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The only absolute value I would affirm
is freedom of the mind; without it
there cannot be social justice, which
is our duty to others.

I. F. Stone



PREFACE

Over the course of his lengthy journalistic career,
I. F. Stone has remained a proponent of American radi-
calism, an advocate of democratic socialism. He has
long believed that socialistic measures could help to
modernize predominantly agricultural and economically
underdeveloped societies such as Czarist Russia and
Kuomintang China. Yet like Karl Marx, Stone has argued
that genuine socialism could most easily develop in those
nations that possessed a tradition of political freedom.
Indeed, Stone has postulated that without its requisite
corollary, democracy, socialism can never be fully
implemented. Thus he, unlike a number of American and
European lefists, has refused to dismiss civil liberties
as "bourgeois" freedoms, declaring instead that they pro-
vide the foundation for a decent social order through
their protection of unpopular groups and ideas. He has
consistently maintaineé that only through the £full
incorporation of civil liberties and through the exten-
sion of civil rights to oppressed minority groups, can
a truly humane society emerge. Such a society, Stone

has repeatedly argued, also demands a degree of planning
and economic democracy to prevent boom and bust cycles,
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vast inequities, and the wielding of overwhelming economic
and political power by a tiny sector of the populace.
Describing himself as both a Marxist and a Jeffersonian,
he has doggedly argued that a "synthesis of socialism
and freedom" is the most urgent task of the modern era.
And, along with insisting upon economic and political
democracy, he has declared that if a nation does not
base its foreign policy upcn international cooperation,
adventurism abroad and militarism at home will crush
the democratic spirit.l

In addition to these concepts of democratic soci-
alism and anti-imperialism, Stone has discussed other
ideas and issues dear to the American left, while
working for a series of liberal and left-wing news-
papers and journals. Yet he was officially tied to a
political corganization, Norman Thomas' Socialist Party,
for only a brief period, and has never approved of the
sectarianism, dogmatism, and fratricidal conilicts =0
endemic on the left side of the American political spec-
trum. During the 1920s, a time considered an early
nadir for the twentieth century left, Stone praised the
Wilsonian concept of a League of Nations and supported
such progressive candidates as Robert La Follette and
Thomas. With the advent of the Great Depressiorn,
which reinvigorated reform and radical ranks, the
journalist condemned the Hoover approach to the nation’'s
economic woes, and served as a strong, although often

vi



highly critical supporter of Franklin D. Roosevelt and
the New Deal. Like many leftists, Stone favored a
Popular Front approach in both domestic and foreign
affairs throughout most of the depression decade. But
along with other non-authoritarian leftists, he pushed
FDR for greater reforms and for a stronger, early res-
ponse to the fascist threat abroad. Hoping for exten-
sive social and economic change and a peaceful world
order as the end of World War II approached, Stone was
soon forced to condemn the anti-Communist phobia of

the post-war years. In response to the red scare antics
of Truman's America, Stone backed the Progressive Party
candidacy of Henry Wallace, and passionately defended
the civil liberties of all Americans, including such
generally disliked groups as the Trotskyists and the
Communists. He refused to adopt either the anti-
Communist approach undertaken by such staunch leftists
and liberals as socialist leader Thomas and Roger
Baldwin of the American Civil Liberties Union, or

the blind genuflecting to external events characteris-
tic of many tied to the American Communist Party.

Stone also retained his focus upon U.S. activities
overseas, castigating his nation's tendency to align
with reactionary forces against the proliferating
national liberation movements. The culminating develop-
ment of American cold warriorism proved to be the
bloody and brutal Vietnam War, and Stone attacked the
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United States' involvement from the outset, arguing that it
was the most horrific example of American imperialism.
At the same time, he reaffirmed his call for domestic
change, strongly supporting the cry for black equality
and the exhortations of those who called for structural
transformation of the American social and economic order.
While the left appeared once again to weaken as the civil
rights and antiwar movements dissipated during the
1970s, Stone continued to uphold the progressive banner,
lambasting the efforts to right economic ills at the
expense of the downtrodden, warning that another red
scare might unfold as ecoromic difficulties worsened, and
beamoaning persistent U.S. support for dictatorial regimes.
While his perceptiveness about war and peace, civil
liberties, civil rights, and economic deprivation has made
him one of the most astute chroniclers of American foreign
and domestic affairs during much of the twentieth century,
I. F. Stone has also been an important historical figure
in American journalistic and left-wing circles. His
radical writings graced the pages of some of the most
influential progressive publications of the 1930s and

1940s, including the then left-liberal New Republic and

the Nation. A journalist for over half a century, Stone
also served as chief editorialist for the country's oldest

newspaper, the New York Post, which was possibly the

country's leading liberal daily throughout the heyday
of the New Deal, and as a reporter and columnist for the
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experimental leftist papers PM, the New York Star, and

the New York Daily Compass from 1940-1952. While working

for PM in 1946, he became the first reporter to travel
with the Jewish underground, the Haganah, to Palestine.

But his later formation of I. F. Stone's Weekly brought

him his greatest journalistic fame, as the newsletter
provided a model of independent radical journalism during
the McCarthy and Vietnam eras and served as a progenitor
for the investigatory and underground publications which
abounded during the latter period. In addition, Stone
worked with left-wing and liberal groups to counter the
red-baiters and to denounce the premises of the Cold War.?
A firm anti-anti-Communist, he joined other inde-
pendent leftists at the zenith of McCarthyism to oppose
the weakened civil libertarian stance of the A.C.L.U.
and to establish the Emergency Civil Liberties Committee.
In the mid and late 1250s, Stone spoke in support of
the anti-nuclear arms movement, aﬁd damned the seemingly
blind anti-Communist foreign policy of the United States.
As the Indochina War flared, he participated in the anti-
war cause; in fact, a speech he gave at a national meeting
of the Students for a Democratic Society is credited with
helping to focus the attention of that leading New Left
organization on the Vietnam War. Such involvement, along
with the Weekly's insightful rececrding of American domes-
tic failings and U.S. foreign policy disasters, eventually

resulted in international acclaim for a man who was once
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considered a pariah in respectable journalistic and
political circles. 1Illness was to force Stone to stop
publication of his journal in late 1971, but he soon

became editor of the influential New York Review of Books,

wrote editorials for a number of key newspapers and maga-

zines, and began a study of Western freedom.



FOOTNOTES

PREFACE

lI. F. Stone, "Izzy on Izzy: I. F. Stone Inter-
views I. F. Stone at Seventy," The New York Times Maga-
zine, 22 January 1978, sect. 6, p. 1l2.

2Stone, "Notes on Closing, but Not on Farewell,"
I. F. Stone's Weekly* (hereinafter referred to as Bi-
Weekly) 19 (December, 1971): 4.

*I, TF. Stone published his newsletter from 1953-1971.
Generally printed weekly, Stone's journal was called

I. F. Stone's Weekly from 1953-January 1563, and from
January 1964-December 1969. The independent product
was a bi-weekly from February 4, l1963-January 6, 1964,
and from January 22, 1968-December 1971. It was named
I. F. Stone's Bi-Weekly during that 1963-64 span, and
throughout 1970 and 1971. For the sake of uniformity,
the newsletter will be referred to as the Weekly through-
out the text and in the footnotes.
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WIELDING THE PEN AS A SWORD:
THE RADICAL JOURNALIST, I. I'. STONE

CHAPTER I

THE MAKING OF AN AMERICAN RADICAL, 1907-1933

We are communists. But our communism

is nct that of the authoritarian school:
it is anarchist Communism, Communism
without government, free Communism. It
is a synthesis of the two chiéf aims pur-
sued by humanity since the dawn of its
history--economic freedom and political
freedom.

Prince Petr Kropotkin

An oppressed class is the vital condi-
tion for every society founded on the
antagonism of classes. The emancipa-
tion of the oppressed class thus implies
necessarily the creation of a new society.

Karl Marx

In place of the old bourgeois society,
with its classes and class antagonism,
we shall have an association, in which
the free development of each is the
condition for the free development of
all.

Karl Marx

The radical journalist, I. F. Stone*, was born

*For the sake of consistency, the name I. F. Stone will be
used throughout this dissertation.
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Isidor Feinstein in Philadelphia on 24 December 1907,
the son of Russian Jewish immigrants Bernard and Katherine
Feinstein. His father, a struggling middle-class
businessman, was a dry goods merchant and realtor in
Haddonfield, New Jersey. It was not easy for the small,
bespectacled, gnome-like Jewish lad, who wandered into
the woods to devour poetry and to dream about "willowy . .
six foot WASP beauties”" who would not cast a glance at
him, to grow up in an overwhelmingly gentile community.
"Personally I felt I was Galahad, but I was Isidor."1
Although his parents were little concerned about

politics and undoubtedly shared the Republican philosophy
of most of their neighbors, young Izzy guickly displayed
an interest in public and international affairs and early
expressed a desire to become a reporter. In fact, Stone
later asserted: "I always felt I was sort of born a radi-
cal," and approvingly quoted the old adage that "every-
cne ig either 2 liheral or a conservative. What you are,
you are born, your political attitudes are pretty much
born with yvou." While a young boy, Izzy once had a dream
involving the poor of Philadelphia's waterfront slums.
He awoke from the dream deeply troubled, and his remem-
brance of the vision provided the beginning of his feeling

that a newspaperman ought to be a kind

of cross between Galahad and William

Randolph Hearst, because Hearst at his

best, had a great capacity for . . .

reaching a wide public, and not just

talking to himself, and he was quite

a populist and a radical in an earlier
age.



The radicalization of Izzy continued, abetted by the
appeal of certain political figures, his own prolific
reading, and an early attempt at journalism. The idealism
of Woodrow Wilson excited him, particularly the president's
call for an international body of countries, a League of

Nations. Martin Eden, by the flamboyant socialist Jack

London, furthered Izzy's passage down the progressive
road by introducing him to Charles Darwin and Herbert

Spencer. He then asked to borrow Spencer's First Princi-

ples from an artist, who spoke to Izzy's mother concerning
the request, inquiring whether the youngster might be
an "infidel." But Mrs. Feinstein misunderstood, thinking
that the woman was querying if her son were an "invalid,"
and the loan was made. A studv of Spencer and an aware-
ness of vast suffering caused young Izzgwto guestion
what kind of a god would permit such impoverishment and
sorrow, and he became a confirmed atheist.3

To impart his views to others, Izzyv, at the age of

fourteen, began publication of a newspaper, The Progress.

An amazing precocity and the radical journalism for which
Stone later became known, were prominently displayed in

the little paper. 1In The Progress, Izzy supported the

nullification of World War I debts provided that debtor
nations agreed to a gquarter century moratorium on the
European arms race, and he praised the League of Nations.
He condemned the yellow peril campaign of the former
radical publisher William Randolph Hearst, and castigated
the anti-evolutionary stance of William Jennings Bryan,

'3



charging that the old reformer was a "modern Torguemada."
The regressive ideas of Hearst and Bryan both seemed alien
in a rationalist era and were antithetical to the "immu?
table law of progress." To Izzy, such thinking belonged

to "the Middle Ages when free thinkers, philosophers,

and Jews were considered the best fuel for bonfires

(there was never lack of fuel)." The Progress enjoyed

commercial success as the youthful entrepeneur soliticited
subscriptions and displayed advertisements for local
merchants. But the paper closed after three monthly
issues when Izzy's father, returning from an extended
convalescence, saw that his son's schoolwork was suf-
fering.4
Both Izzyv's inadequate academic performance and his

love for journalism remained constant despite the termina-

tion of his first independent venture. The youngster

proceeded to work for the Haddonfield Gazette, a weekly

a ComAponrn Prnc+=Tolomram
e Lanmcen rogIi-le_egram

notwithstanding his ignorance of the subject. Then one
day, the publisher J. David Stern stopped by the Feinstein
store, told the aspiring young reporter, "I've heard

about you," and offered him a job on the Camden Courier.

Stern believed, as Izzy already did, that the fourth
estate should "fight for cause" and strive to influence
public opinion and governmental actions. Through dili-

gence and the ability to create news, Izzy proved to be

"a natural-born reporter. I really was a real bird dog



right from the beginning."5
As Izzy's journalistic experience increased, so too

did his difficulties in schoocl. Out of a high school
class of fifty-two, he ranked forty-ninth. Unable to get
into Harvard, Izzy enrolled at Pennsylvania, a university
with an open enrollment policy. He continued the journal-
ism trade, laboring fcr a variety of newspapers, but a
heavy workload eventually forced him to leave the Uni-

versity. Toiling fulltime at the Philadelphia Inquirer,

Izzy performed the tasks of rewriting, copy desk editing,
and headline writing, all jobs normally undertaken by
highly experienced newsmen. Undoubtedly another factor
which induced him to withdraw from classes in his junior
vear was his distaste for structured studies. A philosophy
major, Izzy considered the possibility of university
teaching. But except for'two esteemed philosophy pro-
fessors, he despised "the smell of a college faculty."
As he rememhered. "the few islands of agreatness seemed
to be washed by seas of pettiness and mediocrity." The
hard-boiled newsroom seemed infinitely more appealing.
His disdain for cultural norms also encouraged him
to bid farewell to the University. Later he noted that
he had been "a New Lefty before there was a New Left.
I didn't cut my hair, tie my ties or believe in college
degrees." Rather, he had "believed you shouldn't do
anything unless it was spontaneous and genuine." Such
attraction for cultural distinctiveness undoubtedly

influenced his short-lived performance, following his
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withdrawal from the University, as drama critic for the
Courier. After roasting a number of Philadelphia plays,
Izzy was banned from entering the area's major theatres.
Despite his departure from Penn, Izzy persisted with
his self-education. An avid reader, he had long "devoured"
literary works, philosophical studies, and historical
writings. His favorite authors included Sappho, Heracli-
tus, Lucretius, Cervantes, Milton, Marlowe, Gibbon, Keats,
Shelly, Wordsworth, Hardy, Emerson, Thoreau, Whitman,
Dickinson, Melville, Crane, Sandburg, and Beard. Radical
treatises also appealed to the young journalist, and one
of his early favorites was Prince Petr Kropotkin's anarchist

classic, The Conguest of Bread. The "vision of a non-

coercive, non-police state, vecluntary free community
society " enthralled Izzy, who early deemed himself a
Communist—anarchist. Nearly a half century later, Stone

continued to praise Kropotkin's Communist-—-anarchism as

Marxist critigues also stirred Izzy, including Karl

Marx's A Contribution to the Critique of Political Economy,

Friedrich Engels’' Socialism: Scientific and Utopian,

Vladimir Lenin's "Three Sources and Three Constituent

Parts of Marxism," and Nicolas Bukharin's Historical

Materialism. The attractiveness of Marxism helped to

reinforce the radicalization of the budding reporter,

who was determined not to accede to "those stale surrenders
which are called the practical realities of the world."

He joined the Socialist Party, serving as a New Jersey
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State Executive Committee member before he was able to
vote.8

Izzy's pelitical cousciocusness quickly embroiled him
in a pair of conflicts involving great issues of the
period. Covering Camden for Stern's Courier, Stone saw
that the large Italian population of the region supported
fascism following Benito Mussolini's rise to power and

his establishment of the first fascist state in the mid-

1920s. The Camden Courier was a strongly anti-fascist

paper, and Stone was an early Popular Fronter whe called
for an alliance of leftists and liberals to oppose the
threat of fascism. In 1927, he attended a Rotary Club
gathering in Camden and heard a Penn professor sing the
virtues of fascist Italy, including the running of the
trains on time. Izzy "got so goddamned mad" that he
stood up at the press table and denounced the speaker.

