933 with a promise of “Work and
Wages.” Pattullo’s vision of “socialized capitalism,” in
which the state would deal more effectively with social
and economic development, was inspired by the ex-
ample of President Roosevelt’s New Deal. Unlike
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William Aberhart

FDR, however, Pattullo did not have the money or
resources to implement innovative unemployment
relief and social programs, and neither R.B. Bennett
nor Mackenzie King was anxious to surrender control
of tax revenues for such schemes. His grand reforms
were put on hold. Impatient, Pattullo
pushed through a “Special Powers Act”
in 1934 that effectively made the pre-
mier a dictator. Though the act was
never invoked, Pattullo’s reputation as
B an authoritarian leader, perhaps not
entirely deserved, was confirmed.

Another Liberal with a mind of his
own was the brash and erratic Mitchell
Hepburn. Only the desperation of the Depression
could have enabled such an inconsistent and impuls-
ive personality (not to mention, an alcoholic and a
notorious womanizer) to gain power in Ontario.
Hepburn talked like a left-wing liberal reformer and
attracted wide support. A brilliant campaigner, he
was never too specific about how he planned to solve
the Depression; he just said he could do it. And in
1934, the vast majority of Ontarians believed and
trusted him. As even Mackenzie King (the two Liberal
leaders detested each other) was later forced to con-
cede, “People believe [Hepburn] is honest; know he
is fearless and regard him as efficient in Administra-
tion. His manner, evidently, as well, catches the man
on the street. It is the ‘fellows’ that count & he is one
of them in language and spirit.”

Hepburn managed to institute a few reforms, but
the real economic problems of the day were beyond
his capacity and control. In the end, he was not the
radical or the social reformer he had pretended to
be. Indeed, when it counted, as it did in 1937 during
the General Motors strike in Oshawa, the man who
had identified himself with the “little fellow,” the
unemployed workman and the struggling farmer,
turned out to be nothing but an advocate for big
business.

Across the country in Alberta, politics was being
transformed with equal drama by William Aberhart,
whom popular historian Pierre Berton has described
as “the most electrifying political figure the country has
ever produced.” On August 22, 1935, Aberhart and his
newly formed Social Credit Party defeated the reigning
United Farmers of Alberta and assumed control of the
province, the beginning of thirty-six straight years of
Social Credit rule. A teacher by training, Aberhart was
the prime example of the 1930s political prophet and
his victory was nothing less than sensational. Revered
by his loyal followers as a “Man of God,” he mesmerized
an entire province with his promises for a glorious and
prosperous future.

Struggling with debt and unemployment, de-
Jjected Albertans needed to be rescued. They needed
to be reassured that the harsh economic times were
not of their making but the fault of those who had
victimized them in the past, eastern Canadian bank-
ers and international financiers—the “Fifty Big
Shots” as Aberhart labelled them. Using radio like no
other Canadian politician before or since to spread
his peculiar Social Credit gospel, Aberhart convinced
Albertans that his unorthodox plan for restructuring
the economy (developed by the British engineer
Major C.H. Douglas in the 1920s) was their only
answer. He explained to them why there was “poverty
in the midst of plenty,” to quote a popular Social
Credit slogan, and dangled before them dividends of
$25 a month and “just” prices.

Psychologically, this mixture of economics, reli-
gious fervour and political passion was irresistible. But
the federal government prevented Aberhart from im-
plementing his Social Credit platform by disallowing
every piece of financial legislation he passed. By the
end of the decade, the Social Credit government’s
economic policies were not much different from those
of any Conservative administration.

In office, Aberhart initially proved to be a tyrant.
When journalists criticized him, he tried to censor
them; when a former cabinet minister threatened to
bring out a book exposing him as a fraud, he black-
mailed the publisher to halt publication; and when he
tired of debates in the Legislature he stopped answer-
ing the opposition’s questions, choosing instead to
speak to the people directly on the radio. None of this
made a difference to his army of supporters. Social
Credit, observes historian Blair Neatby, “remained an
ideal, a faith, an abstraction,” and William Aberhart
was still “the champion”who defended Alberta’s inter-
ests against eastern domination.

Finally, in Quebec there was the political phenom-
enon of Maurice Duplessis, as much a product of the
Depression as Hepburn and Aberhart but even more
dishonest about his intentions. During the 1935 Que-
bec election campaign, Duplessis, the leader of the
provincial Conservatives, who had been out of office
since 1897, united with a group of dissident left-lean-
ing nationalist Liberals led by Paul Gouin to form a
new party called the Union Nationale. Promising to
end the corruption practised by a generation of Lib-
eral administrations, reform capitalism and regulate
the “trusts” and English bankers who controlled the
province, Duplessis came close to defeating the Lib-
erals. In a second election held in August 1936, the

Allan Levine, a Winnipeg historian and writer, teaches at
St. John’s Ravenscourt School.
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Union Nationale won a major victory.

Gouin had left the coalition over a disagreement
with the outspoken Duplessis, but his Liberal sup-
porters believed that the new premier would indeed
institute the economic reforms he had pledged him-
self to. They were wrong. Duplessis was as partisan as
the Liberals he replaced and had no intention of
bothering capitalists with state regulations. Instead,
using his infamous “Padlock law,” he turned the full
force of the government and the police on any indi-
vidual, group or movement he suspected of having
socialist sympathies. In a province where a fascist
leader like Adrien Arcand was attracting a consider-
able following, where support in the Spanish Civil
War was on the side of the right and General Franco,
and where antisemitism was regarded as an accept-
able credo, Duplessis’s dictatorial actions met with
little opposition. Except for a defeat in the election
of 1939, mainly due to the intervention of federal

The Thirties: Political Messiahs

Liberals, Duplessis’s hold on Quebec remained firm
until his death in 1959.

Today, as the country struggles with economic
problems similar to those faced by Canadians in the
thirties, resentment and cynicism against elected pol-
iticians have never been higher. (A recent poll
showed that the public regard politicians with less
respect than car dealers and rock musicians.) Cana-
dians are demanding change and the times are ripe
again for the coming of a new political prophet. The
popularity of such self-declared saviours as the na-
tionalist Bloc Québécois leader Lucien Bouchard
and the Reform Party’s Preston Manning is all too
familiar. But before voters flock in large numbers to
these and other political messiahs, a word of caution.
If there is one lesson to be learned from the political
history of the 1930s, it is that those who proclaim
themselves to be the tribunes of the people may turn
out be something very different indeed.4-

On the Prairies, You Had to
Leam to Peel a Nickel

he word my parents used to describe the task

of rearing a family during the 1930s was tough.

“Things were really tough”; “you had to learn
to peel a nickel”; “you had to make your own fun”;
“you had to help one another.” There was a sense of
everyone being in the same boat struggling against
unknown hostile forces. Some endured more hard-
ship than others but no one got through the thirties
unscathed.

We grew up hearing Depression survival stories
and like all war stories they contained sadness, grati-
tude, pride, relief and humour. Now the ranks of
those who were building careers and starting families
in the thirties are thinning. My mother, Deane

that too. Grandma'’s workload was eased when Sophie
knocked on the door one day and stayed for fifteen
years. She had come in from the farm with no job and
no money and went from door to door offering to
work for room and board. Yes, lots of people did that
too.

C. Rhodes Smith, who went on to a distinguished
career as a cabinet minister and judge in Manitoba,
had already been practising law in Winnipeg for eight
years when the stock market crashed in October
1929. “Thousands of people were out of work im-
mediately and everyone who had investments was
adversely affected,” he remembers. “A number of our
[Winnipeg’s] businesses suffered—a number of peo-

Doody, just turned eighty-five. =<

S ple lost jobs. Banks and real es-

Soon her greatgrandchildren
will be old enough to enjoy the

Gail Burns

tate businesses collapsed. Real
estate was the biggest business

story of how in November 1929
she married a well-to-do up-and-comer whose very
next paycheque was cut in half without notice. “And
that was just the start of it!”

After a few more cuts, my father’s company con-
solidated its western division and transferred him,
but not his pregnant wife, to Vancouver. My mother
moved back to her parents’ home. “Lots of people
did that in those days,” she claims. Indeed, my grand-
parents’ spacious house soon sheltered two returned
daughters with families as well as a bachelor son.
Everyone moved over a little more and my grand-
mother began to take in roomers. Lots of people did

7 in Winnipeg then except for the
railroads—and they laid off a lot of people too. En-
rolment at universities was way down. The first year I
taught law in 1925 there were twenty-five first-year
students. By the mid-thirties it was down to twelve.
One year it was eight.”

In 1935, Smith was elected to Winnipeg city coun-
cil: “That year there were 8,300 families on relief and
5,000 single men. And that was after a lot had gone
east or west.” The population of Winnipeg at the time
was 221,242. Smith was made chair of a special com-
mission to examine the problems of single men on
relief because many complaints had been received
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about their poor living conditions: “You should have
seen the places they lived in. Conditions were awful.
I saw bedbugs crawling up the walls. Hotel owners
divided the rooms—maybe three out of one, just
room for a single bed and a washstand. Single men
ate in soup kitchens. They fed 4,000 every day. One

day there was a disturbance. A man in the line broke
open aloaf of bread and the interior of the loaves was
green. They were being fed moldy food.”

Many people converted their homes to rooming
houses and predictably some became rundown and
overcrowded: “I met one fellow living in a basement

The Depression Drove Norman Bethune

eroes make us uneasy.
Twentieth-century cults
of personality have cured

us of the exaltation of individuals.
Yet what is one to do when the
personality of an individual stands
out from the surrounding dreari-
ness of life, when one person rises
above the crowd and leaves his or
her mark on the times? What cir-
cumstances turn a strong personal-
ity into a hero and a myth? What, in
the case of Norman Bethune, con-
stituted the transition from the reb-
el doctor to the committed revolu-
tionary?

Bethune’s role in setting up a
blood transfusion unit during the
Spanish Civil War and his partici-
pation in Mao Zedong’s Eighth
Army have been well documented,;
his Montreal years and the events
that led to his political commit-
ment remain less well known. Yet
these eight years, 1928 to 1936, wit-
nessed his personal transforma-
tion justas the country was turning
from the roaring twenties to the
grumbling thirties.

Bethune arrived in Montreal at
thirty-eight, having just released
himself from the Trudeau Sanato-
rium in Saranac Lake, N.Y,, where
he was treated for tuberculosis for
two years. Eager to specialize in
thoracic surgery, he joined Dr. Ed-
ward Archibald at the Royal Victo-
ria Hospital from 1928 to 1932.
During these years, he earned him-
self a reputation for nonconfor-
mity, devotion to his patients, and
the speed with which he operated.
His bold surgical practice was con-

troversial and earned him accusa-
tions of recklessness, which led to
his departure. In early 1933 he was
appointed chief of pulmonary sur-
gery and bronchoscopy at the
Hoépital du Sacré-Coeur, in a Mon-
treal suburb, and he held this posi-
tion until his resignation in 1936.

By then Montreal was in the
depths of the Depression. Beth-
une’s ethnic background, affilia-
tion with the Royal Victoria and
residence in the western part of the
city identified him as a member of
the Anglo-Saxon elite, but at Sacré-
Coeur, a Catholic Francophone
hospital, he was in daily contact
with people who were experiencing
serious physical and economic
hardship. Even before the crash,
the Montreal working class was
plagued with irregular work, em-
ployment in labourintensive low-
wage sectors, and a high rate of
unemployment. Soon, close to a
third of the labour force was unem-
ployed. By 1934, 125,000 people
outofa population of 819,000 were
on welfare.

Montreal was one of the un-
healthiest cities for workers to live
in. Infant mortality was above 100
per thousand live births, and much
higher in working-class districts in
the eastern part of the city and
along the Lachine Canal. The inci-
dence of tuberculosis in Montreal
was three times as high as in To-
ronto. Although the rate had been
dropping, it rose again in the mid-
thirties. Late diagnosis and a short-
age of beds, partly due to bud-
getary restraints, worsened the sit-

uation. In a city where one quarter
of households had less than one
room per person and where 18,000
people lived in what the authorities
defined as slums, the risk of conta-
gion was always high. One would
have had to be totally insensitive to
ignore this reality.

Until 1935, the picture we have
of Bethune is that of a compassion-
ate, gifted doctor, impatient, cre-
ative (could he not paint frescos
and invent surgical instruments?),
endowed with a very large ego. An
iconoclast who fancied shocking
people; an epicurean who liked to
eat and drink well; in short, a “bo-
hemian” closer to the world of art-
ists and poets than to that of the
medical profession. A rebel, surely,
butnota revolutionary. Butall that
would soon change.

