
30 

still don't think SQ. But Charles Alden, who took the part 
'Of the two Droruios, is a wondeI1ul clown; he made even 
those speeches amusing; but mostly he made one forget to 
listen to the speeches, in the pure joy of looking at him; 
his voice, and not what he said, mattered. And out of it all 
emerged beautifully a true Ethiopian conception of life, em­
bodied graciously and triumphantly and deliciously in the 
figure of Dromio-the apotheosis of the gentle, and whim­
sical, and joyous "darkey" wisdom which we are just be­
ginning to learn. That was the play. The troubles of 
,Aegeon and the two Antipholuses went by the board. Dromio 
was the' show. Shakespeare gave v~ry little leeway else­
where for the emergence of the Ethiopian spirit, but Arthur 
T. Ray as the sleepy Duke, Soma Bowman as Aemilia and 
Evelyn Preer as Adriana gave glimpses of it whenever they 
could,while ;M:arion Taylor as a Courtesan made something 
beautiful, a stinging fantastic Ethiopial). picture of lazy, 
self-centered, world-forgetful gayety, out of what was in the 
'Original nothing at all. So, on the whole, in spite 'Of Shakes­
peare, they achieved something. 

And it was worth while doing. I am sorry not to have 
seen their "Salome." I have extremely little use for that 
play, but I think they might give it an excuse for existence 
by their acitng. Marion Taylor is· quite my notion 'Of Sa­
lome; and I only wish I could see her as Cleopatra in Shaw's 
play. With the exception of the Dromio man, the men in 
their company are not quite up to the women in "letting go," 
either in voice 'Or gesture; but they all have, what is so 
rare among actors, natural dignity; and I would like to s~ 
one of them try his hand at Shaw's Caesar. I have an idea 
that the real humor of that play would be made manifest 
for the first time, with no loss of its earnestness. 

The other play presented no handicaps, ang was in­
finitely better done; but, because of the absence 'Of handi­
caps, and in spite of the beauty of the acting, it was not so 
interesting, to my mind. The most notable thing about it 
was that it escaped admirably from the temptation of a 
"tragic" ending, and finished up with everybody dancing to 
a phonograph. The play was concerned in part with that 
ph'Onograph, and the question of whether money could be 
raised to keep the company from taking it away. Many life­
and-death questions which I have seen stormed about and 
wept over in the theatre, were pale as dramatic issues beside 
that question of the phonograph. We have all seen plays 
which dealt with the question of whether the mortgage on 
the old homestead was going to be foreclosed; and I take it 
as a symptom of the decay of our Puritan traditions when 
we can begin to worry about whether we are going to lose 
tnt:!' joy of life as embodied in a phonograph! These people, 
jn the play, had no old homestead to worry about; like 
promio, they had nothing, except life itself. It is an ironic 
commentary upon our Puritan civilization, with its emphasis 
upon property, that it should leave us so starved for beauty 
and joy that we have to turn to the propertyless on,es of the 
earth to learn how to enjoy life. For that is just what we 
are doing. It is not for nothing that this is called the 
"jazz" age. It is the age in which the Puritan wearied with 
the meaningless task of accumulating property, turns to the 
slave and the va,~li\bopg l1.nd begs, "Teach me how to be 
pappy!" FLOYD DELL. 
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Romanticism or Realism 
("Underground RQ.dicalism, An Open Letter to Eugene V. 
Debs and to All Honest Workers Within the Socialist Patrty." 

by John Pepper.-Published by the Workers Party 
of America.) 

LOGICAL in its deve,lopment, forceful in its presentati'On, 
conclusive in its proof, "Underground RQ.dicalism," 

by John Pepper, stands forth distinctive-a keen anal­
ysis of the conditions upon which the American Working 
Class movement of yesterday, to-day, and tomorrow, depend. 
Why did the Communist Party develop an underground or­
ganization? Was it romanticism or realism? With 6,000 
warrants issued, with mass raids and wholesale arrests of 
its members taking place all over the country, was the or­
ganization of the "underground" the romantic play of ima­
ginative children or was it the grim facing of threatened 
annihilation? John Pepper's presentation 'Of the facts of the 
Communist persecutions which forced the formation of the 
underground and the facts which resulted in the recent abo­
lition of this form of organization should clear up many 
misunderstandings and misrepresentati'Ons which have too 
long clouded the question of the "Undergrounc:l" organiza­
tion of the Communists. In summarirzing he states: 

"The conditions of the class struggle made it absolutely 
necessary for the C'Ommunists to exist as an underground 
organizati'On during the years 1920-1922. But the change 
in conditions made it possible and therefore necessary, for 
the Communist Party to be dissolved as an underground or­
ganization. This was lione April, 1923." 

"-

Continuing he points out the economic development from 
1920---:-1923: 

"1. The Industrial crisis which began in the middle of 
1920. 2. The agricultural crisis,"-resulted in aligning the 
two great groups of producers against their enemies-the 
"farmers against the capitalists and on the other hand, 
workers against bosses." Daily the "Class-struggle is be­
coming more acute all along the line." The author outlines 
the policies of the ,Communists under such conditions and 
places squarely before the militant American workers the 
question-to whom shall the the workers and farmers look 
for lead:ership in their daily struggles? 

From its own mouthpiece "The Call," quotation after 
quotation is printed to present the case for the Socialist 
Party and never was a working class party so effectually 
and eternally damned. After allowing the Socialist Party 
to prove its own case:, John Pepper sums up the situation in 
a few concise, dispassionate statements. The Socialist Party 
is no more. There remains only a small group of leaders of 
the Hillquit, Berger type, who, to-dall, are eking out their 
numbered days on the "Revolutionary sentiment represented 
by Eugene Debs, and a fine culture represented by Scott 
Nearing." To Debs, and and all honest workers within the 
Socialist Party a vibrant appeal-nay, more, a stirring chal­
lenge-is issued-that they be true to themselves and the 
American workers-that they cease gaubing rouge on the 
prostituted Socialist Party-and take their places in the 
front ranks of the revolutionary movement. 

CLARISSA S. WARE. 