He asked the professor why there had been no mention of

the ugly undercside of fasciem, including the murder of
the socialist legislator Giacomo Matteotti; the emer-
gence of Mussolini's shock troops, the squadristi; and
the destruction of the labor unions.10

While that incident little affected his position
on the Courier, another episode involving the Sacco and
Vanzetti trial forced Stone's resignation. Nicola Sacco
and Bartolomeo Vanzetti, a pair of Italian-born anarchists,
had been arrested in 1920 during the height of the post-

war red scare and charged with robbery and murder. With

.



neither their guilt nor innocence established at an unfair
trial presided over by a prejudiced jurist, the two
radical immigrants received large support from many
liberal and radical elements. Others, however, believed
that the issue revolved around radical efforts to uproot
the base of law and order. They insisted that the accused
posed such a threat to society that they must be sentenced
to die. Eventually, to the dismay of many, Sacco and
Vanzetti were executed. Quite upset about the case,
Izzy wanted to venture to Boston to cover the denoument
for the Courier. Although the paper was the only one in
the Camden-Philadelphia area which supported the anarchists,
the city editor refused to assign him to the story. An
angered Stone stormed out of the Courier office, put an
extra pair of socks in his pocket, and hitchhiked up
north. Shortly after reaching the metropolis, he learned
that a last minute stay had delayed the executions.11

Too emharracsed to return to the paper a supplicant
for his o0ld job, Izzy continued hitchhiking, ending up
in Bellows Falls, Vermont, where a friend lived. Unable
to find employment on a farm, he returned to Philadelphia
and went to the Inquirer searching for work. Izz:’7 asked
the New Jersey editor if the
good man. "I could use half a dozen," bristled the editor.
Stone retorted, "Well, here's one," and he was hired.12

In the following year, Stone became directly involved

in an effort to revive the generally moribund American
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left. Differences over American entrance into World War I
and concerning the applicability of the Bolshevik example
in the United States, and the red scare antics of govern-
mental entities had caused the once potent Socialist
Party to splinter, weaken, and collapse. Heavy-handed
practices by state and business forces had also devastated
the radical labor union, the Industrial Workers of the
World. For a brief pericd, Communism had seemed to be
the wave of the future for the American left. But the
Communists split into three branches, until orders from
the new Russian-dominated International called for the
formation of a single American Communist organization.
Repression, schismatic developments, and the obeisance
displayed toward the Soviet Union guickly negated the
early potential of the American Communist Party. The
next major movement on the left came when railway unions,
socialists, farmer-labor groups, and insurgent Republicans
formed the Conference for Procgressive Political Action or
the Progressive Party in 1922. Two years later, Wisconsin
Senator Robert La Follette ran for the presidency on the
Progressive ticket and received over sixteen percent of
the vote.13

Stone supported La Follette and the Progressive
‘Party platform which called for public control of the
railways and of waterpower, termination of the electoral
college, a national initiative and a national referendum,
and anti-monopoly measures. While many hoped that the

9



CPPA could eventually match the success of the new British
Labor Party, La Follette opposed a permanent third party,
and his death in June, 1925 left the movement without its
greatest attraction. But as this reform effort disinte-
grated, and despite the apparent rightward drift of the
nation during the period, the pacifist and former clergyman
Norman Thomas determined to revive the Socialist Party
in the 1928 presidential campaign. The socialist plat-
form demanded public works projects to curb unemployment,
with wages and hours to be determined by labor organiza-
tions; federal unemployment coverage and social security,
to be financed through taxation of businesses; and an
internationalist and pacifist foreign policy, including
disarmament, American entrance into the League of Nations,
independence for the Philippines, and recognition of the
Soviet Union. Aligned with the socialist local in Camden,
Izzy worked as a volunteer publicist for Thomas. Now
considering himself basicallyv a socialist, Stone greatly
admired Thomas because of the native radicalism of the
socialist leader. Sounding like neither a sectarian nor an
academic "with a lot of gibberish," Thomas displayed "a
very engaging . . . and outgoing, handsome personality.”
Disavowing abstractions and stereot
wonderful way of putting socialism in American terms as a
pragmatic answer to specific American problems."14
Despite the attractiveness of Thomas, the young
"pre-Depression radical"” shortly moved away from direct

10



party affiliation because of the prevalence of left~-wing
divisiveness. Izzy had also come to believe that an
independent journalist should not be directly tied to any
political party. He desired to aid the disadvantaged and
the oppressed, and to support good causes without fear of
leftist infighting. Although the Thomas effort seemed
modestly to reinvigorate the American Socialist Party,

Izzy redirected his talents toward the field of journalism.

Returning to the Camden Courier, he was placed on rewrite,
and "worked like hell." He could easily transform the
morning headlines to produce the appearance of a new
article for the evening edition. Because of his continued
concern for public affairs, he dabbled in editorial writing
on the side. The paper contained a one-man editorial
page, but Stone managed to write a few columns, and even
substituted for the vacationing editorialist at one point.15
In 1929, Izzy knew that he was going to marry Esther M.
...................
date and a borrowed dollar." Urging him to socialize
more, Esther went dancing with the "terrible wallflower"
during their courtship. On their moonlit strolls, however,
Izzy would analyze holding companies. Believing that his
upcoming marriage necessitated a salary hike, he went to
the managing ed;tor of the Courier and delivered an
ultimatum of a five dollar raise. Already making forty
dollars a week, not an insubstantial salary at the time,
Stone received the increase and continued to push for

11



editorial work.16

He also maintained a running battle with the city
editor and with publisher Stern over assignments. Weary-
ing of the perpetual turmoil, Stern finally transferred

Stone to the Philadelphia Record, another paper in

his chain. Still desiriﬁg to write editorials, Izzy
produced one and placed it on the publisher's desk one
day in 1931. An irate Stern, furious at the bickering of
Stone and at the young reporter's attempts to muscle in
on his own editorial territory, proved to be "very nasty"
about the piece. Izzy was gquite shaken up, and thought,
"You son-of-a-bitch, I'm going to keep pestering you
until you make me editorial writer." But when Stone
when to the newsroom on the following day, he found
that his editorial career for a nationally known news-
paper had already begun. It was customary for the Record
staff to magnify one editorial and place it in the office
and there Tzzv =aw his writing on display when
he arrived for work.17

The ecstatic Stone received an advancement a couple
of months later when Stern fired his chief editorialist.
The Record was in economic straits because of the Great
Depression, and Stern had been forced to reduce the staff
and staff salaries. Thus at the age of twenty-three
Izzy Stone became one of the youngest head editorial
writers in the country working for a major paper. Within
a short time, Stone's salary nearly doubled. "It was a

12



lot in those days," but "I did a lot of work." Many
newspapermen during those hard times were not nearly
as fortunate as Izzy. Because of reduced wages and
"payless paydays,” journalists urged formation of a
union. Spearheaded by Heywood Broun, the famed columnist

for the New Republic, disgruntled newsmen established the

American Newspaper Guild. Included among the founding

members were George Seldes, A. J. Liebling, and Stone.18
Stone's main concern during his stint on the Record,

however, involved the massive depression and the increasing

danger posed by fascism. The editorial pages of the

Philadelphia Record condemned the response of Herbert

Hoover to the depression, with Stone attacking the

laissez-faire ideologv of the president and his failure

to recognize the need for planning. The Record berated
the administration's acceptance of trickle-down economics

which allowed for the granting of assistance to large

struction Finance Corporation, and the denial of direct
relief to millions of suffering individuals. The paper
warned that the downtrodden must be rehabilitated and
treated as "economically incapacitated soldiers cf our
industrial system," not as bums. The Record's editori-
alists warned of the desperate straits of the American
economy, and declared that the nation must "fight the
depression as we fought the war."19
The Receord, termed "that paper" by the conservative

wealthy class, was the only pro-Democratic newspaper in
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Philadelphia and became the first major metropolitan
newspaper to support the presidential candidacy of Frank-
lin Delano Roosevelt. The New York governor was praised
as the sole major candidate who was concerned about the
"forgotten man at the bottom of the economic pyramid, "
and as a proponent of the liberalism which the Record
considered essential if national collapse were to be
avoided. Although displeased with Roosevelt's apparent
emphasis "on outmoded economics," including budget balancing,
the paper lauded his acknowledgement of federal government
responsibility for the people's welfare. The sweeping
Democratic victory in November was viewed by Stone as "a
peaceful revolution at the ballot box" that would bring
to power a man able to buoy the spirits of the American
people.20

Such hope and the structural transformations hinted
at by Roosevelt both appeared essential as Hoover's term
approached its final days. Stone later wrofe that the
United States seemed "closer to collapse and revolution
than ever before." Fifteen million Americans were without
work, placing the unemployment rate at anywhere from
twenty~five to thirty-three per cent. National income
had been halved since late 1929. Pervasive distress
afflicted the nation, and gloom appeared everywhere.
Bankruns were widespread, city and state governments ran
out of relief funds, western farmers forcibly prevented
foreclosure sales, the jobless went out on hunger marches,

and "Hoovervilles, hobo jungles, soup kitchens" sprouted
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throughout the land.21

The mass suffering caused by the depression provided
the backdrop for Stone's initial article in a magazine of
national import. In the May 1933 issue of H, L. Mencken's

iconoclastic The American Mercury, Stone damned the

pseudo-reform policies of the Pennsylvania governor and
0ld Bull Mooser, Giffort Pinchot. In his inaugural
address to the state legislature, the former progressive
had neatly avoided the issue of unemployment coverage with
"a sweetly reasonable manner typical'of a .Great .Liberal
in a Tight Corner." Pinchot evoked the failed concept of
voluntarism for dealing with the large jobless sector.
Despite repeated calls for "social justice," the governor
allocated sparse funds for relief and made even those
contingent upon a swift economic upturn. Like Hoover,
Pinchot resorted "to the doleophobia," while increasing
funds for business interests, rather than augmenting‘the
direct relief reguired byv desperate individuals.22
Roosevelt, however, did move swiftly to restore faith
in the nation and in its economic institutions. He acted
to solidify the stock exchange, solvent banks, and large
industrial concerns, and to stabilize agricultural produc-
tion. Early enactments furthered the progress of collec-
tive bargaining, the establishment of minimum wage and
maximum hour provisions in certain industries, and the diminu-
tion of child labor. Roosevelt's New Deal provided
limited grants to the states for the poor, and instituted

public works projects to reduce the ranks of the unemployed.

15



One of the most radical measures of the early Roosevelt
administration called for formation of a public corpora-
tion, the Tennessee Valley Authority, to undertake planning
and to provide cheap power for one of the nation's most
destitute areas.23
Passage of such programs during the first hundred
days of the Roosevelt presidency received mixed reviews
from Stone. He charged that FDR was a fiscal reactionary
who originally opposed such a vital piece of legislation
as the Glass-Steagall Act, which established the Federal

Deposit Insurance Corporation and protected the first

$500 of all bank deposits. Pressured by the Philadelphia

Record, Virginia Senator Carter Glass and others, Roosevelt
finally signed the bill. Stone thought that except for
the TVA, New Deal legislation did not require structural
alteration of the American economic order and did not
fully implement planning. Instead, Roosevelt only fit-
fully and sporadically adopted Keynesian policies, which
even had they been completely utilized, would not have
produced essential institutional transformation. The
first New Deal also totally failed to address the problems
faced by many of the nation's poorest individuals and
groups, including tenant farmers and sharecroppers. The
Agricultural Adjustment Act aided large farming interests
and furthered the process of dispossession of small
farmers.24

Still, Stone praised much of the early New Deal.

Despite its inadequacies, the New Deal represented hope,
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and Roosevelt "transmitted that hope." In Washington, D.C.,
after a dreadful period under Herbert Hoover, "a sense of
concern and devotion" existed. Roosevelt seemed to
truly care for the poor. His leadership even produced a
feeling "of ebullience, of excitement." Significantly,
because of his evident willingness to experiment, Roose-
velt attracted a cadre of sincerely dedicated reformers
to the nation's capital.25
While the depression produced massive suffering for
millions and appeared to be interminable, it also helped
to usher in a second great danger for those who desired
peaceful ;hange and social and economic betterment. 1In
the mid-twenties, Stone had witnessed the rise of fascism
in Italy, and as the new decade began, the spread of
totalitarianism seemed ever more imminent. He very
carefully watched the emergence of Adolf Hitler and the
National Socialist party in Weimar Germany. As the
depression deepened. Hitler and the Nazis with their
attacks on "decayed" liberal democracy, obtained increased
popularity.26
Always opposed to sectarianism and petty squabbling
on the left, Izzy and friends of like mind believed that
if the absurd fighting among liberals and leftists were
curtailed, then £fzscism could be stopped. The failure
of Christian Democratic leaders and socialists to collabor-

ate had resulted in a decimation of the anti-fascist

ranks and the rise of Mussolini to power. Now Stone
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watched as General Kurt von Schleicher became chancellor
of Germany in December 1932, and attempted to create
a national front which would incorporate leftists, trade
unionists, patriotic anti-fascist military officers,
various conservative groups, and the left-wing of the
National Socialist party, in an effort to stave off civil
war. But opposition by nationalistic organizations and
the Nazis, and battling between the socialists and the
Communists caused the Schleicher government to collapse
in late January. Shortly thereafter, Adolf Hitler ascended
to power in the state that prided itself on being the
most advanced on the European continent.27
The Record, along with many other publications of a
left-of-center slant, consistently worried that America
might once again become entangled in an international
conflagration. But the terroristic nature of the new
Nazi regime so appalled the paper's editorialists thét
thev supported both an economic boycott against Germany
and an attempt to prevent Germany from rearming. One
editorial even declared that formation of a united front
by France, Great Britain, Italy, and the United States
provided "the last chance of bringing Hitler to book,
and forestalling if not preventing a catastrophe."28
The spread of totalitarianism only reinforced Stone's
conviction that broadbased, combinations of liberal and
radical forces must be forthcoming inside of the demo-
cratic nations. His early experiences with left-wing
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politics had revolved around such a Popular Front ideal.
Because only a few radicals resided in small towns such
as Camden, "you're all friends, whether you're an anar-
chist, a Communist, a socialist, or whatever, and you
regard these other people all as comrades." But when

he moved to Philadelphia, he discovered that the leftists
were separated by the most vicious sectarian guarrels.
The petty squabbling was repugnant to Izzy. The radicals
fought among themselves, hated one another, and battled
even within the individual parties "for lousy little

$50 a week jobs, and for prestige and for egoism." The
Communists at the time supported "a fake united front,"
termed the United Front from Below, which Stone charged
actually involved an attempt to submerge their rivals.

In contrast, Stone and progressives such as Paul Douglas,
then a left-wing socialist with an outlook very similar
to Izzy's, believed in an authentic united popular front.
Yet the.general divisiveness on the left only affirmed
Stone's belief that a newspaperman ought to participate
in the great currents of his time, but should not directly
affiliate with any particular party, or become a2 tool of
any party, as that would stifle his search for truth

and justice.29

When J. David Stern bought the New York Post* in

*Until late April, 1934, the paper was named the New York
Evening Post. Once again, for the sake of uniformity,
the newspaper will be called the Post throughout this
dissertation.
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December 1933, he took Izzy with him to serve as edi-
torial writer. 1In New York City, the splintering of the
left was even starker than in Philadelphia. Stone aligned
himself with no specific organization, and had "good
friends who were Communists, Trotskyites, Lovestoneites,
socialists, liberals." For him, the goal remained to
aid "anybody who had a good issue, who had been treated
unjustly, who had something to contribute in the way of
ideals." But one had to avoid becoming a sectarian or
a fanatic.30
Despite his misgivings over leftist splits, the move
to the nation's intellectual center appealed greatly to

Izzy, who was ecstatic to be in the giant metropolis.

He woulé walk toward@ his job with the famed New York Post,
w3l

and bkegin "to strut like a pregnant woman.
Izzv was well served by the diligence he had long

displayed. An early issue at the Post concerned a Tammany

Hall politician, who was up fcr 2p
would have to be apprxoved by Mayor Fiorello LaGuardia,
formerly a liberal congressman and a hero for both Stone
and Stern. The publisher called an editorial conference to
discuss the case, which was attended by the top staff
members, including Izzy. To prepare for the meeting, he

— - ——— ) -
ventured to thc

likrary za2nd studied up on the Tammany
politico. When Stern called on Izzy last as the junior
member of the paper, the young editorialist became the

first individual at the conference to discuss the man's
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positions and to call for the ouster of "the son of a bitch."

The performance of the Philadelphia novice delighted Stern.32
Serving as the Post's chief editorial writer as 1933 neared

a close, Izzy remained determined to serve as a hardworking and

crusading journalist. First awakened by a powerful dream,

augmented by stirring literary works, and strenghtened by a

vigorous study of anarchist and Marxist classics, Stone's radicalism

received continual sustenance from his reportorial work. The

repeated viewing of American social and economic ills and

inequities, and of right-wing authoritarianism abroad, provided

firmer foundations for his radical orientation. The deteriora-

tion of the U.S. economy in the late 1920s and early 1930s, with

resulting massive unemployment and widespread human suffering,

heightened Stone's conviction that the American social and

eccnomic order required large structural changes. The emergence

of a fascist state in Italy'and a Nazi regime in Germany

solidified@ his belief that progressive forces must not remain
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aivided. The realities o
aggression were to pose great challenges for those such as
Stone, who believed in the necessity of democratic social

reform and despised what the new authoritarians represented.
Solutions to these twin threats to peaceful change and stability
were perceived neither as predetermined nor simplisti. by
independent leftists of Stone's ilk. Their recognition of a
need to effect social change and tc form anti-fascist coali-
tions of reformers and radicals grew out of their profoundest

convictions.

21



FOOTNOTES

CHAPTER I

lLeonard Downie, Jr., The New Muckrakers (New York:
New American Library, Inc., 1976), p. 198; Karl E. Meyer,
"The Rolling Stone," New Statesman 84 (December 22,:.1972):
931; Derek Shearer, "Izzy Stone: From Outcast to Institu-
tion," In These Times, 7-13 June 1978, p. 13; Jerry Bruck,
Jr., dir., I, F. Stone's Weekly, narrated by Tom Wicker,
I. F. Stone Project, 1973; Susanna McBee, "Washington's
Venerable Rebel," McCall's 98 (September, 1971): 43; Myra
MacPherson, "Gathering No Moss," The Washington Post, 9
July 1979, p. B2; Interview with I. F. Stone, Washington,
D. C., 15 October 1981 (hereinafter referred to as Inter-
view, 15 October 1981).

2Andrew Kopkind, "The Importance of Being Izzy,"
Ramparts 12 (May, 1974): 42; Interview, 15 October 1981.

3Interview with I. F. Stone, Washington, D. C.,
16 October 1981 (hereinafter referred to as Interview,
16 October 198l); Charles Fager, "With Atheists Like Him,
Who Needs Believers?," The Christian Century 137 (Novem-
ber 4, 1970): 13-1l4; "Books That Changed Cur Minds," The
New Republic 95 (December 21, 1938): 205; Interview,
15 October 1981.

4Interview, 16 October 1981; Stone, "Notes on Clo-
sing,"” p. 1l; Stone, "Bigotry Defeated Again," The Pro-
gress,; April 1922, p. 1l.

5Interview, 16 October 1981l; J. David Stern,
Memoirs of a Maverick Publisher (New York: Simon and
Schuster, Inc., 1962), p. 10.