In August 1935, Bethune atten-
ded the International Physiological
Congress in Leningrad and Mos-
cow. This trip proved a turning
pointin his life. Back in Canada, he
joined a Marxist study group, star-
ted reading the great Marxist texts,
and made new friends among mili-
tants, especially artists on the left.
At the time, when the Depression
seemed to herald the collapse of
capitalism, communism was pro-
posing an alternative to a society
based on profit and competition.
The appeal of the Marxist analysis
for anyone seriously concerned

Andrée Lévesque is professor of history
at McGill University in Montreal. She
has published on the 1930s and the left
in Quebec.
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on a cotwith springs but no mattress—no bedclothes.
There were lots like that.” In the early years of the
Depression, “The Salvation Army was the closest
thing to relief. But very soon, the Salvation Army
couldn’t handle it, the city couldn’t and the province
couldn’t.” People drifted—from farms into the cities,

The Thirties: Tough Times

from east to west or west to east: “People came to the
cities to get jobs. If they stayed for a year they got
unemployment relief. Most wanted to work—a great
many gave up in despair.”

If conditions were bad in Manitoba, they were
worse in Saskatchewan, with its farm-based economy

to Become an Actor on the World Stage

with social justice and economic
democracy cannot be underest-
mated. Bethune chose the most
radical trend and joined the Com-
munist Party of Canada in Novem-
ber 1935. The party was then
embarking on its United Front pe-
riod, calling on a broad coalition to
oppose fascism. It was a most propi-
tious time to join.

Bethune was not sectarian, and
at the urging of a CCF member
from the Verdun YMCA he opened
a clinic for the unemployed in
Pointe-St-Charles. He became in-
creasingly interested in health care
and soon presented to his friends
a model city for tuberculosis pa-
tients, complete with clinics, ther-
apy, recreation and rehabilitation
centres. In a period of financial
restraint, such a utopian project
did not gather much support.

Starting in the fall of 1935,
Bethune lived in a state of high
effervescence. He presented pa-
pers at professional conferences,
particularly on health care in the
Soviet Union; attended party meet-
ings; set up art classes for children
with his artist friends Fritz Brandt-
ner and Marion Scott; painted and
wrote poetry; kept up his clinic for
the unemployed; and started meet-
ing with other health professionals
to study health care systems in var-
ious countries. What began as a
study group composed of doctors,
nurses, social workersand a dentist
soon turned to a concrete project:
to develop a blueprint for social-
ized medicine in Quebec and pres-
ent it to doctors, politicians and

candidates in the upcoming pro-
vincial election of August 1936.
Whatwas known until then as
the Bethune Group had to find a
name. Not to frighten people, the
title avoided the word socialized or
socialist and settled for “the Mon-
treal Group for the Security of the
People’s Health,” with Norman
Bethune as secretary. State respon-
sibility in social welfare was then
very limited. Institutions could get
governmentsubsidies for their des-
titute patients; state-supported
public health units took care of
vaccination, contagious diseases
and sanitation; and just two
months before the election the city
of Montreal set up a medical relief
committee for the unemployed.
The Montreal Group proposed
a variety of medical plans. One was
municipal medicine accessible to
everyone, with an expansion of the
public health units to include doc-
tors, nurses and dentists on salary
working on preventing and curing
diseases. Compulsory health insur-
ance constituted a second plan,

and voluntary health and hospital
insurance was a third. A fourth plan
was to cover only the unemployed
for the whole province. Although
the press commented favourably,
the plans were ignored by politi-
cians, and after the election of Mau-
rice Duplessis’s Union Nationale
government, an increasingly disil-
lusioned Bethune became more
concerned with the march of fas-
cism in Spain.

The chaos of the Depression,
the ideal of collective care and the
rise of fascism galvanized Norman
Bethune and propelled him onto
the world stage, from the Canadian
Blood Transfusion Unit in Spain
with Hazen Sise in 1936-37 to the
International Peace Hospital on
the Shansi border behind the Jap-
anese lines in 1938-39 where, hav-
ing cut himself with his scalpel, he
died of blood poisoning for lack of
proper medication.

While the Depression left many
bewildered, it drove Bethune to ac-
tion. As the flamboyant Montreal
surgeon, the ambulance driver on
the Guadalajara Front, or the ema-
ciated doctor with his makeshift op-
erating table in the midst of a guer-
rilla army, Bethune was always char-
acterized by a passionate temper, a
sense of justice, and the capacity to
engage in action for a collective
cause. Unlike W.H. Auden’s disillu-
sioned drinker, “uncertain and
afraid,” Bethune was assured and
unafraid, and did not see “the
clever hopes expire of alow dishon-
est decade.” -

—Andrée Lévesque
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faced with sagging world wheat prices and prolonged
drought. “My wife and I took our boys west one
summer—twenty-five miles into Saskatchewan we saw
empty fields, miles and miles of nothing,” Smith
recalls. “Finally we saw a green field in the distance.
It was a solid mass of Russian thistle. That’s what
happens when a farm’s deserted. There was no sign
of crops until we got to northern Alberta.”

Mildred Hetlelid, who taught in Saskatchewan
then, remembers her grade 11 and 12 boysriding the
rails for the summer: “There was a rush east to get
work, because there were no crops and so there was
no work. Some of them had terrible experiences.
These young kids had never been away from home
before.” She remembers Saskatchewan farmers aban-
doning their homes and walking north or east with
just the baby buggy and the clothes on their backs.

+ee

THE CANADIAN AUTHORS MEET
Expansive puppets percolate self-unction
Beneath a portrait of the Prince of Wales.
Miss Crotchet’s muse has somehow failed to function,
Yet she’s a poetess. Beaming, she sails

From group to chattering group, with such a dear
Victorian saintliness, as is her fashion,

Greeting the other unknowns with a cheer—
Virgins of sixty who still write of passion.

The air is heavy with Canadian topics,

And Carman, Lampman, Roberts, Campbell, Scott,
Are measured for their faith and philanthropics,
Their zeal for God and King, their earnest thought.

The cakes are sweet, but sweeter is the feeling
That one is mixing with the literats;

It warms the old, and melts the most congealing.
Really, it is a most delightful party.

Shall we go round the mulberry bush, or shall
We gather at the river, or shall we

Appoint a poet laureate this Fall,

Or shall we have another cup of tea?

O Canada, O Canada, Oh, can
A day go by without new authors springing
To paint the native lily, and to plan
More ways to set the selfsame welkin ringing?

—F.R. Scott
From The Collected Poems of ER. Scott. Used by permission of
the Canadian Publishers, McClelland & Stewart, Toronto.

Hetlelid recalls that wells dried up and cattle died.
When she began her teaching career at Lafleche,
Saskatchewan, in 1926, her starting salary was $1,200,
“pretty good money then.” However, “In 1929, I was
getting $1,000. And at that time I was principal of a
two-room school and had three teachers under me.”
To keep her expenses down, Hetlelid lived with farm
families who boarded teachers as a way of working
their taxes. “If the farmer’s taxes were paid up at the
end of six weeks, I moved on,” she says. “I did that for
three years. It helped them, they got their taxes paid,
and it helped me.”

When she later married another teacher, their
combined annual salary, as principal and vice-princi-
pal, was $1,700. “But we never got paid,” she laughs.
“We might get $25 a month. We’d get a note saying
they owed it to us.” The they in this instance was the
local school board. The province and municipalities
had no money because the tax base was depleted. No
one had money—not farmers, not teachers, not
shopkeepers, not municipalities. “Nobody knew how
to deal with a depression,” Hetlelid says.

Maybe, but Hetlelid and her ilk devised some very
clever ways of dealing with a cashless economy. The
Hetlelids moved to Congress, Saskatchewan, and Mil-
dred stopped teaching. A niece who was also a
teacher lived with them. “We didn’t get any money
and there were three of us,” Hetlelid says. “So the
storekeeper was a bachelor and he boarded with us
for dinner and supper. And I did his washing and
ironing. Then I took the money he paid us back to
him to buy more groceries. And I don’t know what
we’d have done if we hadn’t had this extra money.”
By paying her father’s property taxes, Hetlelid found
another way to generate cash: “Because the munici-
pality owed me money, I paid his taxes with my notes,
and he gave me the cash. You had to do these things.”
This work for promissory notes continued until the
end of the decade—after Saskatchewan produced a
couple of successful crops and after Gordon Hetlelid
had given up teaching. “They wrote and asked us,
‘Will you take 25 per cent off?’ By that time we’d had
ten no-crop years and so we took it. No, it wasn’t fair,
but there was no money around.”

But Hetlelid insists that “we had a lot of fun in
those years too.” Some of that fun was found in
community relief projects: “I was on the committee
distributing a carload of clothes that had come from
eastern Canada. And one lady had sent a sample-size
box of Lux soapflakes and a note explaining how to
use it. We also got high-heeled slippers and a long

Gail Burns is a Winnipeg writer and former associate editor
of Compass.
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dress with leg-of-mutton sleeves. We kept them for
our home talent plays.” Carloads of fruit and vegeta-
bles were put to good use, but prairie people didn’t
know quite what to do with a boxcar full of salt cod:
“One fellow took his slab of salted codfish, printed
his name on it and put it on his gate.”

She says, “The only thing I couldn’t live through
again was the dust.” Hetlelid describes waking up
each morning to clear weather. Then it would cloud
over as though it mightrain. But it was always another
dust storm: “And your house would just be littered
with the finest dust—through closed windows and
doors. If you had food out it would be covered. It was
in your hair, in your skin, your eyes and mouth. I just
couldn’tgo through it again. It’s a nightmare to me.”

For Mildred Hetlelid it was the sweet smell of rain
and two good crop years that signalled the end of bad
times. Rhodes Smith points out that misery was much
alleviated once relief systems were in place. Inevita-
bly, however, the end of the Depression is connected
with the launching of the Second World War. “By
1941, there was work and good money for everyone,”
says Smith. “I don’t think it takes a war, but that’s what
happened then.”

The Thirties: Tough Times

The comparison of the present sluggish economy
with the dirty thirties just doesn’t wash with those who
survived these years. Smith is categorical: “It’s noth-
ing like as bad. The unemployed are not walking the
streets. No marches—like the freight train from the
west. People climbed on at every stop intent on
marching on Ottawa. When they reached Regina
they were stopped by the Mounted Police. There
were 2,000. How many thousands more would have
joined before they reached Ottawa?” He maintains
that social programs have made a difference: “Unem-
ployment Insurance has helped a great deal. The vast
majority use it well. They’'ve earned it. There
shouldn’t be resentment.”

While most would not want Canada to abandon
its social safety net, there is a niggling worry that
society is perhaps getting softer. As Hetlelid puts it,
“There’s something very fine about surmounting
these difficulties. You get a feeling of accomplish-
ment that some people never get.” But she believes
that if today’s young people had to make the sacri-
fices and adjustments that were required of people
during the Depression, they would rise to the
challenge.¢-

Many Women Had No Choice
but Domestic Work

ost accounts of the Depression emphasize
unemployment, the dole and relief pro-
grams, citing such figures as the 1932-33
unemployment rate of 30 per cent. What they rarely
note is that in the same decade employment in one
sector, the domestic servant economy, was 72 per cent
larger than in 1921 and kept rising until 1941.1 The
statistics may actually understate the number of women
serving as cooks, maids, laundresses and kitchen help,
since women who worked in the homes of others often
went undocumented in official figures.
A west-coast resident who moved to Montreal in

“Ironically, for those who managed to keep their jobs
in the face of the Depression, life was better relatively
than it had been before the crash. Many families had
a ‘girl'—‘maid’ was too elegant a term—to assist the
housewife in her chores. Those single girls were pre-
pared to perform household labour in exchange for
litle more than room and board.” Elegant or not,
having a maid enhanced one’s social status, for “a lady
did not do all her own work.” Technological innova-
tion in the form of home appliances did not replace
servants in such a lifestyle; instead, expectations of a
bigger, better and cleaner home actually increased the

1933, amazed at the cheap rate =<

2 demand for domestic help.

for domestic staff, likened it to
slavery: “Perfectly ridiculous,

Tracy Wynne

Middle-class periodicals ran
articles and ads that appealed to

v

isn’t it? Buying a human being,
an excellent chef, for $10 a week, or a small maid for
50 cents a day.” The history of domestic service in
Canada in the 1930s reveals both the desperate situ-
ation of the hired women and the concurrent afflu-
ence of a comfortable few.

Depression conditions in fact benefited groups that
were secure, such as government officials, civil servants
and some business owners. As one observer noted,

this consumer class. In 1932, for
example, Chatelaine ran a four-part series calling for
“the professionalization of domestic service.” Articles
discussed how to run domestic servants as if you were
running a business and how to establish good rela-
tions between servant and mistress. A new car ad in
a 1932 Maclean’s carried the headline “As simple as
summoning your maid.”® Buying a car and hiring a
domestic servant were both effective ways of demon-
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strating your consuming power.

