WHICH WAY LEFT WING LITERATURE?

Art and Politics

By SAMUEL SILLEN
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left” Albert Maltz seems to believe that
he is merely criticlzing a “vulgarized ap-
proach” to literature, but he is in reality
undermining & class approach, His thesis
goes far beyond a criticism of certain
mechanical literary practises, Maltz rips

a supra-class attitude,

This results in a wholly abstract opposi-
tion between “art” and “palitics.” And in-
evitably Maltz finds himself praising a
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ple presumed to have some competence as
literary critics for the purpose of apprais-
ing literary works. Certainly the presumed
critic would not be one at all if his sele
standard of judgment were membership of
an author in this or that committee.

‘Note, however, that Maltz wants the
critic to carry his political understanding
in one compartment of his brain, his
literary understanding in another. Note,
too, that he would deny that the “editorial
section” has any competence to offer judg-
ment on novels or plays, as if the more po-
litical you are the more you disqualify

yourself for “intrusions” into the realm of |,
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This dualism is the core of Maltz’s posi-

tion.  ‘Where “does it lead him?
He argues that it is possible to embrace

the downfall of his favorite nobles and de-
scribed them as people deserving no better
fate; that he saw the real men of the fu-
ture where, for the time being, they alone
were to be found—that I consider one of
the greatest triumphs of realism, and one
of the greatest features in old Balzac.”
Will Maltz apply this statement to Far-
rell? Will Maltz contend that Farrell shows

. us “the real men of the future,” those who

are now, 100 years after Balzac wrote, the
real men of today?

Engels clearly and definitely examines
Balzac’s work from a working-class point
of view. He emphasizes the class features
s portrayed by the great French

:

Maltz's comparison between a monarchist
of the 1830's and 1840’s and a Trotzkyite
(“committee ‘member”!) today shows the
utter collapse of a sense of history,
'In Balzac’s day, the proletariat was a
relatively undeveloped class, and even then
the' novelist  could sense its emerging
strength. Today, ih the epoch ¢f imperial-
ism, the working class has reached a high

in one-sixth of the earth. Farrell em-

bodies hatred and hostility to the working
, :

and Maltz glowingly predicts that
not
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‘e takes & “100 Best Books” view of
Hterature. He cites Farrell's earliest
work, Studs unlal. written before

novelist, though they naturally fail
to realize it to his steady degenera-
4lon as an enemy of the working
class. '

Maltz admits there may be an art-
politics parallel in the case of Arthur

Trotzkyite  “consciously
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litical concepts, a whole world-view,
in his work; if Dos Passos doesn’t
in slandering the Spanish Loyal-
ists in Adventures of a Young Man,
if Ignaszio Silone doesn’t in slan-
dering Italian Communists in Bread
and Wine, then I am -ready o abs
dle-temy cwmtocrltlalpemep-

lult: says You cannot "dm
conclusions” in the case of a writer
like Steinbeck,- who at one time
writes The Grapes of Wrath, at
another time Camhery Row.
Whether or not one “draws con-
clusions,” the facts are clear. Stein-

beck’s greatest novel was written
out of real life and under Commu-

Well, if- Parreli doesn't advance’ po-{nist influence; his shoddiest book

‘Art and Politics

was written out of the Stork Club
under influences anything but

working class.
Maltz shows a similar #ack of un-

derstanding in his remarks about
Richard Wrighi, whose line of ar-
tistic deyvelopment is not upward
| but downward.

Maltz’s own examples revpal the
need not for abandoning a class ap-
proach to literature, but for
strengthening it. The struggle
against, Malts’s conception i5 part
of the struggle for a truly creative
literature and for Marxism.

(In tomorrow’s artiole, Samuel
Sillen will discuss
Weapon.”)
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