6Interview, 16 October 1281; Stone, "In Defense of
Campus Rebels," Weekly 17 (May 19, 1969): 1; Stone,
"Notes on Closing," p. 1.

7A. Kent MacDougall, "Gadfly on the Left: I. F.

Stone Achieves Success, Respectability But Keeps Raking
Muck," The Wall Street Journal, 14 July 1970, p. 22;
Steve Neal, "Journalistic Radical Attains Folk-Hero
Status," The Chicago Tribune, 2 September 1974, p. 8.

8"Books That Changed," pp. 205-206; Interview,
15 October 1981; Downie, The New Muckrakers, p. 198;

22



Stone, "Notes on Closing,"” p. 1; MacDougall, "Gadfly,” p.
22.

?Interview, 15 October 1981; "Books That Changed,"
p. 206.

10interview with Stone, 16 October 1981; Elizabeth
Wiskemann, Fascism in Italy (New York: Macmillan, 1969),
ppo ll-l.?., 15—1—?, 22-23’ 59, 95.

llG. Louis Joughin and Edmund Morgan, The Legacy of
Sacco and Vanzetti (New York: Harcourt, Brace, 1948);
Francls Russell, Tragedy in Dedham: The Story of the
Sacco-Vanzetti Case, quoted in Robert Justin Goldstein,
Political Repression in Modern America: From 1870 to the
Present (New York: Schenkman Publishers Company, Inc.,
1978), p. 169; Interview, 16 October 1981.

12Interview, 16 Cctober 1981.

l3Milton Cantor, The Divided Left: American Radical~-
ism, 1900-1975 (New York: Hill and Wang, 1978), pp. 50-85;
James Weinstein, Ambiguous Legacy: The Left in American
Politics (New York: New Viewpoints, 1975), pp. 19-39;
John Diggins, The American Left in the Twentieth Century
(New York: Harcourt Brace Jovanovich, Inc., 1973), pp.
81-105; Bernard K. Johnpoll with Lillian Johnpoll, The
Impossible Dream: The Rise and Demise of the American
Left (Westport, Ccnn.: Greenwood Press, 1981), pp. 308-
14; Weinstein, The Decline of Socialism in America, 1912-
1925 (New York: Monthly Review Press, 1967), pp. 125-38;
David A. Shannon, The Socialist Party of America: A
Hictory (New VYoxlk: The Macmillan Companv, 1955): pp. 126-
81l; Melvyn Dubofsky, We Shall Be All: A History of the
Industrial Workers of the World (New York: Quadrangle,
1969); Irving Howe and Lewis Coser, The American Communist
Party: A Critical History (New York: Frederick A. Praeger,
Inc., Publisher, 1962), pp. 25-155; Theodore Draper, The
Roots of American Communism (New York: Viking Press, 1957),
pp. 101-395; Draper, American Communism and Soviet Russia,
the Formative Period (New York: Viking Press, 1960), pp.
3-219; David P. Thelen, Robert M. La Follette and the
Insurgent Spirit (Boston: Little, Brown and Company {(Inc.),
1976), pp. 171, 181-83; Kenneth Campbell MacKay, The
Progressive Movement of 1924 (New York: Columbia University

Press, 1947).

14Thelen, Robert M. La Follette, pp. 181, 192; MacKay,
The Progressive Movement; W. A. Swanberg, Norman Thomas:
The Last Idealist (New York: Charles Scribner's Sons,

23



1976), pp. 109-11; Interview, 16 October 1981l.

15Interview, 16 October 1581; Stone, "Introcduction,"”
The Haunted Fifties (New York: Vintage Books, 1969), p.
Xvii.

16

Interview, 16 October 1981l; Henry Weinstein, "A
Salute to the Elder Statesman of Radical Journalism,"
The Los Angeles Times, 6 October 1981, part VII, p. 29.
The marriage of Izzy and Esther Stone has proven to be
a highly successful one. Over four decades after their
wedding date, Izzy wrote in the final issue of the Weekly,
"Tu mihi curram requies, tu nocte vel atra lumen, et in
sclis tu mihi turba locis (Tibullus IV: 13, "You are the
solace of my cares, light in the blackest night and
company in lonely places.). He affirmed that Esther's
"collaboration, her unfailing understanding, and her
sheer genius as a wife and mother, have made the years
together joyous and fruitful." Their three children
chose the roads which Izzy seemingly had eschewed when
he had followed the journalistic path. Jeremy is a
leading spokesman for the American Federation of Scien-
tists, Cecilia (Gilbert) is a published poetesss, and
Christopher is a law professor at the University of
Southern California. Thus each became successful in
fields which long interested Izzy--science, literature,
and law.

'7 .
Interview, 16 October 1981l.

"

lsIbid.; Shearer, "Izzy Stone," p. 13; James Aronson,
Deadline for the Media: Today's Challenge to Press, TV
and Radio (Indianapolis: Bobbs-Merrill, 1972), pp. 94-
95; Daniel J. Leab, A Union of Individuals: The rormatiou
of the American Newspaper Guild, 1933-1936 (New York:
Columbia University Press, 1970).

19Stern, Memoirs, pp. 191-92; Stone, "The Return of
Mr. Hoover," PM, 7 September 1947, p. 3; "Senators Dress
the Dole in a Flour Sack, and Call It Something Else,"
The Philadelphia Record (hereinafter called Record),
7 Januarv 1932, p. 6; "Selfishness," Record, 27 February
1932, p. 6; "Three Years," Record, 6 March 19232, sect. 2,
p. 6; "No One Thinks of Balancing Budgets in War Times,"
Recoxd, 7 May 1932,p. 6.

20Norman Kaner, "I. F. Stone and the Korean War,"
in Cold War Critics: Alternatives to American Foreign
Policy in the Truman Years, ed. Thomas G. Paterson
(Chicago: Quadrangle Books, Inc., 1971), p. 241; Stern,

24



Memoirs, pp. 189-90; Richard Anthony Nigro, "The Limits
of Vision: I. F. Stone--Reluctant Progressive" (Ph.D.
dissertation, University of Minnesota, 1980), p. 30;
"Roosevelt Draws the Line Separating Him From Other
Candidates," Record, 20 April 1932, p. 6; "Roosevelt-
Hating Newspapers Display Their Fear of Liberalism,"
Record, 29 April 1932, p. 6; "Two Men," Record, 24 May
1932, p. 8; "Roosevelt's Liberalism," Record, 24 June
1932, p. 6; "A Platform Pointed Toward Liberalism,"
Record, 1 July 1932, p. 6; "Meet Our Next President:
Franklin D. Roosevelt," Record, 3 July 1932, sect. 2,
pP. 4; "Liberalism vs. Reaction," Record, 4 July 1932,
P. 6: "Governor Roosevelt Opens with Fine Restraint,"
Record, 1 August 1932, p. 6; "Roosevelt: Last Hope of
American Capitalism," Record, 25 September 1932, sect.
2, p. 4; "A New Chapter Opens," Record, 8 November 1932,
P. 8; "Victory for All of Us," Record, 9 November 1932,
p. 8.

21Stone, "The Return," p. 3; William E. Leuchten-
burg, Franklin D. Roosevelt and the New Deal, 1932-1940
(New York: Harper & Row, Publishers, Inc., 1963), pp.
18-40; Arthur M. Schlesinger, Jr., The Age of Roosevelt:
The Crisis of the 0id Order, 1919-1933 (Boston: Houghton
Mifflin Company, 1957), pp. 418, 459-61, 474-76, 484-85;
James MacGregor Burns, Roosevelt: The Lion and the Fox
(New York: Harcourt, Brace, 1956), pp. 123-24. See the
Record's analysis of the need for immediate action:
"The Story of a Man Who Hesitated Too Long," Record,
3 January 1933, pp. 1, 6.

29
““Stone, "A Gentleman in Politics," The American
Mercury 29 (May, 1933): 82-85.

23Leuchtenburg, Franklin D. Roosevelt, pp. 41-62;
Schlesinger, Jr., The Age of Roosevelt: The Coming of
the New Deal (Boston: Houghton Mifflin Company, 1958),
pp. 6-54, 87-112, 136-48, 263-68, 282-85, 319-37, 335-39.

4 .. .
2‘Nigro, "Limits,"™ p. 35; Stern, Memoirs, p. 195.

25Nigro, "Limits," p. 35; Bernard Weintraub, "New
Deal Veterans Gathered for Evening of Nostalgia, Commemor-
ate Days of F.D.R.," The New York Times, 6 March 1977,
p. 20'

26Interview, 15 October 1981; Wiskemann, Fascism;
Ernest Notle, Three Faces of Fascism: Acticn Francaise,
Italian Fascism, National Socialism, trans. Leila
Vennewitz (New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1966),

25




pp. 145-475; Salvatore Saladi~o, "Italy," in The
European Right: A Historical Prcfile, eds. Hans Rogger
and Eugen Weber (Berkeley: University of California
Press, 1966), pp. 247-57; Nolte, "Germany," in The
European Right, pp. 296-301; Erich Eyck, A History o
the German Republic, trans. Harlan P. Hanam and Robert
G. L. Waite (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University
Press, 1963); "Hitler's Hour," Record, 12 August 1932,
p. 6; 3000 Fascist Books," Record, 31 October 1932,
p. 6.

27Interview, 15 October 198l1; Eyck, A History, pp.
448-54, 459-87; Raymond J. Sontag, A Broken World, 1919~
1939 (New York: Harper & Row, Publishers, 1971), p. 163.

28"We Don't Want War," Record, 27 February 1932, p. 6;
"The Twilight of Capitalism and Democracy in Germany,"
Record, 31 January 1933, p. 8; "Germany's Sickness,"
Record, 24 March 1933, p. 6; "Grim Joke," Record, 26 June
1933, p. 6; "Caveat Vendor," Record, 14 September 1933,

p. 8; "Germany Must Not Rearm," Record, 8 October 1933,
sect. 2, p. 6.

29Interview, 15 October 1981.

2
301pia.

31Interview, 16 October 1981l.

321pi4.

26



CHAPTER II
NEW DEAL REFORM AND THE POPULAR FRONT, 1933-1939

I see one-third of a nation ill-housed,
ill-clad, ill-nourished. It is not in
despair that I paint you that picture.
I paint it for you in hope--because

the Nation, seeing and understanding
the injustice in it, proposes to paint
it out. We are determined to make
every American citizen the subject of
his country's interest and concern. . . .
The test of our progress is not whether
we add more to the abundance of those
who have much; it is whether we provide
enough for those who have too little.

Franklin D. Roosevelt

The landmarks and traditions which have
marked the progress of civilization to-
ward a civilization of law, order and
justice are being wiped away. . . .
Innocent peoples and nations are being
cruellyv sacrificed to a greed for power
and supremacy which is devoid of all
sense of justice and human considera-
tion. . . . The peace-loving nations
must make a concerted effort in opposi-
tion to those violaticns of treaties
and those ignorings of human instincts
which today are creating a state of
international anarchy and instability
from which there is no escape through
mere isolation or neutrality.

Franklin D. Roosevelt

Following his move to New York City to serve as the
head editorialist for the Post, I. F. Stone began to
achieve national eminence as a sympathetic, yet critical
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observer of the Roosevelt domestic and foreign policies.
At the height of the New Deal and the Popular Front,
Stone also wrote for various journals, particularly the

then left-liberal oriented New Republic and Nation.

Throughout much of the thirties, the worst depression

in the nation's history dominated the American mind.

As the decade passed, and as the New Deal proved incapable
of resolving the structural problems of the American
economy, I. F. Stone's attention focused with increasing
frequency on questions of economic democracy. He believed
that the massive disorders engendered by the economic
calamities of the era threatened the political freedoms

of the Western world. Along with the economic disloca-
tions and possibilities of the period, Stone's writings
concentrated upon the threat cof fascism in the world
arena. The fascist peril posed by Mussolini, Hitler,

and Japan's military government, loomed ever greater,

and cemented his support for alliances of anti-~-fascist
fcrces, both within the democratic countries and among

the nations opposed to aggression.

During his early stint on the Post, Stone continued
his practice of stronglv championing the New Deal, while
criticizing inadeguate or conservative reforms. In the
first editorial written under the paper's new ownership
on 11 December 1933, Stone supported the Stern policy of
journalistic independence, while affirming general support
for Roosevelt's programs. He wrote that the Post possessed
a long tradition of serving as "a fighting, liberal
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- newspaper," and would continue to display "vigilance,
courage and human sympathy." He indicated that the Post
of the present era would back Roosevelt for the same
reasons that the paper had cheered President Andrew Jack-
- son a century earlier. Both leaders confronted a system
which enriched the affluent at the ekpense of the poor--
this was a system which allowed massive maldistribution of
wealth, the harbinger of freedom's demise. Stone declared
that the Post would applaud the Roosevelt enactments if
they assisted in curtailing economic inequities, in
revitalizing the national economy, and in promoting social
justice. But the newspaper would look kindly at neither
the veiling of "economic despotism" by Tories behind a
false shield of fundamental liberties, nor at those who
desired business collaboration but condemned labor organi-
zations, nor at "the pullbacks" who failed to recognize
the necessity for movement away from "the profiteering
debauch" of the previous decade.

By the end of Roosevelt's first year in office,
Stone's analysis of the New Deal seemed even more favor-
able than before. Having previously called FDR "a liberal
President"” who was backed by all types of progressives,
he now praised the New York Democrat for his contagious
fearlessness, for his willingness to produce "legislation
of unprecedented boldness," for his undertaking of "an
orderly revolution." During this early New Deal period,
Stone favored Roosevelt's attempt to transform peacefully
American capitalism through various institutional changes
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and the establishment of a welfare base. He lauded a
signal from the president that the New Deal was to become
a permanent entity in the national economic order, not
simply a temporary device to be repudiated when recovery
took effect. This, Stone believed, would help to create
"an ORDERED .LIBERAI, NATIONAIL, ECONOMY FOR THE FUTURE."
But he soon damned the reduction of welfare funds, and
charged that a Minnesota riot demonstrated that the
starving and desperate could challenge the public peace.2
At this time, as well as over the course of his
career, Stone used the argument fregquently adopted by both
radicals and liberals in their call for econoﬁic, social,
and political change. He insisted as Roosevelt frequently
did, that the capitalists must bend, that they must accept
reform, or they would lose all. He wrote in late 1933,
that the Post generally did not call for "Government
ownership or operation of industry, but when an industry
proved incavable of conducting" itself decently, then
the government must take it over. Stone frequently invoked
the possibility of nationalization as a spur to what he
perceived to be improved corporate behavior, particularly
when discussing the utilities, shipping, and banking
industries. He reported Roosevelt's threat of nationali-
zation to the utility companies and stated that ineffective
regulation would only ensure such a develcopment; wrote
that if "missdeeds of private capital” continued, then
the merchant marine must be taken over by the govern-

ment; and warned that the failure of bankers to allow
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for gcvernmental control of credit operations would
result in federal ownership. Without hesitation or quali-
fication, the journalist called for a government monopoly
in the munitions industry in order to remove the profit
motive from war, from "death in the jungle." He also
declared that selective state ownership, as exemplified
by the TVA, could provide a useful "yardstick" to measure
the fairness of private rates. In addition, municipal
control could help eliminate the problems of slums, dilapi-
dated buildings, and housing for the poor.3

In March, 1934, Stone wrote that "limited capitalism"
would emerge if the capitalists were intelligent enough
to adapt, and he told them to learn "from the dinosaur."
He guoted from a Supreme Court decision which ruled
that property rights must give way to public need. Only
this would prevent democracy from being crushed by plu-
tocracy. Only this would enable capitalism to survive.
To buttress his argument concerning the reasonableness
and the inevitability of New Deal-type reform, he argued
that the Roosevelt revolution was radical only in compari-
son with the actions of earlier administrations, and
simply involved an attempt to adopt progressive measures
long popular in other nations.4

While advocating reform legislation, Stone believed
that the formation of potent and aggressive labor unions
was essential in the effort to reduce the vast income
ineguities which he blamed for America's economic mis-
fortunes. He reasoned that strong labor organizations
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were necessary to counterbalance the power of organized
capital and could produce the increased wages essential
for a resurgence of public purchasing power. But he
berated racketeering and undemocratic developments within
unions, and warned that the very reputation of the labor
drive and the effectiveness of the worker's greatest
protection required an attack on corruption.5

Stone also believed that vigorous trade unions could
help to protect the political freedoms of laborers and of
all Americans. He believed that class hostilities would
only worsen if millions remained economically bereft,
and repeatedly argued that America's liberal base, the
Bill of Rights, would be endangered if class warfare

developed. 1In a pair of reports in the New Republic in

1934 and 1935, Stone concentrated upon the relief and
unemployment programs devised by the liberal administra-
tion of New York City's mayor, Fiorello LgGuardia. He
condemned IaGuardia for failing to enact sﬁfficient
social welfare measures and for failing to protect the
constitutional liberties of the downtrodden and the
dispossessed. Following the reduction of relief funds,
the United Action Committee, with some Communists at the
forefront, had called for improved wages; union pay for
emergency work; money for unemployment, cash, and rental
assistance; and more relief administrators and bureaus.
When a group of the unemployed congregated near relief
headquarters, the police had attacked. 2Almost all of
the city's newspapers, with the Post a notable exception,
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declared that a "Red Riot" had taken place, but Stone
charged that the police had rioted.6
The denigration of the unemployed demonstrators as
"mere Red agitators," angered and worried Stone. He
warned that unless civil liberatarians stocd guard, New
York City might adopt tactics used in the deep south

and in Southern California against laborers, radicals,

and the jobless. He gquoted from the New York Daily News

which indicated that the protestors were members of a
"Red minority" that was attempting "to force its will
on the majority by violence," and must therefore, be

met with necessary force from the police "mixed with

their usual good judgment of course." Stone asked if

the Daily News wanted to help validate the Communist

theory that the government and its police power were only
tools of the ruling class.’
This rhetoric of a "Red menace," Stone wrote, was

FEy N
-

fueling broader repression and was &assisting th

e right.
A public building, long used by various groups across
the political spectrum, was now deemed off-limits.
Remarkably, even anti-Nazi endeavors were confronting
ever intensifying police and governmental hostility.