Whether the “help” lived in or just around the
corner, plenty of it was available. A woman in south-
western Ontario wrote, “We lived in a nice district in
London and our city wasn’t hit all that hard. In fact
itwas quite a good time for us because everything was

so low in price, food, things for the house and help,

yes, you could get a good maid for $5.00 a month,
some girl from Saskatchewan or the Maritimes where
they were hit hard.”™

The view from the other side was expressed by one
“daughter of Martha,” Florence Worthington, in a

Grey Owl’s Masquerade for Conservation

he tall, hawk-faced man
stood proudly before his
audience of nearly 3,000
in Toronto’s Massey Hall on
March 26, 1938, the final stopina
six-month lecture tour of Britain,
Canada and the United States.
Since October 1937 he had
addressed more than a quarter of
a million people, including the
Royal Family in a command per-
formance at Buckingham Palace.
Grey Owl, the “Modern Hia-
watha,” spoke of the north, of its
forests and animals, and of his
people, the North American Indi-
ans.
Through his four books, his
lectures and his half-dozen films
' . with the beaver,
~ Grey Owl had
become one of
the best known
Canadians of
the day. When
- he spoke in To-
. ronto in 1936,
" the event’s orga-
i nizers estimated
that 800 people would attend his
talk in the King Edward Hotel’s
Crystal Ballroom. Instead 1,700
crowded in, and another 500 had
to be turned away.
Grey Owl published his first
book, Men of the Last Frontier, a

Donald B. Smith teaches Canadian
history at the University of Calgary,
and is the author of From the Land
of Shadows: The Making of Grey
Owl (1990).

collection of tales in honour of
the life of the “wilderness man,”
in 1931. Pilgrims of the Wild, which
appeared three years later, be-
came a runaway bestseller. In Pil-
grimshe told of his transformation
from trapper to conservationist.

He completed it and his subse-
quent two books, The Adventures of
Sajo and Her Beaver People (1935)

and Tales of an Empty Cabin (1936)

at Prince Albert National Park in

Saskatchewan, where he looked
after a beaver conservation pro-
gram. He lived at Beaver Lodge, a
small cabin at best six by seven

metres in extent. The beaver had
built their lodge outside, and par-
tially inside, his home, appropri-
ating a quarter of his living space.

Who was Grey Owl? In The Ca-
nadian Who’s Who of 1936-37, Sir
Charles G.D. Roberts, one of Ca-
nada’s most distinguished literary
figures, obtained and printed
Grey Owl’s full story. The entry
reads: “Born encampment, State
of Sonora, Mexico; son of George,
a native of Scotland, and Kathrine
(Cochise) Belaney; a half-breed
Apache Indian...adopted as
blood-brother by Ojibway tribe,
1920...speaks Ojibway but has for-
gotten Apache.”

Grey Owl gave one of the best
talks of his career that evening at
Massey Hall. The overriding
theme throughout his lectures
was simple: “Remember you be-
long to Nature, not it to you.” For
more than six months he had de-
voted all of his physical and emo-

tional strength to his crusade for
conservation. He returned to
Beaver Lodge in early April 1938,
totally exhausted and run down.
Only three days later he had to be
rushed to hospital, and he died in
Prince Albert on April 13. Then
came the bombshell.

Swift detective work on both
sides of the Atantic in the week
after his death allowed reporters
to discover Grey Owl’s real iden-
tity. Canada’s most popular In-
dian was really one Archie
Belaney, born and raised in Has-
tings, England, who had left
home in 1906 at the age of seven-
teen to live in northern Canada.
Belaney had so admired the Indi-
ans for their ability to live in the
wilderness that he created a new
identity for himself in Canada as
a North American Indian. Al-
though taken by surprise, few Ca-
nadian newspapers condemned
him for his masquerade. They rec-
ognized his attainments as a
writer and a spokesperson for
conservation.

A new generation of readers
discovered his books in the 1960s
and 1970s when the environment
became a popular concern. In
1988 Edwin and Margery Wilder,
an American couple, became so
influenced by Grey Owl’s conser-
vationist philosophy that they do-
nated $750,000 to ensure the
preservation of Beaver Lodge and
the wilderness canoe routes in
Prince Albert National Park.-4-

—Donald B. Smith
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FROM MACLEAN’S MAGAZINE, APRIL 15, 1932. REPRINTED BY PERMISSION OF MACLEAN'S MAGAZINE, MACLEAN-HUNTER LTD.

letter to the Toronto Mail and Empire: “My day’s work
begins at six in the morning and ends at any time
before twelve at night. All day long I serve and scrub
and bake and then wash dishes, polish silver, press
clothes until well into the night. I wear a frilly head
band that seems like a lead weight on my throbbing
temples. My shoes are felt soled and light as gossamer
but at times they feel like cast iron. I say ‘Yes sir,” and
‘Yes madame’ with a pleasant smile, when I feel like
screaming and telling the whole shooting match to
go to hades.”™

Domestic service has always been a socially accept-
able type of paid employment for women. Around
the turn of the century, however, Canadian women
became less willing to take up the call for service,
regarding it as modern-day slavery to be endured
only in dire circumstances. Thus a recruitment cam-
paign was mounted in the British Isles and then in
Continental Europe. The selling points in the im-
migrant market for a career in domestic service in
Canada included steady employment, room and
board, and the privilege of adopting Canadian cus-
toms and the English language.

Federal and provincial governments undertook
the challenge of luring women into domestic service
in Canada with reduced ocean passage rates, per-
sonal recruiting in Britain and Europe, and an escort
service into Canada for all unaccompanied women.
Both levels of government also increased funding for
recruitment and Ottawa developed a women'’s divi-
sion of the Department of Immigration. One of the
impediments for women who might want to come to
Canada was the cost of travel. The Department of
Immigration and the Colonization Board of the Ca-
nadian Pacific and Canadian National railways nego-
tiated a railway agreement to open the door to Euro-
pean domestics—so much so that by 1931, 25 per cent
of all immigrant domestics were from continental
Europe.

However, the immigrant domestic experiment al-
most ended in the 1930s when the governments
announced that the local supply more than equalled
the demand. Thousands of Canadian women, laid off
from industrial or clerical jobs, had returned to dom-
inate the domestic service economy. Given the lack
of employment opportunities in factories or shops,
even higherlevel women workers turned to domestic
service, distasteful as it might be, as their only means
of survival. An unemployed woman executive signing
herself only as “One of Them” was advised at the local
YWCA employment office to take a domestic posi-

Tracy Wynne lives in Hamilton. She is currently studying
law at Osgoode Hall, York University.

The Thirties: Domestic Work

tion, and she did.s
For women with un-
employed husbands,
the meagre pay from
domestic service
made an important
difference in many a
family’s life and ma-
terial wellbeing.
Living condi-
tions and treatment
by employers varied,
but there was gener-
ally cause for com-
plaint. Since the ma-
jority of domestics

AS SUMMONING
YOUR MAID

worked in one-ser-
vant households,

AS SIMPLE eyl e s e i

THE NEW McLAUGHLIN-BUICK EIGHTS‘

lbtod_wader *Gueral Mtors_Cors® bn ibe_casfed_poges_o| yows_islpboss_disim)

they felt extremely ..
isolated both within

the household and in the community at large. They
acutely felt the injustices of ghettoization: low wages,
long hours, lack of privacy, and demeaning social
status.

These women had no vocational or political orga-
nization to speak for them. As a class without power,
they had no political influence and posed no political
threat; to this extent they were expendable, invisible
and unheard. Domestic service actually propped up
the economy, Veronica Strong-Boag argues, because
it “operated as the unemployment insurance for the
poor in the 1930s.”” The writings of those few domes-
tics who recorded their hardships and injustices rep-
resented a challenge to governments’ response to the
Depression, but society didn’t take any notice.4-

1Canadian census figures for the female labour force quoted in
John H. Thompson and Allen Seager, eds., Canada 1922-1939:
Decades of Discord (Toronto: McClelland and Stewart, 1985), Table
XIb, give the following numbers for the Personal Service occupa-
tional group: 1921: 132,000; 1931: 227,000 (72 per cent more than
in 1921); 1941: 288,000 (27 per cent more than in 1931).

2Barry Broadfoot, Ten Lost Years: 1929-1939 (Toronto: Doubleday,
1973), p. 6.

BConstai:lce Templeton, Chatelaine, December 1932, pp. 17, 54;
January 1933, pp. 12, 49; March 1933, pp. 12, 13, 68; and July 1933,
pp- 17, 49; Maclean’s, April 15, 1932, p. 2.

4Broadfoot, Ten Lost Years, p. 146.

5The letter, dated January 14, 1934, appears in J. Acton, P. Gold-
smith and B. Shepard, Women at Work: Ontario 1850-1930 (Toronto:
Canadian Women’s Educational Press, 1974), p. 87. Martha, in Lk
11:38, did the serving when Christ came to visit.

6“The Jobless White-Collar Woman,” Maclean’s, May 1932, pp. 16,
45-46.

"Veronica Strong-Boag, The New Day Recalled: Lives of Girls and
Women in English Canada, 1919-1936 (Toronto: Copp Clark, 1988),
p- 55.
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Movies Rarely Saw the Dark Side

rom a Canadian standpoint, movies in the

thirties meant Hollywood, already and incon-

testably the dominant film power, flooding the
world with its incarnations of American culture.
Never in the history of the world had there been such
a concentration of creative artistic talent. Money,
creative opportunity, threat of persecution or war at
home—whatever the motivation, European film tal-
ent of every sort flowed into this welcoming world
mecca, at the service of mammoth studios run mostly
by Jewish immigrants who themselves had fled po-
groms. Often rising from extreme poverty, they had
managed to create, thanks to their energy, nerve and
foresight, a system of film empires unmatched before
or since. What guided them was something close to

was very uncomfortable when a great artist like Char-
lie Chaplin went against the rules by exposing the
plight of the “little man,” in sociopolitical terms any-
one could recognize, in his two masterpieces of the
thirties, City Lights and especially Modern Times. Such
films were decidedly rarities, and it would not be until
the early 1940s that John Ford and Orson Welles, to
cite two of the very best, would match his social
insight with The Grapes of Wrath and Citizen Kane.
However, one popular Hollywood genre did man-
age to explore the seamy side of American life with-
out alienating too many people: the gangster-cop
thriller film. Thanks particularly to Warner Brothers,
screens of the early thirties were filled with violent,
dark poems of city life centring on Prohibition and

genius, an instinctive knowl- (=<

S the gangster phenomenon of

edge of and feel for what moved
the common people: strong,

Marc Gervais

the previous decade. The mam-
moth studios recreated big-city

clear, uncomplicated stories,
upbeat, larger-than-life sentiments and characters,
action right up front, and stars.

So popular entertainment triumphed, unfettered
by any concern for the “intellectual” or “high cul-
ture.” Butitwas served by awesome reserves of artistic
talent, and some of the creative geniuses managed to
flourish under the system, fashioning a whole series
of popular masterpieces. They scrupulously obeyed
the rules: never upset the audience, offer satisfaction
for constantly reinforced expectations and re-
sponses, reflect the American Way of Life and all that
itimplies. Since, in spite of everything (and especially
when compared to what was happening elsewhere),
the U.S. was young and developing, what was stressed
was a buoyant belief in the democratic system, as
experienced in that strange and contradictory self-
justifying American mix of capitalistic exploitation
and Christian morality.

But of course the world was an arena containing
other kinds of realities, sad and pernicious ones. In
the American context, that was translated into such
things as the Depression, unemploy-
ment, labour versus management
(with attendant strikes and lockouts),
racism, the reckless accumulation of
power and wealth by ruthless expo-
nents of an almost laissez-faire brand
of capitalism, and corruption in gov-
ernment, the courts and law-enforce-
ment agencies.

Byand large, these aspects of reality
were not treated directly and analyti-
cally on the silver screen. Hollywood

streets at night in a kind of real-
istic, souped-down version of the German expression-
ism of the twenties. The dynamic, mesmerizing gang
leaders were, to be sure, recognizably “ethnic” (Ital-
ians, Irish, Jews), finding their way of making it to the
top, aping the social habits of their betters (the WASP
establishment rich) in the only way they could—
through crime and bloodshed. In shadowy choreo-
graphed rituals of explosive violence, these movies
deepened Hollywood’s fetishistic addiction to the
central American icon, the gun.

The American penchant for solving all manner of
problems through violent means goes far back in the
cinema. The western, fired by the spirit of Manifest
Destiny and America’s God-given mandate to con-
quer all that lay to the west, had already symbolized
its understanding of early American history through
the sign of the gun. It is a tragic irony that the west
was indeed conquered, and “civilization” did indeed
triumph—giving birth to cities and slums, crime,
violence, and once again the gun. And so, James
Cagney, Edward G. Robinson, Paul Muni and com-

; pany became icons of the new city
reality, and with it of a new film genre
with its own myths and tragic over-
tones, a kind of obscene antithesis to
the apple-pie Horatio Alger ideal of
success through pluck, luck, virtue
and hard work.