A protest against heavy-handed practices in terminating
an anti-Nazi gathering had resulted in interrogation of
the individual filing the complaint. Stone stated that
investigation had disclosed ties involving the police
and a number of bankers who supported nascent fascist

movements; the bankers were supplying the police with
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"Red-menace and anti-Semitic literature." And amazingly,
the "Who's Who in Radicalism" section in the recent Alien
and Criminal Squad police handbook included such famed
"Reds" as Henry Wallace, Harold Ickes, Eleanor Roosevelt,
‘and Fiorello LaGuardia. Appalled by this revelation and
bf violations of civil liberties, Izzy headed a campaign
to dump LaCuardia's police commissioner, John F. O'Ryan.
Because of his willingness to work with different political
groups, Izzy obtained support from all varieties of liberals
and radicals in the successful bid to oust O'Ryan. But
he continued to bemoan the "czarist methods" of the city
administration, including the firing of several public
employees who had appeared on a "Red list," and police
"surveillance and espvionage" practices directed at
radicals.8

A strong and consistent civil libertarian approach,
Stone believed, was necessary to protect the political
freedoms that were essential in the ficht for unioniza-
tion and in the struggle to reform peacefully the American
economic system. Thus he evenhandedly denounced Communist
disruption of a rally held to condemn dictatorial moves
in Austria as well as police maltreatment of anti-fascist
demonstrators. While he reminded the police that "this
is still free America," not a fascist state, he warned
the Communists that disruptive actions had enabled Hit-
lerism to enslave Germany and that "only Nazi hoodlums"
could have matched such an affair. Stone also defended
freedom of speech and freedom of assembly for rightists,
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including the American Nazis. He admitted that right-wing

extremist groups were "irritating," but declared that

violating their civil liberties would involve "a repudia-

tion of our political philosophy," and wourld accord

Hitler "the compliment of imitation" while demonstrating

insufficient faith in the American system. In Stone's

view, the German experience showed that full-scale repres-

sion began with the removal of the rights of one minority

group, but soon extended to a denial";f the rights of

all.9
In discussing a 1934 May Day rally, Stone wrote

that radié;l orations could not produce revolutions, but

that repression and hunger could. 'The failure of the

early New Deal to end the Great Depressicn did propel

the emergence by 1934 and 1935 of several movements

demanding deepseated change. Roosevelt watched warily

as great popularity accrued to charismatic figures such

as Louisiana Senator Huev Long with his "Share the Wealth"

program calling for redistribution of wealth and income,

Father Charles Coughlin with his National Union for

Social Justice declaring that capitalism was through

and that a new "social justice" system should replace

it, Dr. Francis Townsend with his Townsend clubs demanding

a monthly payment of $200 to all Americans over sixty,

and the novelist Upton Sinclair with his End Poverty

in California campaign advocating a "production-for-use"

economic system.10

In addition to suppression and impoverishment, rising

35



expectations helped to fire still another form of agita-
tion. The limited success of the first New Deal in
abetting collective bargaining encouraged an intensifi-
cation of the union drive. Often guided by Socialists,
Trotskyists, and Communists, a,series of strikes swept
the country in 1934, with a general strike enveloping
San Francisco in the summer. During the following year,
unionists dissatisfied with the conservatism of the
American Federation of Labor established the Committee
for Industrial Organization and determined to organize
the leading mass-production industries.ll

Pushed from the left, including the editorial page
of the Post, and possessing an even greater liberal
majority following the sweeping 1934 congressional elec-
tion, President Roosevelt backed a second large series
of reform measures. Various enactments, including many
long advocated in the Post, provided increased encourage-
ment of collective bargaining and declared "unfair labor
practices" illegal; augmented public works projects;
helped young Americans find employment; assisted artists,
writers, and actors; established a system providing for
unemployment compensation, aid for dependent mothers and
children, disability payments, public health funding,
and a pension plan for the elderly; furthered the electri-
fication of rural America; attacked the large uZility
holding companies; and placed greater public control over
the banking industry.12

+ill, like many radicals, Stone believed that
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Roosevelt's relief programs and those of liberal local
administrations were fundamentally inadeguate, and that
the president's ingrained animus toward welfare crippled
the recovery fight and hurt the poor. 1In two biting
articles written for the Nation in late 1935 ard early
1936, Stone again called for greater economic assistance
to the disadvantaged and the destitute. He remarked

that the New York Times often printed information about

supposed "chiseling" by the unemployed. Yet he could
not remember when the great paper had discussed the
insufficient funding allocated for welfare, or the neces-
sity of workmen's compensation for occupational injuries.
Analyzing the Times' annual "Christmas campaién for

New York's One Hundred Neediest Cases,J Stone related
what he perceived to be the results of the philosophy

of "rugged individualism" which the newspaper seemed to
favor, including low wages and extensive maternal and
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certainly move any American who knew how totally workers
and their families could be ravaged by an outbreak of
sickness or by financial collapse. But he chastised the
Times and most of its counterparts Zfor failing to talk
"about the 100,000,000 Neediest, about social insurance,
about the necessity for better relief, about the help-
lessness of the small investors, about the misery of the
great masses of workers.“13

The major failure to address the deep-seated inequities

in the American order, Stone argued, rested with President
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Roosevelt. 1In a report entitled "Starving on Relief,"
Stone charged that the President's rhetoric was much
.greater than his actions. While FDR condemned the Tories,
"the poor Tories, though trounced, continue to be well
fed." The same could not be said of the unemployed.

When Roosevelt decried the fact that the average American
citizen subsisted on "a third-class diet," Stone declared
that severe dietary deficiencies cccurred precisely
because the nation's chief executive, despite "all his
Tory-trouncing," demanded relief reductions. FDR elo-
gquently asked whether the government could withdraw from
the problem of welfare and thereby return the downtrodden
to charity and to the "selfish" businessmen who insisted
that only governmental interference caused the unemploy-
ment level to remain high. Yet again, the Roosevelt
officials were reducing federal relief funds, and thus,

leaving millions to face "coolie" wages, starvation, and
14 '
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Despite such cftentimes harsh criticism levied at

Roosevelt and the New Deal by the New York Post and

Stone, the liberal paper and its number one editorialist
closed ranks to defend the Roosevelt administration from
attacks on the right. Throughout the 1936 presidential
campaign, the Post sharply censured what it termed the
Hoover-Landon policies of the Republican Party, and
warmly praised FDR and the Democratic Party. The Post
adjudged the Republicans as "basically reactionary,” and

declared that Roosevelt's conservative political foes,
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including the antigquated ideologues of the American
Liberty League, wanted to roll back New Deai reforms
which aided the underprivileged and labor.

The American Liberty League, founded in 1934 by
anti-New Deal forces, and funded by many in the nation's
moneyed and corporate elite, had bitterly attacked Roose-
velt since its inception. On January 25, 1936, the former
Democratic presidential nominee and one of the initial
organizers of the Liberty League, Alfred E. Smith, had
torn into FDR and his reform pfogram at a gathering
reputedly attended by "the largest collection of mil-
lionaires ever assembled under the same roof." Smith
argued that the New Deal brain-trusters were socialists,
and exclaimed that only a single capital could exist,
"Washington or Moscow. There can be only the clear,
pure, fresh air of free America, or the foul breath of
communistic Russia." Stone and the Post retorted that
the Libertv Leacuers appeared to be aping the foolish
actions of the aristocrats prior to the French Revolution.
The French patricians had refused to make concessions
to the masses, thus helping to usher in the convulsion
which cost them their titles, properties, and heads.

The English upper crust, by contrast, had acquiesced in
needed changes and enzbled peaceful reform to take place.
Stone wrote that if the Liberty Leaguers possessed any
intelligence, they would copy the English elite, accept
the Rooseveltian reforms, and avoid the excesses which
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always accompanied revolutions.15

The November 1936 ballotting resulted in a massive
reeclection triumph for Franklin Roosevelt and the New
Deal. Following his landslide victory, the president
appeared ready to shift even further to the left. In
his inaugural speech in January, he deplored the fact
that one-third of a nation remained "ill-housed, ill-
clad, ill-nourished." A short time later, he proposed
an alteration of the Supreme Court, which was considered
by many liberals and leftists, including Stone, to be
the bastion of high finance, corporate interests, and
private property. Throughout the first Roosevelt term,
the Court had invalidated a number of early New Deal
measures, including major pieces of legislation designed
to improve industrial productivity, assist the depressed
farming sector, and further collective bargaining.
Fearing that the centerpieces of the second New Deal,
the Wagner Act and the Social Security Act, might soon
also be voided, Roosevelt proposed a plan to transform
the Court. He regquested presidential authority to appoint
a Supreme Court justice ror each jurist who reached the
age of seventy and failed to retire. The court-packing
plan, as opponents called it, would have enabled FDR to
appoint six new justices, thus allowing for the creation
of a liberal majority.16

While the Roosevelt attempt to remold the Supreme
Court produced heated opposition in Congress and around
the nation, I. F. Stone strongly supported the president.
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In the Post, in the Nation, and in The Court Disposes,

his first book, Stone described the Court as a reactionary
institution. He wrote that the justices instinctively
rejected novel economic or social legislation, citing

the doctrine of laissez-faire. The Court did generally

allow governmental involvement in economic matters to
benefit big business, but not to assist workers, farmers,
consumers, or small investors. To aid the great capital-
ists of the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries,
the Supreme Court had gladly reworked the Constitution.
Then, "our judicial Robespierres were ruthless, arbitrary,
contemptuous of legal and constitutional precedents."

The nation's highest court still supported only property
in the economic struggle, thus remaining the citadel of
"the money power," notwithstanding its defeat at the
polls.17

Dismissing the assertion by some liberals that the
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castigated its longtime reluctance to guard the Bill of
Rights. The Court had previously failed to prevent the

wartime suspension of habeas corpus by President Lincoln;

had upheld discriminatory immigration laws; had supported
Wilson's Espionage Act; and had repeatedly ruled that
criminal syndicalism laws, which flourished during the
post-World War I red scare, were valid. It had allowed
the hanging of the Chicago anarchists; the imprisonment
of the aged and saintly socialist leader, Eugene V.
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Debs; the framing of labor organizer Tom Mooney; and the
execution of the immigrant radicals, Sacco and Vanzetti.
The high court would readily disregard precedents and
procedural obstructions to grant utility company appeals,
but it rigidly adhered to earlier rulings "when human
lives and basic principles are at sﬁake, especially those
of radicals, that is, of those who most need protection."18

Rather than providing a foundation against fascism,
Stone argued, the Supreme Court might actually assist
in promoting it. If the judicial branch continued to
overturn legislative enactments, that would in itself
seem to lend credence to the charges of "the fascist
demagogue" who condemned "the 'inefficiency' of demo-
cratic processes." And while the scent of "communism
several centuries down wind" had induced the Court to
throw out federal income taxation and minimum wages,
Stone guestioned whether it would be as alert to a fas-
cist threat. Indeed, the American Liberty League had
declared that only the Court provided a safeguard against
dictatorship. Stone sardonically added that if the
Supreme Court presented the only such protection, then
"the Heil and the goccse-step would have established them-
selves here long ago." The Court had persistently
neglected to defend civil liberties, including freedom of
speech, press, and assembly, and the right to indictment
and trial by jury, from congressional limitation.19

For Stone, only increased political and economic
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democracy would protect the cherished American freedoms
enunciated in the Bill of Rights. Those liberties, he
believed, would be secured not by court decisions, "but
by the spirit which dominated our institutions and our
people." If the love of liberty and the willingness
"to compromise and conciliate that makes democracy and
free government possible" should be replaced by a "mob
spirit,” or if moneyed interests should transform the
nation "in the image of the ccmpany town," thereby changing
the descendants of the revolutionary heroes into "hysteri-
cal helots," then the Supreme Court would be "the willing
servant, not the opponent of reaction."20
To remove the judicial hindrance to a full flourishing
of America's constitutional freedoms and to enable the
republic to respond intelligently to social and economic
crises, Stone echoed Roosevelt's call for a vast shakeup
of the Court. To reduce the power of "the American
House of Lords," he wrote that Congress should be granted
increased power to transform the appellate jurisdiction of
the Supreme Court, and that the amendment process should
be made easier, possibly through employment of a national
referendum. If such changes were not forthcoming, if
"Democracy"” did not lessen judicial power, "the Supreme
Court, instrument of our great concentrations of economic
power," would cripple democracy. "This is," Stone
asserted, "the choice before the American poeple."21

Following the 1937 publication of The Court Disposes,

43



Stone continued to attack what he perceived to be reac-
tionary decisions. He warned that if the Court moved to
weaken the Wagner Act, it would refute those like Roose-
velt who believed that American economic and social
difficulties could be "peacefully and democxzatically
solved within the framework of capitalist democracy."
The continued usurpation of congressional power only
supported the claims of others who charged that the govern-
ment was a ruling class instrument, and that all existing
governmental entities, regardless of good intentions,
must eventually become new devices for overtaxing and
persecuting the less fortunate sectors of American society.
Stone wondered if workers would soon regard the Supreme
Court "as the greatest strike~breaker of them all."22

In spite of the exhortations of liberals and of
leftists such as Stone, the Roosevelt Court plan failed.
Yet Roosevelt later claimed he had accomplished his pur-
pose, as votinag shifts and resignations allowed for the
appointment of such ardent New Dealers as Hugo Black,
William Douglas, and Frank Murphy. The Roosevelt Court
generally upheld governmental involvement in the economic
arena and acclaimed the constitutionality of the major
pieces of the New Deal which had not already been dis-
carded or overturned.23

The Court fight did prove politically costly to the
president and his supporters, however, as a seemingly

solid conservative bloc of Republicans and right-wing
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southern Democrats, who were also angered over labor un-
rest, determined to prevent furtherance of the New Deal.
Despite a brief resurgence of reformism in 1938 when
Congress agreed to aid farmers, passed a large public
works bill, and adopted a federal minimum wage and maxi-
mum hour standard, the New Deal did appear to sputter
and dissipate. Stone continued to back the president's
attempts to produce needed reform, and by 1937 was com-
paring the struggle toward social democracy under FDR
with the movement toward political democracy under Andrew
Jackson. While the drive toward political democracy

had received embodiment in various abstract ideas, such
principles had required a personality to serve as their
symbol. The earlier era necessarily elevated the old
frontiersman; the more recent one utilized the Hyde Park
aristocrat. Each contributed political astuteness, an
idealistic vision, an empathy with democratic stirrings,
and leadership qualities. The two movements and the two
men, Stone declared, assisted in the democratization of

American life.24

In the New Republic on 5 January 19238, Stone evaluated

the results of the New Deal and discussed various obstacles
in the push toward social democracy. He indicated that
corporate and financial interests frequently c¢zuacemned

New Deal reforms, and unfortunately possessed an often
staunch, although duped ally in the middle class. Despite
being oppressed by big business interests, despite suf-
fering from the boom-and-bust cycles of American capitalism,

45



despite the lack of true competition, despite the ineffi-
cacy of regulatory reform, the middle class "never harbors
a grudge or develops a philosophy." Accepting the sacro-
sanct nature of supposed private enterprise, the middle
class adjudged its real friends, the Brandeis-type liberais,
"as little better than Reds," while terming its true
"enemy, the concentrated money power, as its benefactor."
Notwithstanding such lack of comprehension, the New Deal
had produced vital changes in the American social, poli-
tical, and economic order.25
Although he believed that the New Deal had brought
about important reforms, Stone asserted during the mid
and late 1230s, that the American economic system re-
tained real weaknesses and dangers and required greater
transformations. He wrote that in many industries, a
basic lack of competition existed. The steel industry,
for example, was dominated by United States Steel, which
had long prevented "natural economic forces" from func-
tioning. Its prices, workers, and investors were all
"regimented." Stone declared that steel "prices have
goosestepped since 1901," with certain products costing
more than before the depression, and he calied "steel-
company towns . . . Thiréd Reichs in miniature."
Another example of American corporatism existed in
the coal industry of Kentucky. Stone discussed efforts
by the federal government to apply the Wagner Act to
Harlan, Kentucky, where feudal practices still predominated.
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He described past unionization drives in an area where

lawlessness and violence reigned
customs and mores"™ were utilized
which refused to deal with labor

witnesses against coal companiss

kidnapped, and murdered; where "espionage and

and the company-paid deputy" were everywhere;

supreme;

where "frontier

by large mining interests

oganizations; where
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where the

rugged, majority "Anglo-Saxon stock" was as totally

dominated by mining concerns as were the Eruopeans residing

under fascist governments. Yet even in Harlan, the drive

to unionize, with federal support,

progress.26

seemed to be making

Such a development, Stone believed, remained vital

because of perpetuation of massive economic .ineguities

which blunted the attempts to end the depression and

imperiled the democratic experience.

In a review of

Ferdinand Lundberg's study of the nation's elite, America's

Sixtv Families, the journalist warned that economic

disparities threatened political democracy.

Stone ex-

claimed that sharp and worrisome paradoxes existed in

the individual who was a "free citizen at the ballot

box" and an "anxious creature at the paymaster's window,"

and in the huge corporations which "overawe the State.”

These factors exemplified "the irreconcilable conflict

of our age." Such a battle between political democracy

and grave maldistribution of wealth had raged throughout

American history, as indicated by repeated reform efforts.

But great economic concentration continued despite the
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recurrent protest movements, and was now more extreme
than ever. Stone wrote that Lundberg had also documented
that the nation's elite possessed great influence over
both domestic and foreign policies, benefitted from
imperial developments and from World War I, and possessed
an "alley-cat moral code" which dated back to the early
years of Standard Oil.27
Through this stage of the depression era, Stone
had viewed economie affairs from a critical, although
non-doctrinaire perspective, which incorporated both
Marxist and liberal ideas. Unlike many leftists, he had
refused to issue a blanket condemnation of the.New Deal
attempts to produce alterations in the economic order.
Although favoring a more systematic approach to the
plight of the economically bereft, industry, and agricul-
ture, and despite urging increased social welfare measures,
Stone reasoned that Roosevelt's program was an initial
stage in the drive toward stability and economic democracy.
Yet he continued to urge that greater steps be taken to
ensure that plutocracy did not triumph, to make certain
that millions did not remain economic victims of the
American capitalist system. Still, again in contrast
to many on the left, he never argued that the drive toward
greater economic egquality should override concern for
political liberties. 1In fact, throughout this period as
over the course of his entire career, Stone asserted that
in America, political and economic democracy could not
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be separated. He was unwilling to dismiss political
rights, obtained through extensive struggles, as insigni-
ficant, as something which could be discarded in the
drive toward a utopian society.

Not only his own imagined future good society, but
the worthwhile qualities of the liberal tradition, appeared
increasingly threatened as the 1930s unfolded. Western
radicals who believed that socialism and expanded demo-
cracy were inevitable, now were confronted with the rise
of ideologies and mass movements which challenged out-
right their cherished notion of inevitable progress.

As right-wing authoritarianism deepened its hold on
Germany and Italy, and threatened Austria, Stone wondered
if the centuries' long movement toward individual liberty
were being crushed by the chains of fascism. He con-
sidered the repressive actions undertaken by Austrian
Chancellor Engelbert Dolfuss toward laborers in 1934 as
fascistic, and contended that because of developments

in .Germany, workers must fight back. The Nazis had
reduced wages, destroyed labor organizations, and sup-
pressed all freedom; rightists appeared desirous of
carrying out such actions in the United States as well.
Stone thus deemed the Austrian workers' struggle to be
"Burope's battle against brown shirt barbarism,” and
declared that it was better to fall resisting than to be
murdered in a Nazi concentration camp. Fundamentally,
Stone adopted the Marxian interpretation that this terror
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of fascism was veiled plutocracy, designed to enable

the rich to exploit a nation's people. He warned that
the fascist drive to reduce wages in payment for corpor-
ate financial backing, with the resulting weakening of
domestic purchasing power, would inevitably require a
push outward to attain other markets.

While Dolfuss attempted to tighten his dictatorial
control, Stone feared that the German Nazis would become
the real lords of Austria. The journalist declared
that the other major European powers should immediately
confront Hitler, regardless of the risk. The editorial
pages of his paper repeatedly exhorted the European states,
particularly France and England, to form an alliance
against Hitler. The Nazi threat was perceived as so
ominous that even Italy was encouraged to enter such a
coalition. 28

The Italian invasion of Ethiopia in 1935, however,

voceibility +hat Muecsolini might welcome an

N s S e S e - e Y - - PN
- -

®
LS
{2
0]
187}
o
o]
et
"

anti-Hitler union and was sharply denounced by Stone and
his liberal employer. The newspaper condemned the "fas-
cist canille" who had discovered "fﬁat poison gas, bullets
and torture chambers are more than human flesh can bear.”
But the Post affirmed that "what human flesh cannot bear
the human spirit can survive,"” and that "common men
everywhere" desired to end mass murder.29

As fascist aggression intensified, many, including

Stone, were pleased with the call by the Hungarian
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secretary-general of the Comintern, Georgi Dimitrov, for
the formation of a broad "People's Front" to be comprised
of all anti-fascist elements. Such a combination, they
reasoned, might induce the fascist dictators to curb
their aggressive actions, and thus prevent another world
war. As a longtime advocate of an anti-fascist grouping,
Izzy strongly backed unity among progressives. Years
later he stated: "I was a Popular Fronter. I was then
and I am now. I'd be prepared to join with anyone on

the left, including the Communists, in the struggle
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agzinst fzscism." He vigerously supported the left-wing

coalition Spanish Republican government and the Popular
Front administration of the French socialist Leon Blum.30

In America, a Popular Front thrived during the
1535-1939 period. Many writers and intellectuals, both
in the United States and elsewhere, considered the Com-
munist Party to be the foundation for this anti-fascist
movement and for social transformation. The party's tie
to the economically flourishing Soviet Union; its work
supporting labor and minority groups; and its downplaying
of the concept of class struggle, exalting of American
democracy, and effort to depict Communism as "Twentieth
Century Americanism," aided in the flourishing of the
Popular Front in the United States, and heléed to spur
the popularity of the Communist organization.31

Because of his willingness to align with the Com-

munists and because of a longstanding tendency on the part
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of Stone and other non-Communist leftists and liberals
to withhold many misgivings about the Soviet Union, he
was later to be termed an apologist for Russia. Izzy
dismissed the charge as unfair and proceeded to discuss
the reasoning behind leftist support for the Popular
Front during the 1930s. A second world war appeared
inevitable, and a world coalition against Eitler was
essential. Because of this, tc a degree, one was indeed
an apologist. Although many were cognizant of "a lot

of these evils" in the Communist heartland, they thought

h
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trayed by Simone de Beauvoir in The Mandarins, a number

of liberals and lefists felt considerable anguish over
developments in the Soviet Unicn. Stone declared: "We
knew a lot of things were wrong, but we felt the cverriding
challenge and danger was the rise of Nazism, and it had
to be defeated and we wanted a unity." Also, at the
time, "nobody knew what the full hérrors were behind

the Soviet facade." Still, Izzy reasoned, "we were very
far from taken in and yet to some degree you know we

were busy saying that the real job is to defeat fascism
and this may be a distortion of socialism, but it's still
socialism." Stone indicated that even Leon Trotsky,
despite Stalinist persecution and his expulsion from
Russia, continued to defend his homeland. "So there
were real anguished choices."32

One of those "anguished choices” involved the effort
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to save the Spanish Republic from fascist troops guided
by Francisco Franco and assisted by Mussolini and Hitler.
Stone stated that many were aware that the anarchists
and the PUOM, a dissident Marxist organization, were
being sorely mistreated by the Communist Party during
the Spanish Civil War. Nevertheless, Izzy admitted,
discipline was needed in the conflict, and "we didn't
know what to do." As so often occurs in human history,
"yvour choices are not choices of good and evil, but

. . . 33
choices of lesser evils and worse evils."

although acknowledging that in this case he "cculd
look like an apologist," Izzy declared that he "certainly
didn't do the kind of stuff that straight partyliners
did." In fact, Stone had earlier sharply criticized the
repression that was evident in Russia. 1In 1934, he had
written that Stalin, like the fascist dictators, silenced
all opposition, and had intimated that the Russians re-
quired "the light touch." e had condemned the Soviets
for abetting the attack upon libertarian ideals. They
had, for example, forced Lenin’'s widow to remove any
mention of Trotsky from her study of the great Bolshevik
chieftain. ©Now, unlike many party adherents, Izzy did
not support the Moscow purge trials which resulted in
the mass execution of thousands of o0ld Bolshevik leaders,
and helped to splinter the alliance of left-of-center ele-
ments. He read the official trial records and "thought
it was a lot of hot air, not hot air, it was phony. I
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could just feel the texture was a typical governmental
frameup, taking a little bit of truth and building a
lot of lies out of it."34

And although he remained a staunch advocate of the
Popular Front, Izzy espied dangers within the organization
that was the fulcrum of the anti-fascist movement, the
Communist Party. Unlike a number of intellectuals of
the era, Izzy never joined the Party and never even
conceived of joining it. He maintained his hatred of
organizations and attempted to work with groups of all
political persuasions. .Ic had f£riends across the liberal
and left spectrum. "You know," he léter recalled, "I
was what they called a goddamned liberal in the sense
that I was willing to be friends with Trotskyites,
Loves;pneites, ané defend them toc." So the notion
"of being subject to party discipline and told what to
do, or what to think, or what to write, was absolutely
repugnant to me." Indeed, Stone believed that the straight
partyliners crippled the concept of a genuine coalition
of leftists and liberals, and only reinforced the authori-
tarian structure of the Communist Party. Remembering
the period, he railed at "the stuffiness of the Party,
the thought control, the conformity, the yesmanship, the
parrot-like obeisance, and the arrogance." He remarked
that Stalin alone could not be blamed, for "there were a
lot of little Stalins in the Party.” In fact, "there
were some pretty horrible people. And they acted like
little Stalins, right in New York." Asked if he saw
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these developments early, Izzy answered: "Yeah, you
could smell it from outside," while for party members,
"it was even worse."35
But critical of repentant party members, Stone warned:
"Ex-Communists are often like ex-Catholics. They're so
horrified by the evil of the church that they forget any
good side, or any constructive side." If they mention
positive factors about the party, then people declare
that they are still Communists. Thus, they are pressured
to be more anti-Communist than anyone else. Such remem-
brances were distorted, Izzy argued, because the American
Communists, like the American socialists, performed a
useful role during the Great Depression. They aided in
the organization of the downtrodden and the dispossessed,
including sharecroppers and tenant farmers, and they
battled for social justice. Also, "you can't blame
them for all evils of the Soviet Union."36
Still, the fact that the party was Stalinistic,
caused independent leftists to undergo real anguish
concerning collaboration with the Communists, but most
decided-~-correctly so, Stone thought--"that the main
job was the destruction of fascism, of Nazism." So he,
like many American progressives of the pre-war years,
continued to support openly the Communist mecca, the
Soviet Union, as a bulwark against fascism.37
The right-wing totalitarian threat intensified as
the 1930s waned, with Nazi entrenchment in.Germany, fas-
cist dominance in Italy, and challenges by extreme rightists
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to democratic governments in France and Spain. The rising
peril on the right caused I. F. Stone to focus increased
attention upon foreign affairs. In an article in the
Nation on 18 September 1937, he wrote that he hated
fascism, and that his heart was with the Spanish Loyalists.
But if insulation were possible, if one's children could
remain untouched by overseas battles, if the United
States would be unaffected by a fascist victory abroad,
he would support the "isolationist neutrality legislation"
that was so popular in the middle years of the decade.
He conceded that "America was not born to set thie universe
aright," and that "war 1is nightmare." Unfortunately,
such "insulated isolation" Was not possible in the inter-
connected world of the twentieth century. He stated
that neutrality provisions only bred delusions, that
neutrality would collapse in the face of another interna-
tional conflagration, and that "another world war is
coming, that we shall ultimately be drawn into." It
would be better for the United States boldly to support
the League of Nations, another international organiza-
tion, or scme collective measure, to place the power of
America "on the side of peace and against aggression."
This seemed to offer the only hope for preventing war.38
The supporters of neutrality provisions also called
for an economic separation from the European belligerents,
but Stone deemed that unrealistic. The result would
inevitably be economic calamity, a return to the worst
phase of the depression. Only through general planning
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could such chaos be avoided if a boycott were instituted.

Stone affirmed that such planning would result in a mas-

sive construction work, slum clearance, and flood termina-

tion, thus producing "a new America, a richer, happier

America, while the 01d World, in a frenzy. spills its

blood and treasure."39
Such a prospect, hcwever, was unlikely to occur.

Some Americans profitted from war, while to remain out of

an upcoming world battle would demand extensive socializa-

tion to sustain a decent quality of life. Monopolies

and vast profits would tnen not be allowed, as increased

production and improved distribution would be essential.

Asking whether his countrymen could relinguish "profit

for peace,"” Stone quickly answered, "I doubt it." On

the contrary, he thought that if isolation continued,

the domestic result might well be establishment of an

authoritarian corpcrate state instead of a democratic

socialist one. Rather than restriction of private gain,

isolation would bring total governmental domination over

labor unions, including strike prohibitions, wage reduc-

tions, and reduced unemployment benefits. "A vigilant,

a fascist America" might appear, "an America that would

use neutrality as a demagogic cover-up for its attack

on liberty and finally plunge the more eagerly into war

as a way out of difficulties at home."40
America, Stone concluded, could not remain isolated.

But he also warned that if the United States attempted

to match the armed might of the fascist nations, "a
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militaristic, regimented, goose-step influence hitherto
absent from our national life would make its appearance."
He again asserted that the best hope for preserving peace
and of maintaining American democracy, rested with "the
path of international cooperation.” Only such collabora-
tion could help to preserve vital international trade,
aid in the easing of nationalistic hatreds, and begin to
produce political security. Furthermore, without U.S.
involvement in such an international body, fascist aggres-
4
sion could not be stifled.‘l
In a followup report which served as a strong retort

to isolationists, Stone wrote that "1937 is not 1914,"
that the danger posed by Nazism and fascism was not the
same as that presented by Kaiserism. In 1914, imperialistic
designs of the European nations had disturbed the status
quo. The disruptive ingredient in 1937 was

fascism, capitalism's misbegotten off-

spring, crushing individual freedom,

gagging the press, extending the

methods of a Pennsylvania coal-company

town to whole nations, treating whites

in European nations as imperialists

have been accustomed to treat black,

brown, red, and yellow men in 'backward

countries,' destroying the labor union,

bringing labor and capital both under

the sway of a war machine run by demagogic

adventurers who plunder the capitalism

they protect as a gangster plunders the

merchants he forces into a 'protective'

association.
With greatly reduced consuming power resulting from economic
oppression, with "the war machines" ever demanding more,
the people of the fascist states "eat 1less and less.”
Stone repeated his admonition that "tightened belts at
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home raise the pressure for war, the classic last resort
of hard-press dictatorships."42
Thus Stone concluded that while imperialism had
produced World War I, fascism was causing a second world
war, and that ¥fascism makes war at home as well as abroad,
on its own people as well as on the foreigner." He also
declared that Hitler's Germany and Italy's Mussolini
possessed new weapons, including virulent anti-Semitism
and the red bogey, which divided people within a state.
The fascists appealed to frightened wealthy classes in
the democratic nations, using “the hobgoplin," and tnen
offering "protection--at a price.” Italian and German
spies in Latin America and in the United States trained
fascist groups and promised big business the destruction
of labor organizations, a removal of democratic "annoyances,"
a diversion of attention away from actual problems to
pretended ones. Stone warned that the wealthier classes
in democratic societies now displayed a lack of patriotism.
He wondered whether the England of 1914 would so easily
have accepted such developments as were already occurring
in Spain, and which he believed were likely to take place
in Czechoslovakia in the future. The popular desire to
crush labor unions in Spain appeared greater than the
fear of German and Italian control.43
For Stone, as for many on the left, the greatest
ally of those who wanted to stifle the fascist onrush

remained the Soviet Union. Furthermore, Stone reasoned
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that unlike the "decayed, semi-feudal, absolutist" and
anti-Semitic monarchy of 1914, the Soviet state of 1937,
"though in many respects absolutist," was "nevertheless
the scene of the greatest social experiment of our time."
Notwithstanding the most trying difficulties--insufficient
capital, widespread illiteracy, and no international
security-—-the Soviet Communist Party was attempting
"to transform the most backward of the great European
nations into the most advanced." While still impoverished
as compared with Americans, the Russian workers and farmers
Balkan rule. Despite the retention of party monopoly,
the new Soviet constitution apparently offered protection
against bureaucracy and inefficiency, and displayed at
least formal movement in the directicn of democratic
practices. The purge trials which had developed after
the murder of a leading government official, admittedly
had bewildered the outside world. Nevertheless, Stone
believed that the forces of change in the Soviet Union
could not be stifled.44

All peoples, Stone declared, possessed an interest
in the Soviet "experiment, in its failures as well as in
its achievements, for we can learn lessons from it that
may save many lives and much anguish in the West. There
we can see the defects of socialism as here we can see
the defects of capitalism." Only the emergence of fascism
prevented development of a program that would attempt
prudently and gradually to avoid the weaknesses of both

60



systems.45
Significantly, while "feudal-capitalist" Russia
had contained an imperialistic potential, this new Russia,
in Stone's view, was too involved with the deveiopment
of its own society to seek foreign escapades. Instead,
the Soviet military was "defensive." In addition, the
urgent need for peace and rebuilding had caused the
relinguishment of propaganda and of cries for world revolu-
tion. The Nazi ascendancy had forced Communist ideologues
to discard previously intransigent positions, as typified
by the strategy wnich nad aided in the crusning of German
freedom, and had propelled formation of the Popular
Front to uphold international peace and Western democracy.46
Such an alliance Stone considered to be all the more
pnecessary as the fascist challenge to liberty and pro-
gress in 1937 appeared infinitely greater than had been
the challenge posed by imperialist strivings a generation
earlier. The fascist states had "launched an international
class war" which they hoped to use as "an instrument of
conquest." The right-wing totalitarians threatened not
only imperial concerns, but the very existence of democracy,
"a possession that the rise of fascism has taught our
sectarian radicals not to treat lightly." Fascism would
produce far graver social disorders than those resulting
from imperialism, for "the fascist preaches--and practices--
the abandonment of the rationalism, the individual free-
dom, the free institutions that were capitalism's
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accompaniment, and with increased productive capacity,
its historic justification." Fascism therefore endangered
both democracy and the first socialist experiment.47