As the thirties evolved, the gang-
ster genre would be coopted into glo-
rifying law and order, switching the
bad-guy icons into positive roles as
staunch police officers, G-men, detec-
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tives. But Hollywood had found its way, a safe and
oblique one, of portraying the dark side of the Amer-
ican Dream, and beyond that, perhaps, of the human
condition itself. At the end of I Am a Fugitive from a
Chain Gang, a down-and-out Paul Muni, who has been
consistently victimized by the criminal justice system,
is hiding in the shadows of the garage of a swank Fifth
Avenue apartment block. When the nice rich girl he
would have married asks him, griefstricken, “But
how will you survive? How do you eat?”, he answers,
in a rasping, desperate whisper, ‘I steal!” End of
story—and it is all there.

So there was Chaplin, and the crime film (to an
extent), and Frank Capra with his populist M. Deeds
and Mr. Smith. Paradoxically, the only other popular

Marc Gervais SJ teaches film in the communications studies
department at Concordia University in Montreal.
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film genre that dared at all to address the dark side
of American reality was one thatwas considered sheer
escapism for the struggling masses: the musical.
Warner Brothers’ early Busby Berkeley musicals
can be seen as blatant and vulgar exploitation of
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Street (1933) does not spare us the reality of those
times, and another superb comedy musical from the
same year, Gold Diggers of 1933, goes even further,
opening with a tough Ginger Rogers belting out a
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cynical “We’re in the Money,” complete with blow-ups
of U.S. coins, emblazoned with the “In God We Trust”
motto strategically covering the chorines. Ginger, in
huge close-up, brazenly challenges the landlord with
a “We can look that guy/Right in the eye” lyric. The
film closes with a remarkably choreographed lamen-
tation on the destitute postwar “forgotten men.”
This is light years removed from what Rogers was
doing with Fred Astaire over at RKO studios, at pretty
well the same time, in what was probably the most
beautiful dancing ever seen in the cinema: musicals
as a popular dance spectacle in the classic mode,
played out in sophisticated comedies. Here Holly-
wood was relating to another genre it exploited su-
premely well: “screwball comedies,” those mad, lov-
ing spoofs of the upper classes, essentially the age-old
classical comedy of manners transformed into Holly-
wood movies. In this genre social preoccupations
were carefully excluded. My Man Godfrey (1936) trans-

gresses the rule, actually confronting the soul-de-
stroying dimensions of the Depression and showing
some of its realities, but it is the exception. When
another masterpiece of the genre, Dinner at Eight
(1933), dares to cross the line, it does so by only
referring vaguely to the harsh truth. John Barrymore
may go to the window of the opulent Manhattan
apartment salon to look at some of the unemployed
sitting on the benches below in a city park, but weare
never permitted to see. On with the show.

And thatis really as far as Hollywood would go. The
spirit of the times may well have found, in the movies,
the expression of its positive, decent, hope-filled as-
pects, but not of its painful, dehumanized manifesta-
tions—not even of whatwas happening “here athome”
in America. American audiences—and that meant Ca-
nadian audiences as well—were to be spared that, and
reassured that “our” system, whatever its shortcomings,
was basically beyond reproach.-4-

Public Radio in a Private Market

hen the 1930s began, Canadian radio was
in a precarious condition. The system of
private ownership and advertser financ-
ing, under which it had developed since the early
1920s, was severely strained by high costs, unreliable
financing and faulty regulatory decisions. Popular
American programming was proving increasingly at-
tractive to advertisers, audiences and broadcasters.
Canadian network programs were very costly per
capita—prohibitively so once the Depression began.
Already four Canadian stations had become affiliates
of the two American networks, NBC and CBS.
Recognizing the fundamental problems of Cana-
dian broadcasting, the Mackenzie King government
set up the Aird Royal Commission on Radio Broad-
casting in 1928. The Aird Report, which recom-

Canadian stations, its empbhasis lay on better regula-
tion of the existing private stations and the use of
their facilities to broadcast CRBC-developed pro-
gramming on a national network. While the CRBC
was weaker than what Aird had proposed, its forma-
tion nevertheless signalled the government’s intent
to ensure that national broadcasting remained in
Canadian hands.

The CRBC would not have been created without
the effective lobbying of the Canadian Radio League,
a small group of young cultural nationalists (most
notably Graham Spry, Alan Plaunt and Brooke
Claxton) who made use of their extensive connec-
tions in Canada’s intellectual and cultural circles to
convince the Bennett government to initiate public
broadcasting. But the young idealists were soon disil-

mended that all broadcasting be —

S lusioned by the CRBC—as were

carried out by a chain of high-
powered stations owned by a

Mary Vipond

other Canadians, including
many members of the Conser-

government company, was not
implemented before King’s defeat in 1930. Two years
later, the government of R.B. Bennett passed a radio
broadcasting act, but its provisions were significantly
different from those recommended by Aird.

The act passed in 1932 created the Canadian
Radio Broadcasting Commission (CRBC), a three-
person body with a dual responsibility: to provide a
national public broadcasting service and to regulate
all Canadian broadcasters. Although the act provided
for eventual federal government ownership of all

vative government.

The CRBC'’s failings were many. The structure of
a three-person commission proved awkward, ineffi-
cient and divisive. The very necessary tasks of bring-
ing private stations up to acceptable technical stan-
dards and reassigning transmission frequencies for
more effective use of scarce wavelengths antagonized
both broadcasters and listeners. The amount of
money the government was willing to allocate to the
commission in the midst of the Depression was inad-
equate to meet its responsibilities. Most seriously in
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terms of political repercussions, the commis-
sion became the centre of several controver-
sies over its programming policies.

The CRBC was in a unique position on
the North American continent. As a public
broadcaster in an environment in which ex-
pectations of radio had been formed almost
entirely from commercially-oriented private
stations and in which liberal principles of
freedom of the press were sacred, it faced the
near-impossible task of providing programs
that were simultaneously popular, noncon-
troversial, uplifting and apolitical. That it ran into
trouble is not surprising.

The first significant furor concerned the Canada-
wide broadcasting of programs with announcements
in both French and English. While welcomed by
Francophones outside Quebec and promoted by
Francophone officials within the commission, these
programs spawned a wave of denunciation from Or-
ange Lodges and other “English rights” groups. The
commission hastily beat a retreat. By 1934 it was in
effect operating two networks: a French one in Que-
bec and English elsewhere.

The second, and more famous, controversy con-
cerned CRBC involvement in the broadcast of the
“Mr. Sage” advertisements for the Conservative Party
in the 1935 federal election. These dramatized ads
were controversial for several reasons: their spénsor
was not initially identified, two of them were pre-
pared in the CRBC’s Toronto studios, and their com-
ments about Mackenzie King were, at best, unkind.
Although no great wrongdoing was ever proved, one
of the most effective arguments against the creation
of a public broadcasting body had always been the
claim that it would become an agent of government
propaganda. The “Mr. Sage” fuss indicated, if noth-
ing else, that the CRBC was unsuccessful in avoiding
this charge.

Despite many other pressing concerns, R.B. Ben-
nettwas generally a friend of the CRBC and defended
it against attacks. But the “Mr. Sage” incident, in
conjunction with the return of the Liberals to power,
put the future of public broadcasting in Canada in
doubt. In response, the Canadian Radio League re-
vived itself; in an intense campaign lasting several
months, Plaunt and Claxton (Spry was no longer
involved) managed to persuade the new government
that the commission should be disbanded and re-
placed by a new and better public broadcaster, the

Mary Vipond is a professor of history at Concordia Univer-
sity in Montreal. Her most recent book is Listening In: The
First Decade of Canadian Broadcasting, 1922-1932.

The Thirties: CBC

Canadian Broadcasting Corporation (CBC).

The CBC came into existence on Novem-
ber 2, 1936. One significant change from the
previous regime was the creation of a Board
of Governors, which provided guidance in
broad policy issues and acted as a buffer
between the government and CBC staff.
Alan Plaunt was among the first appointees.
Internally, the CBC was now headed by a
single general manager; Gladstone Murray,
a Canadian who had been working as an
executive in the BBC, was the firstappointed
to this post. The years between 1936 and 1939 were
occupied primarily with setting Canadian public
broadcasting on a secure footing. A bureaucratic
organization was developed, with some provision for
regional input but largely centring authority in the
head office in Ottawa and the two main program-
ming centres in Toronto and Montreal. By 1938 the
de facto separation into French and English networks
practised by the CRBC was fully enshrined in CBC
structures.

Most of the network programming in this period
was music and other entertainment; more than 20
per cent was imported from the United States and 12
per cent from Britain. Brief news broadcasts were
provided through an arrangement with Canadian
Press. The CBC continued to function as regulator of
the private stations, and also used some of them as
affiliates to broadcast CBC programming in areas
where it owned no stations. Like the CRBC, it was
funded primarily by licence fees paid by all who
owned receivers, as well as by advertising. By the end
of the 1930s the CBC had set in place the structures
and personnel that poised it for “takeoff.” Finally,
during the Second World War, the CBC demon-
strated effectively and for the first time what public
broadcasting could mean in Canada, as it began to
provide an extensive patriotic wartime information
service along with more serious music and drama.

The CRBC and the CBC arose largely from nation-
alist motives. While the concept of “public service”
broadcasting was vague and ill-formed in the early
1930s, the political and other elites readily rallied to
meet the perceived threat of American domination
of Canadian airwaves. Where the state had avoided
intervention in other media similarly threatened with
American ownership, it stepped into radio broadcast-
ing because radio was seen to be a uniquely powerful
medium, reaching into the homes of all Canadians
regardless of class or region. In the context of tight
financial times, the creation of a public broadcasting
company provided a means for channelling receiver-
licence fees into the creation of national program-
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ming and the expansion of national audiences.

But the CRBC and CBC always operated within an
environment of expectations created by a predomi-
nantly private and commercial marketplace for all
mass media throughout North America. They ac-
cepted advertising not only because they needed the
money but also because they believed that radio
should legitimately serve as a medium for Canadian
commerce. Not only politicians but also the public
broadcasters themselves perceived the CBC as a very

differentand much more “mixed” institution than its
ostensible model, the BBC.

Since the 1930s the CBC has continued to hold an
important but somewhat ambivalent place in the
Canadian broadcasting system. Some view the post-
war history of the corporation as a sad tale in which
the public broadcaster’s central status has steadily
diminished as a result of the constant sieges of philis-
tine politicians and private broadcasting interests. In
fact, however, the circumstances of its creation meant

Weill's Great Song Outlived The Nazis

hen the Nazis gained
power in Germany in
1933, one of their initial

gestures was to prohibit perfor-
mances of the music of Kurt Weill.
They placed specific emphasis on
The Threepenny Opera, which Weill
had written five years earlier with
Bertolt Brecht, and demanded that
copies of the musical score in coun-
tries outside Germany be returned
for eventual destruction. Both
Weill and Brecht were forced to
leave the Fatherland, and Weill
went on to a successful career as a
composer for the American stage
until his death in 1950.

The premiere of The Threepenny
Operaat Berlin’s Theater am Schiff-
bauerdam in 1928 was overwhelm-
ingly successful, and it was perfor-
med more than 10,000 times
throughout central Europe over
the next four years. Weill’s street-
wise score and Brecht’s mordant
libretto and lyrics brilliantly reflec-
ted the decadence of prewar Ber-
lin. The libretto was an updating of
John Gay’s Beggar’s Opera, produc-
ed in London 200 years earlier.
The characters by and large had
the same names, and Weill and
Brecht, like Gay, had a dual pur-
pose in their creation: to attack
traditional opera and to protest

Tom Kneebone is artistic director of the
Smile Theatre Company in Toronto and
plays Christopher Plummer’s butler in
the television series Counterstrike.

contemporary social conditions, in
this case those of the grim and
restless Germany of the twenties.

The most enduring and cele-
brated song from The Threepenny
Operais undeniably “Die Moritat von
Mackie Messer"—“Mack the Knife.”
(The word moritat is formed from
mord, murder, and tat, deed.) The
melody is based on a traditional
medieval ballad that was sung at
street fairs, telling of legendary cri-
minals and their heinous crimes. It
was written by Weill and Brecht as
a lastminute inspiration, the night
before the opening, to be sung by
the streetsinger by way of a pro-
logue, a song that was not part of
the original concept. Yet from this
point on in the score, and for all
posterity, it is the song that defines
the work. Today the melody seems
to evoke the very atmosphere of
Berlin at that time.