The menace of fascism thus necessitated the continu-
ance and strengthening of the Popular Front. Liberals
and leftists could not let redbaiters divide their ranks
at home or abroad. Fearing that the spectre of fascism
could move from Europe to America, Stone wrote that as
the Spanish Civil War had Jemonstrated, when such a time
arrived, "there will be only one place to which anti-
fascists can look for aid in the event tnat they must
fight for their liberties and their lives. -I shall not
mention that bogeyman by name."48

As he continued to analyze international events,
Izzy's grave fears of fascism affected his personal lifé
and his career, and caused certain alterations in his
thought. Alarmed that fascism might spread worldwide,
the journalist changed his name from Isidor Feinstein to
Geoffrey Stone, and then to I. F. Stone in 1937. Not
concerned so much for himself as for his family, he
determined that if virulent anti~-Semitism arose in the
United States, then at least one of his children, his
youngest son Christopher, would be safe. But in recol-
lecting this action from a distance of over forty years,
Izzy admitted that he "still felt badly about it.“49

The same dread and hatred of fascism, induced Stone

to make certain changes in his own thought and to favor
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changes in liberal and leftist thinking generally, as

indicated by a pair of articles in the Southern Review

in late 1938 and early 1229. Stone now refuted his own
previous analysis that American war mobilization might
well produce a "fascist or totalitarian" political state,
and accepted the condemnation of appeasement as issued

by the social critic, Max Lerner. Stone praised Lerner
for stating that in a practical though unintended sense,
pacifism had aided the fascists because fascism "must
expand or perish." Stone also wrote that liberal sup-
porters of the capitalist system believed that cthis
mushrooming fascism was a temporary, perverse aberration
from the standard workings of the liberai capitalist
order. Like Lerner, however, he thought that a capitalist
state provided the techniques for right-wing despotism.
He agreed with Ierner's declaration that a capitalist
system treated the individual worker solely as a labor
market commodity. It thus so thoroughly splintered the
Bill of Rights by separating political and economic
freedoms "that finally both slip through." And although
he lauded the liberal ethos of liberty, diversity, toler-
ance, and sanctity of the individual, Stone wrote that
liberals themselves failed to accept the modern reality
of vast flux, of "gigantic revolution and counterrevolu-
tion," and that they "are made for peaceful and stable
periods and hate to choose." While some liberals favored
the peaceful redistribution of property, he warned that
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vast transformations in the past had not been gentle.

Revolutions were not "pretty affairs." Yet Stone also

declared revolution to be "a last resort, not a good

in itself." He called for a way to effect the peaceful

movement from capitalism to soccialism, stating that the

ugly head of fascism had vangquished "the complacency with

which the Left once waited for revolution." With the

present threat of fascist aggression, civil disturbance

in the democratic nations would be suicidal, and respon-

sible individuals must diligently work to prevent such

disrupticn. Likerals and lsftists must discover a way

to merge the benefits of democracy with those offered

by socialism. This would not be any easy chore, but the

attempt must be made. Stone believed that the possibility

of creating such a middle way was greatest in America.So
Izzy's radical stance and his increasingly open ad-

vocacy of democratic socialism, coupled with his habit of

arguing with his employer, caused his departure from the

New York Post in early 1939. Throughout much of the

thirties, the Post had served as "a real fighting liberal
paper." It had been the only New York City newspaper

to defend the Spanish Republic, it had backed France's
Popular Front government, it had called for an alliance
of anti?fascist nations, and it had defended the rights
of all unpopular groups. Izzy possessed great freedom
on the Post, as he had in his earlier journalistic

work, and had never been forced to write anything he

did not believe. Nevertheless, his constant guarreling
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with J. David Stern, even 1if he felt that the publisher
was right, perhaps became a little tiresome. Ungques-
tionably, ideological differences also caused problems
between Stern and his star writer. While Stern began
to consider his former protege too inflexible in his
editorial approach, the latter was troubled by an evident
change in the Post's attitude toward his vaunted Popular
Front ideal. Although often highly critical of the
dictatorial nature of the Soviet Union, the paper had
long declared that the Communist state was truly desirous
of peace and a leader in the fight against fascism. With
the unfolding of the Moscow Trials, however, comparisons
drawn between the U.S.S.R. and the fascist nations became
more frequent and more embittered. Then in February
1938, a Post editorial denounced the continual linkage
of liberals and leftists, arguing that "there can be no
united front for democracy with the enemies of democracy."
A conpanion cartoon depicted Stalin grinning maliciously
at "World Labor,"” while gripping a bloody knife behind
his back. Stone, who remained wedded to the idea of the
Popular Front, and a number of the more liberal members
of the Post, believed that Stern was beginning to indulge
in red-baiting, and some questioned their future with
the paper.51

In the following year, the Post confronted financial
difficulties and a red smear campaign. Izzy later stated
that Stern desired "to soften up the paper, be a little
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less radical, and I was too radical for him." The pub-
lisher did not want to fire Stone, for that would neces-
sitate severance payment. Instead, Stern's longtime
fair-haired boy, who had served as the paper's chief
editorial writer for over five years, was demoted to

the position of reporter. What soon bothered Izzy most
was the lack of forthcoming assignments from Stern's
editor. Finally, the American Newspaper Guild insti-
tuted legal action on thes journalist's behalf, arguing
that as he was doing no real work, he had been effectively
dischar ged and was thererore entitied TtO severance pay.
When the case went to arbitration, Francis Biddle, later
52

Roosevelt's Attorney General, ruled against Stone.

Having lost his New York Post job, Izzy increased

his output for the Nation, a publication for which he
had long written and where he had become an associate
editor in 1938. He was also offered a position as press
officer for the National Housing Administration, but
refused the appointment. Although he basically supported
the New Deal, including Roosevelt's housing program, he
thought that it would be inappropriate to serve as a
public employee while continuing to write for the Nation
on the side. Stone did begin to work for the Institute
for Propaganda Analysis, which was affiliated with Col-
umbia University. Created in 1937, the Institute was
designed to analyze propaganda of all political perspec-
tives, and to disseminate the information to schools

66



and to the general public. Representing the Institute
Izzy toured the nation, particularly the Western region,
and reported on the Associated Farmers, an organization
created by agri-business interests to prevent the unioni-
zation of farm workers.53

The Associated Farmers, Stone found, engaged in
anti-Semitic activities and adopted the red scare tech-
nique to denigrate unionization efforts. He acknowl-
edged that Communists in the Cannery and Agricultural
Workers Industrial Union had actively pushed for the
organization of farm laborers. bBut the reason for their
being so heavily involved with migratory farm workers
was the lack of concern displayed by the conservative
labor leaders in the AFL. Stone reasoned that were it
not for miserable wages and working conditions, no farm
laborers would be willing to strike. The red agitation
charge, he thought, was employed to besmirch anyone who
attempted to organize the workers. Other anti-union
devices used by the Associated Farmers included ordinances
outlawing picketing, criminal syndicalism laws, black-
lists, and violence. Leading agri-business concerns
associated with the Associated Farmers supported the
California Cavaliers, a para-military group formed "to
stamp out all un-American activity among farm labor.54

Stone later identified the Associated Farmers as
"really a fascist big-landowner movement." The trek
across the country had been an eye-opener, and had taught

him much about racism and prejudice. The Associated
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Farmers denigrated the impoverished migrants from the
Southwest, "our oldest American stock," and a type of
pseudoc-racial mythology developed concerning the migrants.
The people in cities spoke of the farm laborers as many
Americans talked about blacks or Chicanos: "We wouldn't
want our children to go to school with Okies or Arkies,
they're dirty, they smell bad, they steal."” The migrants,
residing in shacks outside the towns, "suddenly became
aliens in their own homeland."55
A short time after the publication of his article

T~
-]

on the Associated Farmers, the Nation printed 3tone

review of Carey McWilliams's Factories in the Field,

which also discussed the situation of farm workers.

Stone wrote that the big farmers ruthlessly wanted only

to exploit labor, and that they had early adopted the
Hitlerian technique of fostering racial antagonisms

among laborers. The land barons had long smashed unioni-
zation efforts, including that of "the heroic Wobblies"

of the World War I era. Now only a comparable suppression
of civil liberties, Stone believed, could prevent farm
worker organization. But a further danger existed. A
violation of basic freedoms uwight be employed "on a
systematic, state-wide basis" against farm labor unioniza-
tion, which could "provide storm troops" for the American
nation. Stone also warned that because of unmitigated
greed and the vast waste of resources, material and

human, class confrontation appeared "endemic in California."
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The only solution appeared to be replacement of monopol-

istic agri-business by "collective agriculture."56
By the summer of 1939, while he worried about a

possible acceleration of reactionary influences at home,

Stone agonized over the spreading fascist drive in Europe.

In the previous year, German soldiers had marched into

Vienna, cheered by Austrian sympathizers. A second

French government headed by Leon Blum had collapsed.

At Munich, British prime minister Neville Chamberlain and

French premier Edouard Daladier had acceded to Hitler's

demands for the seizure or the Sudtenland from democratic

Czechoslovakia. Then in early 1939, the insatiable

German dictator had moved his troops into Prague, demanding

territory and concessions. Franco in the meantime,

had declared that the Spanish Civil War was at an end.57
Stone still hoped that aid to England and France

might enable the United States to remain out of the

impending war. He continued to condemn "illusory isola-

tion," and cautioned that Hitler was "out to dominate

the world." Only collective action could prevent that,

and any further appeasement would result in "war or worse."

Yet Stone would not grant "a blank check" to the "pro-

Fascist elements”" dominant in the English and French

governments. Rather, he believed that the Qisest course

involved granting flexible authority to Roosevelt, a man

who despite all of his vacillations was a true democrat

at the helm of the world's leading democratic state.58

The Popular Front remained the only viable anti-fascist
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force for Stone and for a number of leading American
intellectuals. But the Soviet purge trials of 1936-39
and Communist repression in Spain had caused many long-
standing supporters of the Communist nation to question
the Russian judicial system and the general practices of
the Stalin-ruled government. Angered over the dictatorial
practices of Joseph Stalin, a number of liberals and
radicals including Sidney Hook and John Dewey formed
the Committee for Cultural Freedom, called for an end
of the Popular Front, and condemned those intellectuals
whe served as apeolodgists for the Sovwiet dictatorship
while attacking Cerman totalitarianism.59
The intensified fascist aggression, which only the
U.S.S.R. seemed directly to oppose, however, caused many
American intellectuals to continue supporting a broad
anti-fascist front. Thus, in a letter addressed to
"all active supporters of democracy and peace,"” such
American progressives as Roger Baldwin, Waldo Frank,
Dashiell Hammett, Ernest Hemingway, Granville .Hicks,
Matthew Josephson, Corliss Ilamont, Max Lerner, Clifford
Odets, S. J. Perlman, James Thurber, William Carlos
Williams, and I. F. Stone blasted the Committee for
Cultural Freedom and like-minded organizations. They
affirmed that anti-fascist solidarity was all important,
that the fascists and their kind knew that democracy would
triumph provided that unity on the left were maintained.
The fascists and their allies tkerefore attempted to
denigrate the Soviet Unicn and to divide the Popular
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Front. To promote hostility toward Russia, they espoused
"the fantastic falsehood that the U.S.S.R. and the totali-
tarian states are basically alike." The pro-Soviet
petition stated that a number of sincere liberals had
supported the foolish manifesto of the Committee for
Cultural Freedom which denounced "in vague, undefined
terms all forms of 'dictatorship' [while asserting]
that the fascist states and Soviet Russia equally menace
American institutions and the democratic way of life."
Refuting such an analysis, the rebuttal praised the
soviet Union as a stauncih opponent of war and aggression,
and as the first socialist nation. Russia was saluted
for the elimination of "racial and national prejudices,"
the emancipation of women and families, vast cultural
and educational advances, the socialization of industry
and agriculture, nation-wide planning, the incorporation
of trade unions into Soviet society, sophisticated
scientific experimental techniques, improved living
standards, and a termination ¢f unemployment. The
letter cheered the movement within the U.S.S.R. toward
"steadily expanding democracy in every sphere," called
the Stalin dictatorship "a transitional form," and lauded
the "epoch-making new constitution" which purportedly
guaranteed all citizens political and economic freedoms.60
Unquestionably, a number of signatories to this
manifesto sincerely believed that the Soviet Union re-
mained the best hope to combat fascism. After all, the
one country to support the Spanish Republic against
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Franco's falangists and to back the democracy of Czecho-
slovakia, had been Russia. The supposed democracies of
France and England on the other hand, had refused to
defend the Spanish Republic and had accepted Hitler's
demands to carve up the eastern European state. Some,
like Stone, possessed longheld misgivings about the
authoritarian nature of Stalinist Russia. But for such
individuals, the immediate battle against fascism was

of paramount importance, and that battle necessitated
continuation of a broad anti-fascist front. And signifi-
cantly, even at this date, many of these lerftists stiil
looked at the Soviet Union as the gréat socialist experi-
ment, despite its flaws and inequities. Thus, they were
convinced that Russia must be defended from attacks by
either well-meaning progressives or rightists.

Still, only thée increasing desperation of the times,
incredible naivete, a measure of disingenuousness, or
blind faith in a "socialist" ideal could enable men of
such intelligence-~and in the case of I. F. Stone, of such
political independence and intellectual integrity--to
give unconditional support to a regime whose oppressive-
ness was becoming ever more blatant. Undoubtedly, Stone's
deepseated fear and hatred of fascism enabled him to
approve the petition. Yet a disturbing guestion remains:
how could this undogmatic writer, who truly believed in
libertarian principles, approve of a letter extolling
the increased democratization of the Communist nation,
so shortly after the disturbing Moscow Trials?
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The world of the Popular Fronters collapsed on
23 August 1939 when the Soviet Union signed a non-aggres-—
sion pact with Nazi Germany. The agreement stunned
American leftists and liberals, who watched in disbe-
lief as the world's only socialist state made cocmmon
cause with the world's leading fascist one. Coupled
with the increased information about the purge trials
and about Stalinist terror in general, the declaration
astonished and angered many in the left-leaning ranks.
For numerous leftists, the dream of a rational and
progressive Communist Russia vanished rforever. “The
masquerade is over" exclaimed radical journalist Hey-
wood Broun. The American Communist Party, which rapidly
shifted from a stalwart anti-fascist position to a con-
demnation of the allied states, was never again to
possess the high standing that it had attained during
the 1930s among many intellectuals and trade unionists.
The dismay and disgust felt by many progressives was
soon to evolve into a militant anti-Communist posture,
one that never really dissipated despite wartime exi-
gencies.61

The journalist Richard Rovere, who became a staunch
critic of Stone, once remarked that he could "recall
no one from the period who was more outraged by that
outrageous document." Discussing the American Communists,
many of whom seemed to be in a state of shell-shock,
Stone wrote on September 23: "All of us who felt
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that the Soviet Union was the core of the world front
against fascism shared their indignation and contemptuous
disbelief™ that such an agreement could be in the making.
Such a development would obviously "discredit the Soviet
Union." Despite his evident dismay over the pact,
however, Stone appeared to place the greater blame on
the Allied statesmen, particularly damning Neville
Chamberlain and his appeasement policy along with the
British disinclination to form an alliance with the
Russians. Stone stated that the Soviet desire to avoid
war and to compel the surrender of Polish territory
unguestionably had provided the Russian impetus behind
the agreement. Stalin hoped that Hitler would drive
westward, not eastward, but Stone declared that the
Soviet dictator would be "as rudely surprised" as the
English prime minister unless an Anglo-Russian alliance
were forthcoming.62

A short time after the signing of the Nazi-Soviet
accord, the German army invaded Poland, and Britain
and France quickly responded with a declaration of war.
World War II had officially begun. Stone condemned
Russian and German aggression for the rape of Poland,
but he also blamed British inaction. Had there existed
an Anglo-~Soviet tie, he argued, Hitler would never have
dared such a move.63

The events of 1939 threw the American left into
disarray. The demise of the Popular Front, which had

been so strongly supported by the Communists, produced
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a great vacuum on the left. Shortly after the bomb-
shell reports of the Nazi-Soviet pact, a number of left-
wing intellectuals met to discuss the possible formation
of "a new non-Communist united front." Disillusioned
leftists such as Max Lerner, Richard Rovere, Paul
Sweezy, Matthew Josephson, Malcolm Cowley, Leo Huberman,
James Wechsler, and I. F. Stone gathered toc mull over
the feasibility of establishing a rniew, basically educa-
tional political organization, to be comprised of
"progressive elements on the left." They believed that
the American left should be reconstituted, that the
Communiét Party "was finally exposed as a branch of the
Soviet Foreign Office," and that sectarianism had crip-
pled American radical groups in the past. Little came
of the idea, however, and many of the early proponents
of a "New Beginnings” entity soon became bitter ide-
ological foes.64
The fragmentation on the left appeared to widen
when the national board of the American Civil Liberties
Union, including Roger Baldwin, Norman Thomas, and
John Haynes Holmes, voted to expel activist Elizabeth
Gurley Flynn from the organization in February 1940.
Anger cver the Nazi-Soviet agreement no doubt caused
many staunch civil libertarians to urge the ouster
of Flynn, a Communist with roots in the IWW. She was
after all, they reasoned, affiliated with a totalitarian
political organization; A group of seventeen liberals,

including Franz Boas, Theodore Dreiser, Robert Lynd,
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Carey McWilliams, Wechsler, and Stone unsuccessfully

-

urged the rescinding of the purge.GD

Continuing to uphold the progressive banner in
1940, Izzy for a short period edited a journal designed
to assist small investors. In the summer and early
fall, he wrote three complete issues of the American

Investors Union monthly magazine, Your Investments.