Needless to say, the Nazis were
unable to destroy The Threepenny
Opera. Nine years after the collapse
of the Thousand-Year Reich, it was

given a sensational revival in New
York, with English lyrics by Marc
Blitzstein and featuring Weill’s wid-
ow Lotte Lenya. An observer from
the New York Herald Tribune wrote,
“During the second act Lotte Lenya
stepped forward to sing—at that
moment the miniature confines of
the theatre stretched and were re-
placed by a broad and sweeping
arena of genuine sentiment. For
that’s what art can do, and that’s
what an artist does.”

In the spring of 1955 Lenya re-
turned to Berlin for the first time
since the war and discovered that
she and her late husband’s music
had not been forgotten. She wrote
to a friend, “The Threepenny Operais
selling out ever since I got back.
‘Mack the Knife’ has been record-
ed by 17 different companies. You
hear it coming out of bars, juke
boxes, taxis, wherever you go. Kurt
would have loved that. A taxi driver
whistling his tunes would have
pleased him more than winning
the Pulitzer Prize.”

Weill allegedly told an Ameri-
can colleague years after the event
that the inspiration for “Mack the
Knife” came to him while he was
riding home on the streetcar, as if
out of the pulsating rhythms of the
Berlin traffic. Johnny Mercer, the
great American lyricist, once said,
“Good songs are like streetcars,
there’ll be another one along any
minute.” I guess he was right.¢-

—Tom Kneebone
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that the CBC’s raison d'étre was always equivocally
defined.

Far from being the centrepiece of Canadian
broadcasting, the CBC now captures only 15 per cent
of the English-language television audience in prime
time and about 10 per cent of the radio audience. In
the context of continued channel proliferation by
cable and satellite and the consequent weakening of
national regulatory authority, the CBC’s position will
likely be further whittled away as the 1990s progress.
The political will to continue funding the organiza-
tion to the tune of $800 million per year seems likely
to fade in tandem with audience share.

But despite the many criticisms that may be of-

The Thirties: CBC

fered of the CBG, including its failure to capture
audiences for entertainment programs, its inability
to bridge regional and language chasms and its bu-
reaucratic nationalism, it is hard to imagine Canada
without it. The CBC has never really developed as a
“community” or “public” broadcaster, but rather as a
“national” one. It was created in the 1930s in large
part as a means of maintaining national unity in an
era of economic and political turmoil. In these days
of continued national uncertainty and fundamental
transformation in the broadcasting market, the CBC
is of necessity attempting to “reposition” itself to
respond to the new commercial, cultural and na-
tional realities.<4-

Soviet Union's Literary Underground

a series of stratagems. “Every day I find it harder
to breathe,” wrote the Leningrad-born Jewish
poet Osip Mandelshtam in 1930. He had been denied
living quarters in Leningrad by a literary party func-
tionary who declared that “Mandelshtam shall not
live in Leningrad because we won’t give him a room.”
His transition to Moscow (“stagnant, sterile, Stalin-
ized”) and thence to Voronezh in south-central Rus-
sia marked the beginning of Soviet Samizdat or under-
ground publishing, though in Mandelshtam’s case
the poetry was spoken aloud and transmitted from
memory by his wife Nadezhda and other friends.
Mandelshtam’s poem on Stalin (“He rolls the
executions on his tongue like berries”) and his para-

Intellectuals in the USSR lived out the thirties by

Soviet literature, silenced himself after 1930 when he
was denounced as a renegade, and wrote virtually
nothing until his death in a gulag in 1940. Even after
his “rehabilitation” in the 1950s, his work appeared
only in samizdat.

Boris Pasternak, who in 1958 would win the Nobel
Prize for literature and be obliged to turn it down,
and Mikhail Bakhtin, the most important Russian
literary critic of this century, present, in many ways,
the ultimate symbols of the 1930s. Though they both
survived into the post-Stalin era, they did so at great
cost. Both struggled to make sense of the period
through camouflage. Throughout the 1930s Paster-
nak turned his talents to translation (Goethe, Shelley,
Byron, Keatsand especially Shakespeare) and spread-

bles based on Egyptian motifs =

= ing rumors about conversations

(“Thinks with bone, feels with
forehead/Strives to recall its

Ioan Davies

with Stalin that never took
place. Only later did the Hamlet

s

<

human image”) conditioned his
final sentence to a concentration camp in 1938, and
hence his death. Thanks to the Writers’ Union, which
the Stalinist bureaucracy had established in 1932 as
both a home for compliant writers and a monitor of
deviance, Mandelshtam’s reputation was henceforth
entirely in samizdat.

Anna Akhmatova, another poet who was harassed
by the bureaucracy (“One Lesson we shall not for-
get/Blood smells of blood alone”) had no poetry
published officially in Russia between 1923 and 1940,
though the first poem of her cycle on Soviet terror,
Requiem, was distributed in samizdat in 1934. (The
complete poems were published in Munich in 1963.)
Isaak Babel, whose major stories, written as a cavalry
officer in the 1920s, were hailed by Maxim Gorky
(novelist, Stalin’s literary adviser and apologist for
the gulags) and others as the very stuff of the new

Poems and Doctor Zhivago appear,
but both in samizdat and in editions published
abroad.

Bakhtin, writing on Dostoevski, Rabelais, Freud
and Goethe, and also probably under the names of
some of his students, produced a corpus of work that
created something of an underground university in
Russia, where samizdat and books that were officially
issued and then instantly withdrawn from circulation
created a carnivalesque theoretical alternative to the
bludgeoning of Stalinist imperial ideology. Only after
the 1960s has his work been available in the West.

Butwhere are they now? This should be their finest
hour! Alas, apart from a few brief months in the late
eighties and early nineties, none of these authors is
available in the Russia of today. The idea that the
Russian intelligentsia should be seen as the hidden
voice of God, the invisible government, is shown as
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something of a fraud. The Bakhtin Centre in Moscow,
having been denied any government support, is ap-
pealing for money to finally publish Bakhtin’s com-
plete works. The works of Mandelshtam, Babel and
Pasternak have not been around for months. Accord-
ing to many Russians, the 1990s are the 1930s all over
again. The twin terrors of the 1930s—an economic
blind alley coupled with Slavic revanchism—are with
us again. This time, however, the blind alley is an
unbridled market economy, while Slavic fascism waits
in the wings. The only samizdat is pornography.

The real problem is that Stalin effectively put his
boot into any sense of cultural continuity. The ongo-
ing discourse among the different segments of Rus-
sian society was frozen by a few, decisive chops. As the
institutions (the theatres, the museums, the Acade-
mies of Science, the publishing houses, the film in-
dustry) that struggled to maintain continuity, in how-

Ioan Davies teaches social and political thought at York
University in Toronto and is the author of Writers in

ever constricted a form, are dismantled or strapped
for funds, it is difficult for Russians to know what
constituted a tradition. Nor can a new samizdat
emerge, because it is unclear what tradition it would
draw on, or indeed what is the opposition.

One of the most literate societies in the world (at
least Stalin achieved that!) should, at worst, have
access to my library, where many Russians sit alpha-
betically beside one another, displaying a richness of
Russian culture that is available in Russia itself only
in decaying memories. Akhmatova sits next to
Akhmadula; Bakhtin next to Babel, Blok, Biely and
Berda’ev; Gorky next to Gumilev, Gogol and Gell-
man; Marx next to Mandelshtam and Malevich; Push-
kin next to Paustovsky and Pasternak, Trotsky next to
Tolstoy, Tolstaya and Turgenev. Either in samizdat or
in the sanctioned press they should all now be avail-
able. The tragedy is that the debate that might take
place among all these divergent views of Russian
society and culture happens not in Russia but in
North American universities. In Russia, simply listing

Prison (1990).

he output of the French
‘ poet-playwright-cinéaste-

artist-performer Jean
Cocteau during the 1930s cov-
ered a wide range. There were
dramatic works in several
genres, including The Infernal
Machine (1934), perhaps the most
successful of his returns to the
Oedipus story and considered by
some his best play. He also pro-
duced Opium (1930), a “detoxifi-
cation diary” (by no means the
last time Cocteau was to submit
himself to such a program); the
inventive film The Blood of a Poet
(1932), still a favourite of college
film societies; and various mem-
oirs, journalism and fiction.

He also rehabilitated a boxer
and managed him to a world
championship, went on and off
(mostly on) hard drugs, and pur-
sued a succession of erotic part-
ners (usually though not exclu-
sively male) untl in 1937 he dis-
covered the actor Jean Marais,
whose collaboration became an

those names reads like a litany of the dead.¢-

Cocteau: Vast Talent in the Service of

essential component of his art
from then on. If this was a “lesser
decade” for Cocteau, as his biog-
rapher Francis Steegmuller claims,
it was not for want of varied pro-
ductivity.

Yet as Neal Oxenhandler
notes, “The apparent range of
Cocteau’s art is illusory. He is a
writer with only a few themes and
a few manners.” He always com-
manded a spare and controlled
language, even when his subject
matter was outrageous. In his
plots, he could be surrealistically
playful, as in the multimedia en-
tertainments Parade (1917) and
The Wedding Party (1921) and even
the tragedy The Infernal Machine;
and he could exploit the conven-
tions of the well-made “realistic”
play as in Intimate Relations (1938).
Above all, he recognized that po-
etry is not the exclusive province
of words. Possibly his most lasting
contribution to the arts is his dis-
tinction between poetry merely in
the theatre and poetry of the the-

atre, that is, produced by a combi-
nation of all the arts, particularly
the visual.

Cocteau’s protagonists are
“angels,” sensitive outsiders who
struggle to maintain their purity
or integrity in the face of persecu-
tion by either a conservative, ra-
tional, antipoetic society or (as in
The Infernal Machine) by an im-
placable law-bound universe. His
vision is a triumphant defeatism,
inwhich the poet-hero’s victimiza-
tion ultimately vindicates him.
This strongly egocentric tendency
in his work is reinforced by
Cocteau’s own appearances in his
plays and films.

The image of a publicity-seek-
ing charlatan haunted Cocteau
from atleastas early as 1912, when
André Gide publicly warned the
twenty-four-year-old enfant terrible
not to confuse talent with true

David Blostein teaches drama and En-
glish literature at Victoria College, Uni-
versity of Toronto.
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The Thirties: Soviet Writers

THIS AGE
My age, my beast! Who now can try
To look you in the eye,
And with his blood together glue
The backbones of two centuries?
Blood-the-builder gushes from
The throat of all terrestrial things;
What has no backbone merely trembles
On the threshold of new days.

To wrench life from its captive state,
And to begin a world that’s new,

We must bind together with a flute
The generations of nodal days.

Itis the age that stirs the waves
With all the anguish of human life,
And a viper in the grass will hiss
The golden rule of our present age.

The buds will swell with sap again,
And shoots of green will sprout,
But that spine of yours is cracked,
O age of beauty and of anguish.
A fatuous grin upon your face,

The creature must, while there’s still life,
Give all support to the spine he bears,
And on that invisible backbone

The wave will play for all it can.

As if a child’s tender cartilage

Were the earth’s own age of infancy,
They’ve brought the very crown of life,

As lamb, in sacrifice again.

You glare behind you, weak and rapacious,
Like a beast that once was lithe,

At the tracks your paws have made.

—Osip Mandelshtam

a Narrow View of Human Capabilities

genius. That year a more positive
challenge was issued him by Serge
Diaghilev, the great impresario of
Les Ballets Russes, a challenge
that, Cocteau often said, saved
him from a career of flashy medi-
ocrity. “Etonne—moi,” said Diaghi-
lev. It was not enough to be clever
in conventional genres and pre-
dictable methods: to surprise, to
astonish, one had to make some-
thing really new. Cocteau raised
“astonishment” to an esthetic,
and to an extent a metaphysical,
principle. His works are filled with
trucs, special effects interrupting
that sustained flow or argument
which had been a basic assump-
tion in theatrical scenarios for
centuries.

And here it is salutary to com-
pare Cocteau with Bertolt Brecht,
who spent a very different,
though even more productive, de-
cade while on the run from the
Nazis (Galileo Galilei and Mother
Courageare only two of the master-
pieces he produced in the late

1930s). Brecht, too, argued for
and practised disjunctiveness on
the stage. But while his planned
distractions (like visible surtitles
and action-stopping songs) were
aimed at activating the audience’s
mind and will, Cocteau’s theatri-
cal coups were, at best, reminders
of the “mystery,” the utterly fath-
omless unpredictability, of life
and death. Like Cocteau, Brecht
was a poet as well as a playwright,
and also like Cocteau, he created
a poetry that included all the the-
atrical arts. But while the purpose
of Brecht’s theatricality was to re-
mind the viewer that nothing in
life is inevitable and human be-
ings have the power to change
their destinies, Cocteau’s vast vir-
tuosity was in the service of a far
narrower view of human capabili-
ties.

For a short while, when in the
1920s he was attracted by the ideas
and personality of Jacques Mari-
tain, Jean Cocteau seemed to seek
out a wider intellectual and spiri-

-

tual context for his creativity, but
he quickly retreated. His activities
during the 1930s are perhaps in-
dicative of the value of his career
as a whole: they are in the 1930s
but not really of the 1930s. It was
perhaps an opportunity missed.
His work will continue to amuse,
to stimulate, to provoke; and fairly
or unfairly, the ultimate depth
and value of his talent will con-
tinue to be questioned.4-
—David Blostein
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Guernica: lcon of the Century

he thirties were a troubled,

darkening decade, lurching

towards explosion. Each year
created new horrors, new attacks
on commonly held feelings for hu-
man life, and hinted at worse. But
no event before the opening of the
Second World War so outraged and
dismayed the world as the deliber-
ate bombing and strafing of the
civilian population of the small Spa-
nish Basque town of Guernica on
April 26, 1937. The agents were
Hitler’s war planes; their comman-
der and strategistwas General Fran-
cisco Franco, leader of the fascist
Falangist party of Spain.

Pablo Picasso, by 1937 already
an internationally famous artist, be-
longed to Franco’s Republican op-
ponents, who for a while governed
Spain. In 1936 this government had
appointed Picasso the director of
Madrid’s Prado Museum, and in
January 1937 it asked him to paint

Peter Larisey S[ is an art historian and
an associate editor of Compass. He
teaches courses in religion and art at
Regis College in Toronto.

a mural for the Spanish Pavilion at
the Paris World’s Fair, scheduled to
open in June. With the bombing of
Guernica, Picasso had the subject
of his mural.

Guernica is perhaps the best
known painting of our century, tran-
scending the event it commemorates
and its decade. But it does not tran-
scend human suffering. Picasso’s ca-
pacity for deep feeling, his stylistic
innovations, his contemplative ren-
ditions of violence in bullfights, his
sensual depictions of lovemaking—
all these contributed to the power
of this vast, near-colourless paint-
ing. To interpret the destruction of
morality in his Guernica, Picasso
had to destroy painting as well.
Gone are colours, even of blood.
Gone are beauty of form, realism of
space, pride in subtle techniques.
What is left is a subjective and per-
haps universal image that embodies
the horror and chaos of the experi-
ence of extreme suffering.

Amid all the distortions of
shapes, we see highly sensitive parts
of bodies articulated: palms of hands
and soles of feet; open, screaming

Pablo Picasso (1881-1973), Guernica, 1937
0il on canvas, 3.5 x 7.8 m. Madrid, Museo Reina Sofia

mouths with their daggerlike, mis-
shapen tongues; the erect nipples
of two of the women. The figures
also suffer from claustrophobia in
this all but spaceless world. The
twisting body of the horse, collaps-
ing from a spear through its body,
is about to crush the dying man
sprawled on the ground; under the
impassive head of the bull, the
screaming woman experiences the
limpness of her dead infant.

The emotional power of the dis-
tortions and the reminders of sen-
sual pain help us to experience these
sufferings. Perhaps the impact of
Guernica has something to do with
the prolonged grieving we experi-
ence aswe count off the subsequent
deliberate military targetings of civil-
ians: London and Coventry; Stalin-
grad and Dresden; Hiroshima and
Nagasaki; the villages of Vietnam and
Cambodia; and now the wreckage of
what was Yugoslavia. Guernica was
only the first. Through Picasso’s out-
rage and pain, we are linked to the
horrors of the darkness we struggle
against.¢-

—Peter Larisey
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St. John the Compassionate

Fresh Spirit in a Dark and Tense Time

ohn became Patriarch of Alexandria in
the sixth century, and he found the
church in Egyptin disarray. His episco-
pacy coincided with the Persian inva-
sion and the collapse of Byzantine rule, the
only world most Alexandrians had ever
known. All over the Byzantine Empire ref-
ugees were fleeing, and many headed for
Alexandria. Poverty there was already en-
demic, and the refugees pouring through
the streets gave the city an apocalyptic air.

John must have been chosen as patri-
arch in the hope that he would be pious but politically
harmless. As the nephew of the emperor in Constan-
tinople, he was to affirm the emperor’s faith and
uphold his politics in Alexandria. At the time there
were two tendencies, orthodox and Monophysite,
differing in their views of the divinity of Jesus. The
current emperor was orthodox, and the orthodox
creed was so enmeshed in Byzantine politics that few
Alexandrians could profess it without feeling that
they were submitting to imperial Constantinople.
When John arrived there were only seven imperial
churches in Alexandria.

On his arrival, the emperor’s “safe choice” called
all the city’s big wheels to a meeting. In his usual kind
manner he spoke of the need to choose Christ above
all else. So far so good. Then he asked them how
many masters he now had. Thinking he was referring
to them, the city fathers were perplexed when John
said, “Those whom you call beggars...that you de-
spise, these I proclaim my masters...for they, and only
they, can teach us and and bestow upon us the King-
dom of Heaven.” The very next day he set out to
standardize all the measuring scales so that mer-
chants could no longer cheat the poor.

Before becoming a bishop John was married and
had seven children. He had lost his whole family, and
perhaps as aresult, he set up the first maternity clinics
in Alexandria, where women could have their babies,
restand then leave with what we would call “maternity
benefits.” His family tragedy may also explain John’s
desire, in time of plague, to go to people’s homes and
be with the dying. Signs of his generosity to the sick
are still with us in the form of the St. John’s Ambu-
lance Brigade, which is named after him.

When he was fifteen, John had a dream of a
woman who introduced herself as the “first of the

PHILIP STREET

Roberto Ubertino is priest at St. John the Compassionate, a
mission of the Ukrainian Catholic Church in Riverdale, a
poor Toronto neighbourhood.

King’s daughters,” and as the one who
alone could lead him into the presence of
God. She had moved God to become in-
carnate, suffer and die, and her name was
Compassion. In the same way that tradi-
tion has personified Wisdom, Compassion
now had a face for John. It was she who
would lead him to walk the streets of Alex-
andria and be in touch with the sufferings
of his people. He combined an immediate
and personal love with a passion for justice:
he sought out the sources of poverty and
never hesitated to tell people directly what they owed
to the poor.

John’s attitude to material goods was not prudent
stewardship but foolish liberality. He gave indiscrim-
inately even to people he knew were taking advantage
of him. His was the foolishness of someone in love, a
quality that gives his life a freshness resembling the
freshness of Jesus’ life in Galilee. Once a rich man
gave him a beautiful blanket, and John sold it and
bought 144 cheap blankets to give to the poor. But
the buyer, the same rich man who had given him the
blanket in the first place, gave it to him once again.
John promptly sold it again for cheap blankets. The
buyer was again the same rich man, who gave it to
him a third time, begging him to keep it for himself
at last. John’s reply was, “Let’s see who gives up first.”

In contrast to the ascetics of the period, John
appeared terribly normal. No miracles are attributed
to him that you or I could not do. He practised
asceticism only by sharing the life of the poor—the
simplest of food, the scantiest of bed covers. He tired
himself out not by hanging from spikes on the roof,
a popular ascetic pastime, but by being constantly
available to the people. Every Friday he sat alone in
the town square, and anyone could approach him
with their needs, complaints or legal problems. He
would then assign to each person the appropriate
church deacon, who would not be allowed to eatuntil
the matter was resolved. A sobering thought for civil
servants of today!

During his life the orthodox churches in Alexan-
dria flourished and multiplied, butin the end all was
destroyed, and most of the new faithful were massa-
cred. John’s success was short-lived, but through the
ages hislife continues to take flesh. Bishops best serve
the church in times of crisis, for they should be the
first to remind people of the foolishness of the Gos-
pel, breathe a freshness into life, and model a death
that leads to resurrection.-¢-

—Roberto Ubertino
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Colloquy

The Someone You Love Is Eternal

counselling. It was to have run the whole day, but
it is now early afternoon and I have left the
seminar. I am sitting by a river in the sunlight.

The seminar began with a short prayer which I do
not recall. We heard about caskets, losses, ashes. And
about the process of grief-work: from the acceptance
of reality to the reinvestment of emotional energy. All
useful information. We heard about a process that
sounded quite workable, fairly predictable, maybe
even controllable. ButI began to wonder why nobody
was mentioning God.

My own personal struggle with grief had begun
long before this seminar. Bereavement once brought
with it a pall so heavy, and a dark so seemingly
unredeemable, that I thought God
not a Saviour but a Sadist. Only a sa-
dist, I thought, could create a race of
beings who would yearn irresistibly
for love and, inevitably, suffer grief
when death came to take that love
away.

Ittook me along time to learn that
the grave is not the enemy, death not
unconquerable. Instead, I learned
that a heart closed off from loving is
the deadliest of all foes. I discovered
that even in the face of death at its
most brutal, God still stands strong,
glorious, irresistible and utterly trust-
worthy. Even when wracked by a grief
so savage that mere consciousness seems insanity,
there is something beautiful, something new, some-
thing wholly unimaginable afoot. There is love: that
strangest of all mysteries, that utterly transcendent
and transcending force, that redeeming glory. Even
amidst grief there is an overwhelmingly loving and
lovely God; and then there is the human person:
radically, though painfully, open to a new inbreaking.

But we still cling to I can reinvest emotional energy as
our best answer to the ravages of grief. Ours is a
culture not much in touch with the Christ who loved
most passionately at the grave; the Christ who stood
outside his dead friend’s tomb, the tears probably still
wet on his face, and cried, “Lazarus, come out!”; the
Christ who, himself draining into death, expended
his last strength in a surge of love. With a God this
wild, a God this unflinchingly steadfast in the promise

I have just come from a seminar on Christian grief

Nancy Marrocco, an artist, teacher, chaplain and retreat
director; is currently chaplain at St. Stephen’s High School
in Bowmanuville, Ontario.

of life unending, how can we settle for just getting over
the loss?

Don’t misunderstand me. We need a griefwork
process and we need to adjust and to form new
relationships. But there is something awesome and
wonderful here as well, like a bright rare jewel on a
long beach.

A young friend of mine was once castigated for
feeling better when he thought he saw his dead
mother’s face the week after her funeral. He was told
to give up dreams and face the facts: dead is dead.
ButI thought it quite wonderful that we seem to have
an inborn tendency to transcend the grave. Although
intellect may tell us to cut the ties and forget, forget,
Jorget, our innate rhythms seem to say, The someone you
love is eternal; stay in love with the some-
one you love.

Jesus spoke of unconditional love.
He said to love no matter what and to
keep on loving, especially when there
appears to be no return, no reward,
nothing to come back to us. And isn’t
it most difficult to love the one who
has stopped loving us? The one who
no longer meets our needs? The one
over whom we have lost control?
Surely to love the one who has gone
into the grave is to love without con-
dition. This love-in-the-dark, this love
in the face of apparent nothingness,
is powerful and transfiguring.

Jesus taught not a codependent, clingy kind of
love but a love fierce in its loyalty, unbending in its
will. To remain in love with one who has died is
neither a dysfunction nor an attempt to escape real-
ity. Self-emptying, decidedly risk-taking love sets free
both the lover and the beloved, makes both radically
open to what is possible from both sides of the grave.
Truly loving the one who has died helps us love those
who are still here; and it is the best foundation for an
increasing openness to new relationships in our lives.
Even in death, lover and beloved remain bonded.
Lover and beloved move in a new kind of intimacy
towards a richer, fuller and finally indestructible joy.

Itis little wonder that the grief counselling semi-
nar left me feeling empty. Withoutsurrender into the
passionate mystery of Christ, without trust in his
radical, usually startling, approach to things, death
would pretty much have its victory. As itis, the victory
belongs to Jesus Christ and to all who travel the ways
of his victory.¢-

—Nancy Marrocco
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Why didn’t they interview philosophers at the
Earth Summit? asks Duane Falconer

Mary Jo Leddy, Remi de Roo and
Douglas Roche, In the Eye of the
Catholic Storm: The Church since
Vatican II, edited by Michael
Creal. Toronto: HarperCollins,
1992. 195 pp. $14.95.

ne of my Jesuit house-
mates sports a T-shirt
bearing the taunting im-

perative, “Join the Resistance!
Support Vatican II.” Like many of
a certain generation in the
church, he worries about what
has happened to the initiating
and guiding spirit of the Second
Vatican Council. This council
brought him and others of his
generation alive in new ways and
provided them with a new and
compelling vision for the church
and society. It represented for
them an emerging identity as ma-
ture Christians. Threats to it rep-
resent threats to a deep commit-
ment. The church of Vatican II
was the church they came to be-
lieve in and give their energies to.
A younger generation of Catho-
lics has never experienced the
heady élan of the council years.
People have been mumbling
ominously for more than a de-
cade about a restoration of the sta-

Vatican II: Keeping Alive
the Hope and Possibilities

Strong doses of contemplative listening are needed
to bring unity and direction fo the church

tus quo antein world Catholicism,
mirrored in appointments of cau-
tious and mousy bishops and in of-
ficial documents from various Vati-
can curial offices. The New Code
of Canon Law in 1983 raised deep
suspicions, which were confirmed
by the more recent decision to
write a universal catechism—or is
ita Eurocentric catechism that
pretends to be universal? Others
have noted that under the slogan
of “a new evangelization,” they are
seeing instead the return of an
old triumphalism: less ecumeni-
cally open to Orthodoxy, Protes-
tantism, Judaism and other world
religions; less collegial and more
top-down in management style;
less affirming of the world as a
privileged trysting place for the
encounter with God; more defen-
sive and given to condemnation,
admonition and fear.