Formed in late 1939 with such directors as John T.
Flynn, Robert Lynd, and George Seldes, the AIU carefully
watched developments "in the investment, savings and
insurance fields," and proposed legislation, particularly
to protect small investors and depositors. To aid
members, the AIU analyzed business accounts and merger
and reorganization requests, and served as proxy at
corporate gatherings. In the union periodical, Stone
berated the attempt to reduce protection of investors,
attacked the political power and the irresponsibility
of investment trusts, and defended corporate minority
interests. He challenged proposed regulatory changes
which he declared were designed to gut such pieces of
legislation as the Truth-In-Securities Act, the Securities
Exchange Act, and the Public Utility Holding Company Act.
Although a real need existed for increased mobiliza-
tion of American industrial and military power, Stone
declared that authentic defense regquirements must not
provide an excuse for a return to the financial mal-
practices which had helped to usher in the Great Depression.
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He also reasoned that American national interest ul-

timately demanded the confidence of investors and

depositors, for individuals who had been financially

devasted by corrupt promoters and speculating bankers

provided "the sour soil in which the subversive thrives

best."66
That fall, Izzy obtained the best paying job he

had yet held, serving as a $250 a week speech writer

and publicist for Lawrence Tibbett of the American

Guild of Musical Artists. Tibbett was battling James

C. Petrillo, head of the American Tederzticn cof Musi-

cians, who wanted to take over the music guild. Tibbett

opposed the proposed union, considering Petrillo to be

a tyrant and a crook.67
During his third week on the job, however, Stone

received an offer from Freda Kirchwey to serve as Wash-

ington editor of the Nation. Izzy took the positiocn,

which offered a weekly stipend of only $75, and moved

with his wife and children to Washington, D. C. The

new salary was inadequate to support the Stone family,

and he began writing on space for the Washington Post.

He also started to work for the new, experimental
newspaper PM, becoming a special correspondent in
January 1941. PM attracted a cadre of left-wing and
liberal reporters and editors, who attempted to present
progressive news coverage to the public. Professing
no ideology and adhering to no political party, PM
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promised only to support the downtrodden, both at home
and abroad. The left-leaning makeup of the staff soon
resulted in condemnaticns of the paper as red-oriented.
Publisher Ralph Ingersoll, nevertheless, favored a

stolidly anti-isolationist position, directly contrary
to that held by American Communist Party members after
late August 1939.68

Thus unlike many on the American left, Stone re-
tained both his radicalism and his critical independence
as the 1930s closed. The period had witnessed the rise
and the diminution of progressive ranks, as the Great
Depression, the New Deal, and the threat of fascism
abroad at first attracted many to the left side of
the political spectrum, while.Stalinist practices and
the Nazi—quiet agreement subsequently disrupted and
weakened the left. Stone failed to follow the right-
ward passage of a number of liberals and former radicals,
despite his acknowledgement that the Soviet Union no
longer provided a soci&list vision. Throughout the
period, his support for both structural domestic trans-
formations and anti-fascism remained constant.

From the first year of the Roosevelt administration
to the outbrezk cf World War II, Stone's articles and
editorials reflected his belief that in a time of
great turmoil, FDR's New Deal offered the possibility
of peaceful correction of large-scale economic and
social inequities in America. He criticized the often
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faltering nature of New Deal reformism, but supported
the attempt to bring about changes in the American
economic and social system. The mass support won by
totalitarian leaders only reinforced his belief that

an effort must be made to marry socialism and democracy.
Socialism without democracy produced a system which
failed to protect liberties; formal political freedom
without a degree of economic equality could only result
in a demise of true democracy.

All such freedoms, Stone feared, were threatened
by the fascist upsurge of the 1920s and 1930s. To
blunt the internal threat posed by'the right-wing
authoritarians, he had long favored anti-fascist alli-
ances of leftists and liberals within the democracies.
Increasingly, he viewed an international Popular Front
as equally essential. With the isolationist movement
remaining potent in the United States, with the major
European powers apparently unwilling or unable to combat
the increasing aggression of the fascist states, Stone,
like many Americans left-of-center, early perceived
the Soviet Union as the leading anti-fascist bulwark.
The announcement of the 1939 Nazi-Soviet pact, however,
destroyed the Popular Front in which Stone and many
others had invested so much hope, and the American left
splintered. Yet despite his dismay and disgust, Stone
remained true to the radical course as the new decade
began.
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CHAPTER III

WORLD WAR II AND THE ANTI-FASCIST FIGHT,
1940~1945, AND BEYOND

In the future days, which we seek to
make secure, we look forward to a world
founded upon four essential human freedoms:
The first is freedom of speech and
expression-—-everywhere in the world.
The second is freedom of every person
to worship God in his own way--everywhere
in the world.
The third is freedom from want--which,
translated into world terms, means
economic understandings which will secure
to every nation a healthy peacetime life
for its inhabitants--everywhere in the world.
The fourth is freedom from fear --. which,
translated into world terms, means a world-
wide reduction of armaments to such a point
and in such a thorough fashion that no
nation will be in a position to commit an
act of physical aggression against any
neighbor--anywhere in the world.
That is no vision of a distant millenium.
It is a definite basis for a kind of world
attainable in our time and generation. . . .

Franklin D. Roosevelt

By 1940, the fascist peril loomed ever larger to
Stone. With nation after nation falling before the fas-
cist armies, he continued to advocate aid to the Allied
Powers, the joining of anti-fascist forces, and the
concept of collective security. Gradually, he moved
toward support of American military mobilization. As the
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war evolved, and after the German attack on Russia,

Stone questioned the aims of those who failed to back
wholeheartedly the nation which seemed to be bearing

the greatest brunt of the fighting, the Soviet Union.

When the end of the conflagration appeared in sight, he
favored creation of an international body of nations to
assist in the transition toward a peaceful and just woxld
order. As an early anti-Cold Warrior, he sharply de-
nounced those who seemed to equate Communism with fascism,
and who began to compare the Soviet state with Nazi

1~ - ER N
-

Germany. Stone alsoc recognizsd that ¢ rising disceon
tent among the colonized peoples of the world posed yet
another grave problem for international peace.
As Stone followed the course of the war, domestic
shortcomings remained a vitally important cocncern, for
he wanted to ensure that the fight against fascism did
not lead to reaction at home. With an Allied victory
appearing more and more certain, he increasingly focused
upon the necessity of a just and efficient reconstruction
process. As World War II approached its denoument,
Stone called for an expansion of the reformism of the
New Deal period and movement toward democratic socialism.
As late as March 1940, he had retained his hope
that America could remain at peace. Like many antiwar
activists and many isolationists, he charged that propa-
ganda was being employed to drag the United States into

the conflict. Despite his condemnation of fascism, he
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refused to analyze the war as a struggle between total
good and total evil. He castigated English and French
imperialism, and declared that "the seeds of Kaiserism
and Hitlerism" were evident in the political thought
of many in the Allied nations. Reverting to an earlier
analysis, he warned that nothing was so apt to cultivate
the germs of fascism in the democratic nations "as another
war to end war." Stone declared that he still saw no
issue that justified American intervention, and indicated
that he could forsee no solution to the European con-
flicts that "could possibly compens;te us for the ex-
penditure of lives and money, and for the bigotry, madness,
and folly inevitably unchained by war." Still sensitive
to the effects of the Nazi-Soviet pact, he now wrote
that the European struggles appeared to be recurrences
of 01d World rivalries and imperialisticAaspirations.
Ideologies had been transformed but the old ingredients
of "national interest, geographical position, and commer-
cial rivalry" still dominated. He suspected that such
seemingly interminable quarrels would only end as had
the fratricidal Greek wars, "with mutual exhaustion."l
Warning his readers of a possible Anglo-French alli-
ance with Germany against the Soviet Union, Stone also
feared that military operations might be conducted "to
make Russia safe for oil cartels and capitalism." He
indicated that he would not champion the current Soviet
government, and condemned its propaganda attack against

90



neighboring Finland. Regardless of the true character
of the Russian regime, however, a crusade against it
similar to the holy war Britain had waged against the
French Revolution, would only provide justification
for the severest type of repression in America. Stone
believed that this potential for crushing social reform,
and not empathy for the Russian people, appealed to
many in the anti-Soviet camp. The journalist was to
repeat those prescient analysis many times in the years
ahead.2

In spite of his fear of U.3. intervention, the
April German blitzkreig against Denmark and Norway; the
May attack on Belgium, the Netherlands, and Luxembourg;
and the French collapse in June, seemed to convince
Stone that it could no longer be avoided. Beginning
in August and continuing for the duration of the war,
he analyzed the American mobilization drive, discussing
its slow pace, inefficiency, and resulting injustices.
Stone carefully traced developments in industries con-
sidered integral to the mobilization process. He accused
the aviation industry of engaging "in a sit-down strike
against the national defense program” in order to force
all possible governmental concessions, and berated cor-
porate interests for their emphases on "business as
usual." Accustomed to treat labor with a heavy hand,
big business had little inclination to improve wages
and working conditions for workers in defense-related

industries. Used to monopolistic practices, big business
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desired to keep small companies from obtaining government
contracts. Antagonistic to the very notion of competi-
tion, big business wanted to ensure that pre-war cartels,
even thcse connected with fascist states, would remain
intact after the war had ended. Desirous of milking
every possible pennv, big business continued trading
with the Axis powers during the early mobilization period
and even during the war.3

Essential to the mobilization endeavor, Stone
thought, were a contented labor force and a move to
break monopolistic practices. Only full implementation
of the Wagner Act and a general democratization cf the
industrial process would assuage America's workers.
Stone praised labor, stating that the workers alone
desired the full employment essential to American mobili-
zation. In addition, labor supported efforts to curb
industrial monopolization, which fostered low wages,
hich prices, and inadequate productivity. Possible solu-
tions included greater governmental regulation, the
development of TVA-type yardsticks in all major industries,
or vastly increased production levels. Another alterna-
tive would resolve the problem of Roosevelt's one-third
ill-fed, ill-clothed, and ill-housed. But large corpora-
tions feared the reduction of profit margins, preferring
an economy of scarcity and an underutilization of produc-
tive capacity. Once again, only labor with its goal of
total employment, favored full productivity.4
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A major component of a successful mobilization
venture required termination of business as usual prac-
tices involving international trade by large American
corporations and actions by their ally, the U.S. State
Department. Stone cited two examples concerning company
dealings with Japan. He charged that American corpora-
tions were helping to arm the Japanese, members of the
most dangerous alliance that the United States had ever
faced, and he denounced "patriotic" oil companies and
Secretary of State Cordell Hull for the continuation of
commercial dealings with Japan, in spite of an oil embargo.
While repeatedly documenting such trade, Stone wrote that
commerce with the Axis powers must be prohibited.5

The reelection of Roosevelt to an unprecedented
third term in November 1940 assured Stone and the nation
that the mobilization effort would continue, albeit for
many, at an often exasperating pace. In January, the
House of Representatives acted to expedite mobilization,
by granting broad executive powers to produce or pur-
chase "any defense article for the government of any
country whose defense the President deems vital to the
defense of the United States." An augmented lend-lease
program, which aided a faltering Great Britain, evolved
from this enactment. While isolationist publications

such as Colonel Robert McCormick’s Chicago Tribune

condemned the bill, E. R. 1776, as dictatorial, Stone
considered it essentiail to prevent bottlenecks in the
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defense effort. On 25 January he wrote in the Nation
that the United States might be approaching history's
greatest war, and declared that Americans were striving
"for imperial responsibilities and have become the
focus of world-wide hopes and fears." Stone went so
far as to state that "if 1776 stands as the symbol of
our emergence from colonial status to independence,
H.R. 1776 is the symbol of our determination a century
and a half later to decide the destiny of the world."
Increased American involvement in the international
arena he considered essential to prevent a recurrence
of diplomatic disasters. The Western nations had failed
to aid the Spanish Republic and Czechoslovakia, but
England's defeat had to be avoided and the convoying of
ships to the island nation was therefore vital.6
Stone nevertheless continued to question the un-
folding of the defense effort, and the direction of U.S.
foreign policy. In early 1941, he exclaimed that a govern-
ment which was incapable of ordering national production,
could not mobilize the world for freedom. He thought
that so long as big business interests dominated the
defense program, the United States risked defeat and the
disdain of the very states it encouraged to battle the
Axis powers. He declared that a government that could
not prevent oil interests, with their "rancid" practices,
from aiding its enemies, was "too flabby" to wage a
victorious fight. At one point, he asked whether the

0il companies and FDR wanted "to save' Il Duce." An oil
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embargo would have destroyed Mussolini during the Ethiopian
war, "but the Foreign Office boys and the State Department
boys" had feared that an Italian revolution would result.
Stone contended that such a revolution should occur in
Italy, and that in the meantime, the U.S. should help to
establish "a democratic government-in-exile for the
Italian people." America needed to indicate to the
Italians that liberation was forthcoming.7

The very nature of the war, especially for those
left-of-center, seemed to change in June 1941, when
Germany attacked Russia. Stone nad condemned the Nazi-
Soviet agreement, the Russian incursions against Poland
and "Pravda's belly-crawling assurances to Hitler." Now,
however, the possibility of a reemergent anti-fascist
alliance appeared. Just such a combination, Stone be-
lieved, was opposed by many people in the Allied nationmns.
He charged that a number of big businessmen feared
sacrifices, were never the strongest anti-fascists, and
loocked on America's new ally with disdain.8

Stone also blamed Roosevelt for inaction, claiming
that greater leadership was essential. Instead, the
apprcached "the war issue . . . obliquely
and by subterfuge," still allowed trade with Vichy
France, and still failed to oppose big business control
of defense efforts. Stone warned that continued trade

with the Japanese threatened the good will of the Chinese,

something that would be of far greater import tc later
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generations than was the imperial wealth of the Western
European countries. President Roosevelt had earlier
proclaimed that political and religious liberties, free-
dom from want, and peace were essential for international
stability. Yet Stone questioned how much faith the
world's peoples could have in the American power to
create this "better world"” after the Nazis were crushed,
if old imperialistic-style policies prevailed.9
In the summer of 1941, Izzy published his second

book, Business as Usual, derived in part from many of

his Nation and PM articles on the mobiiization eifort
and American foreign policy. This work emphasized
the need for a vast restructuring of the defense program
and warned that irrational thinking about the war would
result in disasters comparable to those which followed
World wWwar I. Stone called this "an anti-Fascist war,"”
but declared that "Fascist tendencies" existed in the
United States and again refused to depict the Germans
as monsters. He also advised that the glib socialist
belief about capitalism'’s decline resulting in a termina-
tion of all wars was unlikely to be proven accurate.lo
Stone stated that the inevitable dissolution of
property rights and the ensuing conflict between corpora-
tions and governments distinguished World War II from
previous ones. This war, he reasoned, would be decisive
in resolving the issue. Wartime requirements demonstrated

the necessity of political control over internal "corporate
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economic governments." He reminded his readers that the
German condemnation of socialist trends in the democracies
produced "a Fifth column” threat. But the more effective
armies would come from those countries with public
control over common resources, as "men fight best for
that in which they have a stake."ll

An anti-fascist victory, Stone reasoned, would
undoubtedly produce massive social change. He wrcte that
the concept of freedom changed for every generation.
The English, American, and French revolutions of the
seventeenth and eighteenth centuries had attempted to
achieve "security against arbitrary police power." The
present revolution with "all its dreadful birth agonies,”
was a fight to attain "freedom and security against
arbitrary economic powers." The peoples of the democratic
states desired their political freedom and "freedom from
want, unemployment, and insecurity." The United States
was fortunate because of the experience of the New Deal
reform programs and because of the control of power by
President Roosevelt, who despite past falterings, was
cognizant of these aspirations, and at least attempted
to produce a measure of economic security. Yet the pro-
mise was far from fulfilled, and this reduced the strength
of America.12

Further democratization of American life and the
successful waging of the war could not take place in an
atmosphere of business as usual. Stone wrote that an
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anti-fascist fight could not be waged under the guidance
of those who did despise fascists. Most dollar-a-year
men he considered to be more desirous of restricting demo-
cracy in America, than in revitalizing it overseas. And
he warned that a Soviet triumph would cause these same
individuals to call for a crusade against the Communist
state with enthusiasm far surpassing their desire to
stop Hitler. Stone regarded it as fortunate that more
and more conservatives and capitalists did support presi-
dential movement against business-as-usual practices. It
was also fortunate that the rfight between the Nazis and
the Soviets had brought greater unity among labor organi-
zations and among leftists. He reasoned that the nations
most able to resist fascism were those in which men of
disparate political beliefs could create "a common front
against the Hitler peril."l3
Stone also believed economic reorganization to be
essential for an effective anti-fascist effort both over-
seas and in the United States. Americans could not pro-
mise to free others from want and allow it to flourish
at home, he warned, for only through reconstruction could
America be saved. While a hostile and monopolized press
would undoubtedly term any such effort Communistic or
fascist, it was not. Rather, it signified the expansion
of democracy into the economic sphere. If capitalists,
laborers, and engineers could work together for defense
purposes, they could also learn how to rebuild America.
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Through a flexible framework of "co-operative industrial
democracy," Americans "could have central planning without
central despotism, a free play for initiative without a
free sway for exploitation. The energies called forth
to defend America could be used to rebuild America with-
out poverty and without fear."14
Over the next several months, Stone continued to
push Roosevelt for more decisive action. The journalist
claimed that Soviet assistance in the war effort would
be invaluable, thus requiring aid to Russia. He feared
that should either England or the Soviet Union be defeated,
the situation of the remaining foe of the Axis states would
become even more precarious. Should both the British
and the Russians fall, then America would be "outnumbered
and encircled in a hostile world." While Roosevelt and
British prime minister Winston Churchill seemed aware of
the need for alignment with Stalin, the American president
had failed to educate the public concerning such a neces-
sity. But Stone warned that a Russian collapse could
unleash "a tidal wave of appeasement in the West that
might shake our own democratic system to its foundations.lS
Stone also considered a vast intelligence and propa-
ganda network essential to the Allied cause. He argued
that Colonel William J. Donovan's propaganda division
should generate democratic and social democratic opposi-
tion in Finland against the fascist collaborator and

German sympathizer, Field Marshal Carl Gustaf Emil
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Mannerheim. Stone believed that the type of "revolutionary,
democratic fifth-column work" which America had used during
World War I was now required to stir the Europeans against
Hitler. Stone declared, however, that such propaganda
efforts would be ineffective unless progressives directed
policy, for the people of Europe would not fight for the
decayed and undemocratic elements that had largely dom-
inated their societies during the interwar years.16
Stone remained conscious of the dangers that mobili-
zation and American entrance into the war entailed, parti-
cularly ror reform programs, civil liberties, and progres-
sive thought in general. He believed that along with
vast economic inequities, a stifling of democratic freedoms
would reduce the American people's willingness to fight.