In the Eye of the Catholic Storm
represents a remarkable and en-
gaging conversation among three
prayerful and reflective Canadian
church leaders: a bishop, a nun
and a layman. Bishop Remi de
Roo of Victoria, B.C., was a promi-
nent Canadian spokesperson at
Vatican II; Mary Jo Leddy, a Sister
of Sion, was a founding editor of
Catholic New Times, Douglas
Roche is a former member of Par-

John Coleman

liament and ambassador for disar-
mament. All three enthusiasti-
cally, but not uncritically, affirm
the fundamental vision of Vatican
IT as an enduring orientation for
our present struggles to build the
church and forge links between it
and society.
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Several code phrases sum up
the achievement of Vatican II,
and the task still before us. Roche
singles out the foundational and
primary definition of the church
as “the people of God,” affirming
the call to all Catholics to disciple-
ship, holiness and an embrace of
their ministries flowing from Bap-
tism. He cites the liberating effect
on his own religious development
of the emphasis on the Eucharist
as central to the understanding of
the Church: “It placed the Eucha-
rist rather than the papacy at the
centre of Christian unity.”

Vatican II broke the old cleri-
cal caste system. A renewed em-
phasis on Scripture opened up
new communication with Protes-
tants and made the ecumenical
advances of Vatican II possible. It
fed new patterns of lived spiritual-
ity. A new stress on pluralism
made Catholicism, in German
theologian Karl Rahner’s terms,
for the first time a truly world
church instead of a Eurocentric
fortress. Pluralism stresses diver-
sity and a unity that respects and
nurtures pluriformity in the faith
rather than uniformity. Vatican
II’s insistence on a hierarchy of
truths (e.g. Christology and the
Eucharist are more central than
indulgences) helped to establish
correct priorities in Catholic reli-
gious life while opening up
spaces for a more fruitful ecu-
menical dialogue.

De Roo adds to this list the
stress on collegiality: the pope is
understood as within and not out-
side and against the world episco-
pacy; bishops are seen as presid-
ing over a collegial structure with
their priests in a presbyterate of ser-
vice; bishops and clergy work
with the laity as a witness to the
world. In de Roo’s summary,
“The vision that gradually emerg-
ed from the Council was that of a
renewed humanity in which the
church would play a reconciling

role expressing the love of Christ
to the world, with faith in the on-
going presence of the Spirit work-
ing through many different
forms of human experience.” For
her part Leddy lifts up the Catho-
lic notion of subsidiarity, a stress
on grassroots authority as the
root of all true creative action. As
early as the 1931 social encyclical
Quadragesimo Anno, subsidiarity
was put forth as an ideal for secu-
lar society and authority. Vatican
IT applied it to the church.

A sizable group of bishops,
priests, theologians, lay ministers
and laity espouse the vocabulary
and vision of Vatican II, but eccle-
sial structures often stand out as a
countersign to collegiality, ecu-
menism, subsidiarity, pluralism
and a sense of priorities in a hier-
archy of truths. Elements in the
Vatican have assailed the exercise
in collegiality represented by the
new stress on episcopal conferen-
ces. Synods of bishops have be-
come rubber stamps, where genu-
ine discussion is foreclosed. Resis-
tance to forms of liturgy and spiri-
tuality adapted to the host cul-
ture undermines subsidiarity.

Much of the conversation in
the book deals with three ques-
tions. What went wrong with the
vision and vocabulary of Vatican
II, leading to the current threat to
its vision? Where should we look
and hope for a renewal of the vi-
sion of Vatican II? And where
should the church now be mov-
ing, reading the signs of our times
as Vatican II did thirty years ago?

Leddy puts her finger on the
deepest issue: “Vatican Il is in
trouble because it wasn’t com-
plete enough. There are too
many voices left out of it. Like
women. Like the poor. I also
think that Vatican II is threat-
ened because all of us underesti-
mated the fact that what it called
for was really a change of heart,
a profound conversion. Itisn’t

enough just to have new theolo-
gies. It isn’t enough just to have
new structural forms, or institu-
tional change. There remains
for each one of us—and for all
of us together—a call to pro-
found conversion.”

Echoing the writings of the
American Capuchin Michael
Crosby, Leddy suggests that the
church is often like a dysfunc-
tional family where dirty little se-
crets such as pedophilia among
the clergy or authoritarian abuse
of power must remain unspoken
and unaddressed: “There is some-
thing about the system that dis-
empowers everyone in some way.”
She thinks the key may lie in an
overemphasis on a communion
model for the church that cannot
deal creatively with conflict: “Com-
munion mitigates against group
conflict, but conflict can in the
end lead to change and empower-
ment. It’s very disempowering
when people say, ‘I object’, and
are then marginalized for disturb-
ing the harmony, for disrupting
the community.”

De Roo earns his right to be
one of my heroes in the world
church when he responds: “Yes—
unless you push the notion of
communion to its ultimate mean-
ing. Because I am in relationship
to God as a creature made in the
image of the Trinity, I have cer-
tain rights, powers and privileges
that no one can take away from me.
So, yes, we have to open the com-
munion model and acknowledge
that it has to include conflict.”

On the issue of women in the
church, the conversants are un-
comfortable with the lack of par-
ity between a woman’s role in soci-
ety as increasingly equal and her

John Coleman SJ, professor of religion
and society at the Jesuit School of The-
ology in Berkeley, California, is cur-
rently working on a book on religion
and mass media.
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subservient status in a church in-
fected by patriarchy. Leddy re-
minds us that anger among
women is both understandable
and perhaps indicative of a way
forward. We may need to tolerate,
for a time, some messiness in our
church. But I suppose the doc-
trine of the incarnation always
leads us to expect some messiness
in the church and in life.

All three lament the lack of
credibility of official Catholic
teaching on sexuality due to the
impasse created by the non-credi-
ble arguments of Humanae Vitae
on contraception. De Roo, the
bishop, is the most illuminating
when he reminds us, with Jean
Vanier, that “the core wounded-
ness of many people...is situated
in their sexuality—the abuse ofit,
a lack of integration, a hurt that
needs healing.” De Roo’s voice
seems to quiver somewhat in in-
dignation as he states:

“We have a responsibility to
provide the kind of human sup-
port structures and community
that allow people to live ‘moral
lives’. Many people who are ac-
cused of breaking one moral law
or another feel they have no
choice. And the irony is that the
very people who are most insis-
tent on ‘morality’—I'm referring
to the letters on the editorial
pages in the ‘right-wing’ press—
are least interested in providing
the conditions of social justice....
How dare we blame the individual
for a situation created by a society
which is not prepared to provide
the social matrix of support: the
affirmation, comfort and human
conditions of living that make mo-
rality possible?” De Roo issues a
weighty challenge to all of us who
hold a consistent pro-ife position
to follow through with a social
praxis of structural enablement.

In my own research work, I am
studying the way Christians put to-
gether their notions of converted

Books

discipleship with wider concepts
of shared citizenship. I applaud
the three conversants’ emphasis
on the need for massive ecumeni-
cal programs to help us hear the
cry of the poor, refugees and peo-
ple affected by environmental de-
terioration. Leddy puts a strong
emphasis on a discipleship that
does not flee the common task of
working together for a more hu-
mane world: “We need to recover
a sense of the importance of prac-
tices and discipline, not in order
to deny the world but for the sake
of the world.” We have come to
see that the West no less than the
old eastern Europe needs to take
to heart Vaclav Havel’s remark:
“The greatest lie of the materialis-
tic culture is that there is nothing
worth living for or dying for.” What
does our consumerist western cul-
ture tell us is worth dying for?
The most engaging tensions
in the conversation arise over the
question of where we should look
for renewed signs of hope in
church and world to keep alive
the vision of Vatican II. Roche
tends to be the practised polit-
cian who emphasizes institutions
and structures as key to renewal.
Leddy is more likely to affirm
small communities of faith shar-
ing and witness, spirituality that
helps us keep in touch with the
riches of a tradition of reverence
and prayer, and a strategy of
building coalitions and social
movements. Quite clearly, both
are needed: renewed structures
and renewed small groups where
people experience community
and lifegiving faith. But with the
present impasse, structural re-
form is systematically blocked
and people become weary of put-
ting out so much energy merely
to protect structures already in
place, like episcopal conferences.
I tend to side with Leddy’s em-
phasis on building intentional
support groups. Most sociologists
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think there is more hope in re-
form from below and subsequent
responsiveness from above than
vice versa. When structural re-
forms are institutionally blocked,
a turn to small creative groups
can serve as a seedbed for a later
time. After all, Vatican II itself
grew out of biblical, liturgical and
social justice movements that
were initially marginal.

One unhappy phenomenon
of the post—Vatican II years is the
new polarization in the church
between progressives and conser-
vatives. The church engages in in-
ternecine cultural wars that sap
its energies for outward witness
and mission and weary those who
work for new reform. But we can-
not simply wish the polarizations
away. Nor does it do merely to
blame one side or the other, and
happily none of the participants
in this conversation do that.

De Roo suggests a model from
Victoria of a diocesan synod that
does not rely on secular notions
of parliamentary procedure and
agenda setting. His synod was
more like a Quaker meeting, with
people engaging in contemplative
listening to one another across
the ideological divide. De Roo’s
way of contemplative listening
and conversation does not prom-
ise cheap and easy fixes but sug-
gests ways to achieve a deeper
unity in the spirit, which mere de-
bate cannot bring about. As a Je-
suit, I suggest the Ignatian rule of
listening contemplatively to those
with whom I disagree in the
church and putting the best inter-
pretation and spiritual meaning
on their intentions and desires.

This splendid book would
have been enriched if it had in-
cluded some conservative Catho-
lic voices. Ultimately, Vatican II’s
communion model for the
church depends on conversation,
dialogue, collegial address and at-
tentive listening to the Spirit to

help us look outward to the world
to discern the new signs of the
times. Roche is impatient with the
church for its failure to embrace
this outward mission in a world
calling for moral leadership. But
in the long pull—as Bosnia may
show us—the first precondition
for community is respect for the
other as other, and a listening that
listens deeply to the voice of God.
In my saner and more prayer-

ful moments, I do not despair
about the future of Vatican II.
For the word of God and the
spirit of God will not be bound—
not by old fogeys in the Vatican,
not by the impatience of reform-
ers and not by temporary set-
backs. The great virtue of this
book is that it recalls and stirs up
the right attitude for contempla-
tive listening, and right now we
need some strong doses of that.¢-

The Ecological Crisis as
a Metaphysical Question

Enlarging our concept of what is real will
uncover the limits and possibilities of Being

Graeme Nicholson, Illustrations
of Being Drawing upon Heidegger
and upon Metaphysics. New Jer-
sey: Humanities Press, 1992. 293
pp- $49.95.

(44 hilosophy: big words,
small print, no sales,”
quips a character in Al-

fred Hitchcock’s Rope, when intro-

duced to a philosophy professor
at a social gathering. But what
about after the soirée? After her
new spring wardrobe fails to sat-
isfy? Does she ask, perhaps in des-
peration, “What does it all mean?”

Or as the snubbed professor would

ask in a more reflective tone,

“What is the meaning of Being?”

Graeme Nicholson, long-time
philosophy professor at Trinity

College at the University of To-

ronto, has written an excellent

and timely book to help our soci-
ety again raise this question. Like
so many other thinkers of the
academy, Nicholson raises the
spectre of the annihilation of the
biosphere. But how can the phi-
losopher contribute to the discus-
sion about the biosphere’s sur-

vival? After all, did the media in-
terview any philosophers during
last year’s Earth Summit in Rio
de Janeiro?