But most fundamentally, he argued in Business as Usual,

"We cannot wage a war to reestablish democracy in Germany
and disestablish it at home. We cannot talk of the four
freedoms and gag those who disagree with us at home."

In February 1941 he had indicated in PM that fascism
threatened America at home as well as abroad. He had
stated that the most dangerous ideology confronting the
American people was the strange brand of Americanism
displayed by the House Un-American Activities Committee.
One could not criticize Hitler in Germany, Mussolini in
Italy, or Stalin in Russia. According to HUAC, one could
not criticize Chairman Martin Dies in the United States.
The Dies method of stifling debate included the "smearing,
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terrorizing and pilloring” of all opposition. Another
example of American reaction appeared in a proposed House
bill to allow high-ranking government officials to author-
ize wiretapping without court approval. The architect of
this measure, Alabama’s Samuel Hobbs, had previously
distinguished himself by calling for establishment of
concentration camps for non-deportable aliens. "The
concentration camp is an institution highly praised in
certain foreign countries,"” Stone had written. "So is
wiretapping." Such "dirty-business" could only cripple
personal liberties and moral standards.l—'7

While Stone praised Roosevelt for refusing to get
caught up in the growing anti-labor, anti-Communist feeling
which sprouted prior to the Nazi invasion of Russia, the
president failed to stop the attempted deportation of
radical union official Harry Bridges, and as a political
favor to Dan Tobin's corruption-ridden International
Brotherhood of Teamsters, allowed the prosecution of
Trotskyist Socialist Workers Party leaders. As the Ameri-
can Communist Party applauded governmental action against
their sectarian rivals, Stone declared in July 1941:
"You cannot kill an idea by putting its spokesmen in
jail." He castigated the Smith Alien and Sedition Act,
a measure used against the Trotskyists, as the first
peacetime legislation since the Alien and Sedition Acts
of the 1790s which made an expression of opinion a
federal crime. Under the Smith Act, one could face ten
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years in jail for circulating "such un-American documents”
as Jefferson's Declaration of Independence and Lincoln's
second inaugural address for "both 'advocate, abet, ad-
vise, or teach the duty, necessity, desirability, or pro-
priety of overthrowing or destroying any government' by

force." Stone agreed that a government possessed the right
to defend itself "not only against overt acts but even
against the expression of ideas when there is really, in
the formula of Justices Holmes and Brandeis, 'a clear
and present danger' that they will precipitate disorderx
or revolutionary action." But the American government
had not accused the tiny radical sect of any specific
actions, or even of threatening the general citizenry.
The disavowal of the clear and present danger doctrine
meant that the mere possession of certain ideas had
resulted in the incarceration of the Trotskyists. The
German and Russian governments used similar logic to
persecute this small left-wing group, and such reasoning
would have kept Thoreau in jail throughout his lifetime.
Again, harassment for radical political ideas, as well
as for militant labor organizing, seemed to explain the
government's attempt to deport Harry Bridges, president
of the International Longshoreman's Union. In October,
Stone blamed the FBI and California businessmen for the
prosecution. He wrote that New Dealers were embarrassed
by the case, and warned that the finest propaganda would
fail if a labor leader could be deported.l8
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As Stone continued to call for progressive domestic
and foreign policies, the fascist challenge abroad in-
tensified. 1In November 1941 the Germans approached Lenin-
grad, Moscow, and the Don River. Early Soviet casualties
proved to be enormous. Nevertheless, two key develop-
ments soon stunted the fascist drive. The Russians began
to counterattack on the Eastern front, resulting in a slow
and bloody withdrawal of German soldiers from the Soviet
Union. Then on 7 December 1941, Japan bombed Pearl
Harbor, producing an official declaration of war by the
United States.19

For I. F. Stone, as for Franklin Roosevelt, the
recognition of direct American involvement in the war
seemed to come as a relief. Stone argued that the war
"was unavoidable and is better fought now when we still
have allies left." He hoped that overt U.S. participation
would improve the mobilization effort, moving both capi-
tal and labor away from business-as-usual practices. He
predicted that American belligerency would produce either
reactionary developments such as an attack on workers
and reformers, or greater collaboration between capital
and labor in the defense area. Because of his deep faith
in Roosevelt, Stone indicated confidence that the latter
course would be taken.20

Democratic leftists such as Stone believed that
World War II offered great opportunities as well as

considerable hazards. Victory in a global struggle
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could mean the annihilation of fascism and the spreading
of democratic institutions and ideas in the international
arena. Such developments could come about only if the
Allied nations retained their anti~-fascist focus, and
only if they began to plan the transition to the postwar
era. Other vital prerequisites were a willingness to
liberate imperial possessions; a continuance of the
Grand Alliance linking Ameriea, Russia, and England; and
a dedication to an international body of nations. Should
imperialistic designs supplant the promise of the Four
Freedoms, should the Allied compact be replaced by an
anti-Communist drive, should an international organiza-
tion of nations serve only big power interests, then the
promises offered by the smashing of Nazism and fascism
would come to nought. At home, the mobilization effort
demonstrated the necessity of heightened political and
econonic democracy. A real need existed to protect civil
liberties and civil rights, to expand New Deal programs,
to break monopolies, and to provide greater opportunities
for the downtrodden, the consumer, the small farmer, and
the small businessman. A real possibility existed for
the expansion of democracy into the economic sphere.
Throughout the war years, Stone attacked what he
perceived to be the seeds of fascism in America and
condemned a number of infringements upon civil liberties.
He praised Roosevelt's commutation of the prison sen-
tence of American Communist leader Earl Browder, a move
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which reflected the party's strong support for the admin-
istration's foreign policy after July 1941. At the same
time, however, Stone charged that the government case
against Harry Bridges suggested "absolutism in decay"
and such "European style" practices as the employment of
"the dregs of society" as informants. He deplored the
readiness of a wealthy liberal Attorney General, Francis
Biddle, to serve as an instrument for reactionary elements.
He worried about prosecuting an anti~fascist trade unionist
while a "pro-Catholic agitator," Father Charles Coughlin,
was not arraigned. Yet while PM villified Coughlin, and
while the Nation's editor, Freda Kirchwey, urged a curbing
of "the Fascist press," Stone has stated that he did not
call for a prosecution of the American far right or
support the deprivation of their political freedoms during
the war.21

Again, unlike other progressives, he continued to
condemn the Smith Act and the prosecution of American
Trotskyists, writing that Congress had violated the
constitutional protections of freedom of speech and free-
dom of the press. He acknowledged the propriety of govern-
ment action against those "accused of distributing Axis
propaganda as enemy agents in time of war.f In peacetime
or in wartime, a government could defend itself "against
insurrection or revolution." Yet Stone believed, as did
the Founding Fathers, that liberty would disappear should

the mere espousal of revolutionary ideas become illegal.
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He wrote that under wartime circumstances, the govern-
ment admittedly possessed greater authority to abridge
freedom of speech and freedom of the press, but repeated
his contention that words could not become punishable un-
less it were established that a clear and present danger
existed. A man could not urge railroad laborers to des-
troy roads, for example, and could not incite soldiers
to shoot their officers.22

Persecution of "the Ishmaelites of the Left," absent
such charges, Stone feared, might establish precedents
which could later haunt 211 Americans. The Trotskvists
were being prosecuted for speeches given prior to U.S.
entry into the war. Conviction would thus render
peacetime utterances criminal. Stone wrote that no
Aamerican war had been waged with fewer violations of civil
liberties-—-a strange analysis from such an ardent defender
of the bill of rights, in light of the mass internment of
Japanese Americans and Japanese aliens. He deeply re-
gretted that the American war record should be blemished
by the "petty presecution" of the radical fringe group.
The Trotskyist case, in Stone's opinion, involved the
willingness of the Supreme Court to defend basic freedoms
"when and where it hurts, not in peace, not in the case
of some large, respected or powerful group, but in war
and in the case of a most unpopular minority.“23

Although Communists repeatedly cheered the legal
action against their hated enemies, their celebration
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was premature. Repressive measures, including the 1939
Hatch Act which denied federal jobs to any member of a
political group that advocated the overthrow of the govern-
ment by force and violence, were soon to be used against
Communists and other leftists. Stone warned in late
1944 that anti-Communist progressives should not support
red-baiting tactics, for they themselves could not remain
unscathed if such tactics were used to crush despised
political foes. "The right will set the standards," he
predicted, "and the standards will be broad enough to
encompass leftists of many varieties."™~

Suppression and prosecution of radical groups and
of individual progressives, and actions by the Dies
Committee and the FBI, Stone feared, were providing the
framework for a potent "post-war fascist movement in
America." He condemned the anti-Communist and anti-
Semitic orientation of HUAC, and quoted from a study of
the committee which termed it "a denunciatory agency."
Dies appeared to be striving to establish a system by
which federal workers could lose their jobs without
legal recourse. In its attempt "to police leftist and
working~class opinions," the FBI posed another grave
threat to American constitutional freedoms. The FBI
arrested and maltreated Spanish Republican sympathizers;
employed investigators who seemed to hold "the wvague
and fascistic idea that Jews and radicals are somehow
synonymous;" and possessed "political police power,"”
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including authority to investigate the political beliefs
of government workers. Stone wondered why, in the midst
of an anti-fascist fight, anti-fascists should be so
besmirched and mistrusted.25
The violations of civil liberties appeared to be
coupled with a continued denigration of racial minorities
and of labor. In April 1943, Stone invited Judge William
A. Hastie, then dean of Howard University Law School and
later governor of the Virgin Islands, to dine with him
at the National Press Club. When they were ignored by
the waiter, Izzy and his guest departed. Attempting toO
call a special meeting to discuss ﬁhe segregation policies
of the club, Izzy received little support. Believing
that "elementary considerations of human decency" were
being desecrated, he resigned from the National Press
Club; almost four decades passed before Izzy again entered
the reporters' habitat. In an August 1944 piece on union
discriminatory practices, he had admitted that racism
was a deep-seated problem in America. "We democrats
still lie in the shadow of Rousseau," he wrote. "We are
always yearning sentimentally over the Common Man."
But white laborers sometimes just "don't want to give
'those damned niggers' a break" in obtaining employment.
All peoples possessed some prejudices, all peoples re-
sented differences. "We bolster our own little egos with
hatred. We are as suspicious of the foreign, and un-
familiar."2®
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While he believed that racism blunted the nation's
democratic aspirations and divided the American populace,
Stone was also worried by the challenge to the gains
labor had made under the New Deal. He discussed the
growing call for a revocation of the forty-hour week,
an attack that was guided by corporate interests. Any-
one wishing to cripple national unity and damage morale
could find no better method than to discredit labor.

The tactic he charged, contained "ugly fascist overtones,"
and it carried on "the familiar suicidal tradition of
those who preferred to fight 'communism' rather than to
fight Hitler. This is the fifth column." Stone sug-
gested that too many capitalists despised labor and

the President more than they hated Hitler, "if it can

be said that they hate Hitler at all." It was certainly
clear that they wanted to crush the union movement and
the New Deal.27

Believing that political democracyv demanded protec-
tion of civil rights, civil liberties, and union rights,
Stone continued to insist that a true democratic state
required a measure of economic democracy. Fortunately,
he believed, Roosevelt recognized this. Thus he praised
the president's 1943 Post-War Plan and Program, which
expanded the concept of an economic bill of rights, and
called for "the right to work, usefully and creatively
through the productive years" and "genuine social security."
The plan did not envisage socialism, but a type of "mixed
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state in which alone capitalism can hope to remain pro-
gressive," and necessary cooperation between government
and business. Stone indicated once again that laissez-
faire was withering away, and that the present generation
must decide whether the new economic order would be demo-
cratic or oligarchical. Significantly, Roosevelt had
begun, "the greatest battle of our time."28
Even a modicum of economic democracy called for
planning, a breaking up of monopolies and cartels, and a
guarantee of full employment. Unfortunately, the war
period witnessed planning controlled by corporate
interests, a strengthening of non-competitive practices,
and an indication that many big businessmen favored a
certain amount of unemplovment to keep down wage demands
and weaken unions. -Stone wrote that one of the failings
of capitalism was the absence of many small capitalists.
Proliferating monopolies and cartels stunted or monopolized
technological advances, and deliberately regitricied
production, which effectively limited employment. Stone
warned in the Nation that a large pool of unemployed
Americans would provide fertile ground for fascism fol-
lowing the war, a fascism which the same capitalists
would undoubtedly encourage. Without planning and full
employment, he predicted, the depression would reemerge.
In late 1944 he wrote that in America, as in Europe,
full employment demanded "some large measure of socialism."

Americans needed "to get used to this terrible word
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'Socialism.' We have to get used to saying it right
out loud."29
In August, 1945, following the Labor party triumph

in England, Stone wrote that the result provided large
encouragement for those desirous of change and necessitated
thinking and talking "in frankly socialist terms." The
success of the Britsh left caused him to wonder: "Will
America Go Socialist?" This victory at the polls en-
couraged the hope of establishing

socialism without bloodshed and

dictatorship, of developing a demo-

cratic socialism suited to the Western

European and American peoples, of

avoiding the creation of a monolithic

state, of preserving elements of economic

freedom and enterprise within the direc-

tion of social direction and planning.
After indicating that the sickness of Britain's economy
required large measures of public ownership, Stone as-
serted that the future of american capitalism was similar
to that of English capitalism. In both nations, full
emplovment was possible only with broad government plan-
ning and direction. America must discard the inadeguate
New Deal with "its bootstrap economics and subsidies
for planned scarcity." Leftists must begin to establish
the framework for a new American social movement, to
think in socialist terms, to start a program of public
education. "What I am suggesting," Stone wrote, "is a
Marxist approach, but one which will be non-sectarian,

undogmatic, and rooted in a realistic appraisal of con-

crete problems." Most important, America reguired
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a new approach, emanating from the left and concerned with

the country's production and consumption capabilities,

to spur productivity and to better the nation's standard

of living. 1In certain areas, anti-trust action was in-

effectual, and only governmental yardsticks could stimu;ate

greater productivity. A mixed economy would be the ideal

one for America, and demanded "socialist prodding and

socialist understanding." Affirming that the socialist

trend was inevitable, Stone declared that these steps

were needed if the American economy were to evolve in a

democratic fashion.30
While Stone thus believed that the war could help to

usher in either reactionary or progressive developments,

e believed that a similar dichotomyv was also evident

3

a

in U.S. foreign policy. Stone considered the ideal Ameri-
can foreign policy to be one that was truly anti-fascist,
anti-imperialist, pro-Grand Alliance, and consistent with
the concept ¢f a world corganization. The primary concern
of I. F. Stone during the period of direct American involve-
ment in World War II was the retention of an anti-fascist
emphasis in Allied strategy. Only that could justify
the devastation and horrors unleashed by war, only that
could aid in the transition to peaceful and more demo-
cratized international relations.

The willingness of American corporations and the
State Department to maintain relations with fascist and

puppet states continued to exasperate him. In January
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1942, he lambasted the State Department's readiness to

deal with Petain and Vichy France and deplored its failure
to recognize the Free French forces of Charles de Gaulle.
Claiming that Secretary of State Hull should be removed

for stupidity, Stone wrote that such policies made the
State Department the final stronghold of appeasement,
doomed the Western democracies, and undermined the trust

of oppressed peoples around the globe. Stone believed that
"some way should be found to let the world know in decisive
fashion that the undemocratic little cligque of decayed
pseudo-aristccrats and backsliding liberals" who controlled
the State Department, did not truly represent the American
people. The people of the world, after all, would not

join in a democratic crusade while American foreign policy
was dominated by men whose actions belied democratic rhe-
toric. Later in the year, he accused the Offic