Nicholson contends that our
society’s wilful contamination of
the biosphere is evidence of its
continued avoidance of the ques-
tion of the meaning of Being. He
insists that the West must set itself
on the “pathway of reflection,” a
reflection not simply on political
and technological strategies but
on Being. What is this Being?
How can we come to speak of it
and think about it?

Inspired by the work of Mar-
tin Heidegger (1889-1976), that
absolutely original thinker from
the Black Forest best known for
his 1927 work Being and Time,

Duane Falconer

Nicholson tracks down and scruti-
nizes the West’s four primary
ways of thinking about Being:
Being as substance (Aristotle);
Being as reality (modern philoso-
phy and science); Being as inter-
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preted by modern logic; and
Being as the transformation of
form (the Christian patristics,
through Hegel and Marx, up to
modern dialectics). Nicholson
calls each of these four readings
of Being an illustration, for like
illustrations, they both reveal and
conceal, shedding light on some
things while leaving others in the
shadows. Each exercises a great
influence on how we think and
act, both for good and for ill.

Aristotle interpreted Being as
substance, a term we still employ,
although without really under-
standing its philosophical presup-
positions. This is not the case,
however, with the characteristic
modern interpretation of Being
as ‘“reality.” Being refers to that
which is “actual,” over and against
our consciousness. Something is
real as opposed to being the prod-
uct of imagination, illusion or
mere conceptualization.

The origins of this illustra-
tion of Being lie in modern phi-
losophy, inaugurated by
Descartes and perfected by the
sciences. Modern philosophy
began as a freedom movement,
with the aim of liberating all
knowledge and action from the
irrational aspects of social and
religious constraints and ground-
ing them on secure foundations.
Applauded by business entrepre-
neurs, this liberal philosophy fur-
nished the theoretical justifica-
tions for the new science and
technology that had begun to
provide new wonders. It cuta
swath through the old Europe
and its power seemed limitless.

From this movement, nine-
teenth-century science developed
a simple picture of the world: at
one pole, material objects; at the
other, the human subject, fraught
with bias and error. The task of sci-

Duane Falconer Sf is studying philoso-
phy at Loyola University in Chicago.

ence was to measure accurately
the objects that confronted the
subject. Knowledge was “objectiv-
ity”; it would be compromised by
any subjective intervention. For
these scientists and their philoso-
phical counterparts, then, “real-
ity” was but the sum total of what
is represented—that which remains
external to human subjectivity.

Although Friedrich Nietzsche
was the first voice to cry in the wil-
derness about the nihilism con-
tained within liberalism, Heideg-
ger was among the first to exam-
ine the phenomenon systemati-
cally. Like Nietzsche, he saw the
West deferring yet again the ques-
tion of the meaning of Being.
Hence he wrote Being and Time.

The central character in that
work is Dasein (literally, “being
there”), the human being consid-
ered in its basic ontological struc-
ture. Dasein—or as Nicholson
names it, the “Exister”—is the
being that always stands within
Being. Being is already present to
it, though not always clearly. Das-
ein’s constitution lies in its care
(Sorge) for things and affairs, as
well as for other human beings.
Preoccupation is central to it;
reaching outside of itself, it is al-
ways wrapped up in something or
other.

Existers require tools to assist
them in their reaching out. In
principle, everything is usable.
Heidegger’s own example is a
hammer. [t is a thing available for
use and so generally nobody re-
flects much on it: we simply use
it. It is something “ready at
hand,” a Zuhandenes. The ham-
mer withdraws into the back-
ground of nails, the rush to com-
plete a wall before the rain and
the joy of building. The being of
tools is to withdraw, so that they
can present themselves as usable
things, as extensions of the
human being. The same hammer
may also be “present at hand,” a

Books

Vorhandenes, an “object.” It is sim-
ply the hammer on the work-
bench when we have no thought
of building a house. As an object,
the hammer simply rests before
us. Simple, permanent presence
is the very being of objects.

Liberalism’s view of Being as
represented reality reveals the
Being only of material things. But
even in material things, this disclo-
sure is but one showing of Being.
We see their simple presence, but
not their usability, their incorpora-
tion as part of the Exister reach-
ing outside itself. Liberalism
leaves us in a world of objects that
we can only manipulate, not take
up as harmonious extensions of
ourselves. Even today, many be-
lieve that this interpretation ap-
prehends the whole of Being,
when in fact it grasps but a part.

The modern liberal interpreta-
tion of reality presents not only a
truncated view of material things
but also an incomplete view of the
being who represents, the Exister.
Existers project themselves in all
sorts of ways; unfortunately, the
supporters of the liberal interpre-
tation take representation as the
only mode of projection that will
yield access to Being. They fail to
grasp the being of the Exister,
which cannot be comprehended
through a representation of its
simple objective presence. The
roots of representation in Sorge—
the care that creates an inextrica-
ble ontological link between
human beings and nature—are
cut off, thereby cutting off other
and more profound aspects of the
Exister from the larger world.

So we return to the original
question: what is the meaning of
Being? This is the first generation
with the choice of whether or not
human history is to continue;
what reasons can we give for our
choice? Nicholson feels that our
inherited lack of an adequate con-
cept of Being limits our capacity
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for dealing with this question.
Other generations have asked,
“Why is there anything at all?”
With the capacity to destroy hu-
manity and the entire biosphere,
our time has its own question,
“Why must we be at all?” This
question is not artificial or exter-
nally imposed: everyone under-
stands it, especially a generation
carrying manifold possibilities to
no longer be. The philosopher’s
task is to spark interest in that
question, guiding us in reflection
on our acquaintance with Being.

Sciences investigate “reality”;
their “knowing” is of the actual.
Philosophical “thinking,” in con-
trast, seeks to track down some-
thing much more elusive than re-
ality: Being. Being directs our con-
cerns outward and towards the fu-
ture. Being is possibility. To re-
flect on Being is to inquire into
the possibility of being myself or
not myself, of continuing or halt-
ing the quest for humanity’s well-
being. Never requiring a labora-
tory or excursions to exotic lands,
ontological thinking needs only
to consider the possibilities
within humanity, asking which
possibility is good, better and
best, which one is the most beauti-
ful. The task of philosophy is to
dwell not on “actualities” but on
these possibilities.

Characterized by the search
for autonomy, the Westisata
crossroads. Its unrooted rational-
ity and ungrounded autonomy
are incapable of providing a suffi-
cient reason for the continuation
of human history. Nicholson in-
sists that ontological thinking
leads us to humanity’s best (and
most beautiful) possibility: if we
are to be, we must submit to Be-
ing. This is the meaning of Being!

Nicholson assures us that sub-
mission to Being does not imply a
simple-minded “hands-off” rela-
tionship to nature, for science
and technology can not only im-

prove the human condition but
also reveal aspects of Being. To ab-
rogate our will in our approach to
the future is impossible. Yet scien-
tific and technological readings of
Being, often accompanied by a
will that recognizes no limit, fail

to teach us about what deserves to
be desired by our will.

Our generation hears daily
about the biosphere’s delicate bal-
ance. This, urges Nicholson,
should give us an unprecedented
appreciation for what is good in
nature and focus us intently on it.
This is a movement of ontologi-
cal reflection, a consideration of
the Exister, not just of nature.
Care is the constitution of the Ex-
ister. Because care binds the fate
of humanity to the destiny of the
Earth, my own reading of Nichol-
son leads me to conclude that
philosophy can boldly proclaim
these imperatives: “Seek the good
in the Being that reveals itself in
humanity!” and “Submit to Being
by rooting all of

ture and human existence to re-
search and the market. These two
inventions of liberalism have in-
creased our standard of living, but
they have also manufactured our
environmental disaster.

Philosophical inquiry is no
frivolous occupation. It has some-
thing to teach those in the so-
called “real world.” Philosophy is
crucial to our survival. Without a
philosophical vision, the people
will perish! So why did the media
forget to interview philosophers
at the Earth Summit? In the Pla-
tonic Dialogues, when Socrates
has confounded his interlocutors,
they always quickly conclude the
discussion and rush off to some
other event. Today Nicholson’s
“big words” force contemporary
interlocutors to rush off to cover
the latest in Brazilian spring fash-
ions. But if we stay with a sustain-
ed questioning of Being, we may
discover that there are larger and
more human possibilities.¢-

your energies, in-
cluding willing and
reflection, in the
Earth!”

The sciences
and the media
have alerted us to
the threat to the
biosphere. Unfortu-
nately, the West still
looks to techno-
crats to “solve the
problem.” Our cri-
sis is no mere prob-

lem to be worked o
out by technocrats. ) 'S
Testing and tinker- } ’o
ing in themselves :k

are no cure. Our
predicament is the
result of the nihil-
ism concealed
within our very way
of being, which
makes us submit
every aspect of na-
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Testament

The Samaritan’s Opportunity for Freedom

A man was going down from Jerusalem
to Jericho....
—Luke 10:30

e know from biblical
scholars that the parable
of the Good Samaritan

is not an example story, that is, a
narrative about an individual case,
ending with an application. The
point of the story is not merely to
go out and “do likewise.” Nor is it
to be seen as an allegory, where the
main elements of the story can be
“translated” into handy proposi-
tions or ethical maxims. We might
also add that it is not primarily an
ethical story about the ideal of lov-
ing one’s neighbour, teaching thata
good Christian should emulate the
behaviour of the Good Samaritan
and perform acts of charity pre-
scribed by the church. Such a mor-
alistic interpretation, for this is
what it is, plainly misses the dra-
matic meaning of the parable.
The parable is not persuasive or
even pedagogical. It aims, rather,
to mediate a sense of reality. The
text is about an encounter rather
than a moral action. On one level,
then, the meaning of the parable
will emerge only in our reciprocal
encounter with the text. It lies not
so much “in” the text, or within the
subjectivity of the listener or the
reader, but “between” the revela-
tory power of the parable and the
receptivity of the hearer. The hear-
er must be drawn in as a partici-
pant in the story. As one commen-
tator putit, the hearer will identify

ChristopheF. Potworowski is a professor
in the department of theological studies
at Concordia University in Montreal.
He is currently finishing a book on the

French Dominican Marie-Dominique
Chenu.

with “that nameless fellow jogging
along the wild and dangerous
road” to Jericho. Only in this kind
of identification, in taking up a
role and playing out the drama,
will understanding take place.

The parable forces a question
on the audience: “Who among you
iswilling to be served by a despised
Samaritan?” The parable suggests
that the hearer become a victim in
the ditch who is helped by an
enemy. This becomes clear when
we consider the alternative scenar-
ios. How different would the story
have been, before thatsame Jewish
audience, if the traveller had been
a Samaritan and the helper a Jew?
Then the parable would then have
been a simple example of good
neighbourliness, with an anticleri-
cal twist and the added injunction
of loving your enemies.

Here, however, the role given
to the Samaritan ensures maximum
shock value. Our everyday under-
standing of reality is challenged.
The result is an emphasis on pres-
ence rather than on ethical duty. If
the Christian virtue of charity is to
mean anything, it will mean pres-
ence.

The Samaritan has no choice.
He goes to the man in the ditch
not out of some moral sense of
obligation (recall Nietzsche’s cri-
tique of ressentimentand its devasta-
ting application to Christian pity)
but because his personal destiny is
tied to that of the man in the ditch.
He does not come as one who is
superior. That would not be soli-
darity. Nor is the man in the ditch
humiliated. The parable is not a
story about humanitarianism buta
story about freedom. The Samari-
tan has no choice because the man
in the ditch represents the oppor-
tunity for freedom.

The institutions of today, and
the mentality they presuppose and
encourage, put forward a model
defined by success and effective
control over a particular area of
life. In such a view, charity, or the
closest thing to it, is an action di-
rected to a fellow human being in
need out of an abundance of good
intention. In distinction to this, the
Christian model is one of holiness,
where the action is not out of abun-
dance but out of nothingness, the
resultnot so much ofa will-to-good
as of a desire to have life to the
fullest. Christian love does not hu-
miliate. Rather, it presupposes that
the lover is humiliated, that the
lover is aware of his or her own
nothingness. The act of charity is
not really out of choice but out of
obedience to the overwhelming
urges of grace.

In the sacrament of our brother
or sister we encounter God, the
meaning of our lives. We encounter
another not out of some moralistic
sense of duty but because our des-
tiny is implicated with another, be-
cause we are in need of an other.
Only thus implicated will our ac-
tions be free. In this sense, charity
is a subversive activity.

We do not know anything
about the religious interior of the
Samaritan, about whether or not
he was a believer. But the meaning
of his encounter with the man in
the ditch is evident: “No one has
ever seen God; if we love one an-
other, God abides in us and God’s
love is perfected in us” (1 Jn 4:12).
In the midst of the anonymous,
sometimes violent structures in
which we live and work, an en-
counter occurs. My colleague and
I become neighbours. Such is the
face of charity today.4-

—Christophe F. Potworowski
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