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Is There a Common North American Outlook 
on World Affairs? 

By Brooke CZmton 

Stairs, Dixon a n d  Claxton, Montreal 

I WOULD share your mystification on the 
choice of this subject as suitable for a talk t o  

The Special Libraries Association, were it not for 
the fact that I, myself, suggested it. I was asked 
to speak on some question as to which the  points 
of view of Americans 'and Canadians could be 
compared. I thought the most suitable and ap- 
propriate question was that which most chal- 
lenges the attention and thought of everybody 
everywhere- that is the question of peace and 
war. I thought it would be interesting for us, for a 
time, to see if we have any common reaction t o  
that fear of war which everyone throughout the  
world shares today. 

We Americans and Canadians share a con- 
tinent, and both our countrles are fortunate in 
being almost equally remote from the Bore spots 
of the world. Our countries and peoples have n o  
thought of war between them. Our lives are inter- 
woven in a way which no European can under- 
stand. Our well-advertised three thousand miles 
of undefended, and indefensible, boundary is 
crossed each year by more trade, more money, 
more trains, more automobiles and ten times 
more people than any frontier in the world. I t  is  
interlaced by countless bonds of relationship and 
friendship that make a common pattern of North 
American life. The frontier is more than an  imagi- 
nary line as our first minister to the United States 
said, " I t  isa meeting ground between two friendly 
states, made eafe by modern common sense." 

We havein the wordsof the Hay treaty of 1194, 
"A disposition favorable to friendship and good 
neighbourhood." Perhaps on that account we 
have a rather superior attitude towards those 
other parts of the world which seem bent on 
destroying each other. The most vivid example of 
this North American attitude of superiority was 
given me a t  the Willismstown Institute when 
there were five men speaking on the  most crucial 
Bore spots affecting their country -this was 
some years ago. As they stood facing their audi- 
a c e  apd described the terrific dangers in the  

1 1  

Saar and Polish Corridor, they didn't appreciate 
the fact tha t  their North American audience was 
looking clean over their heads a t  a map of the 
World behind them. And on that map it was 
hardly possible t o  distinguish the countrles in 
which these sore spots were situated. It ia no won- 
der that  there is a North American feeling of 
remoteness and detachment and of ieolation. 

I t  is u n n q e w r y  here to trace the origin of 
the  policy of isolation which you in the United 
States have pursued, or think you have pursued, 
for the last one hundred and sixty years. I t  had 
its orig~n,  perhaps, in the statements made by 
George Washington In 1796, amplified a few 
years later by Thomas Jefferson. It may be de- 
scribed as the stubborn refusal to be bound by 
entangling alliances or t o  undertake to do any- 
thing more than consider a future course of action 
when the  occasion arises. 

While it certainly would not be proper on my 
part t o  welcome you here today by criticizing 
the  determined policy of your country, I do think 
that  we can here speak more frankly than on 
other occasions, and if you don't mind I will 
speak frankly a s  one North American to another. 
Somewhat naturally, what I have to say will be 
directed mostly t o  the Americans - they are our 
guests and it is only proper to treat them with 
respect, -besides if I talk much about Canadian 
opinion, every Canadian present would arise and 
disagree with me, because that is one thing t o  
remember about Canada, there is no such thing 
a s  " a  Canadian opinion." The country is too 
large, its geographical sections are too removed 
from each other and its capital is too far away 
from the different points of the country to permit 
our having a common attitude on any single ques- 
tion, still less on the questioq of foreign policy. 
Tha t  is true of other countrles, certainly of yours. 
Nevertheless I must run any risks thereonand try 
t o  describe to you the Canadian attitudein order 
tha t  we may compare them. 

Superficially, policy appears to be determined, 
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by geography and the general geographical situa- 
t ion  of Canada is rather similar to the United 
States,  but Canada is even more detached. To the 
South you look to a country which has annoyed 
you on a number of occasions and led you to mili- 
t a ry  intervention more than once, and on the 
North you look to Canada with some sense of 
irritation that we should be here to spoil the 
symmetry of the map of North America. On the 
other hand we have only you to the South, and 
t o  t he  North our claim to the Pole is not being 
seriously contested. So here we are on this con- 
tinent, two nations, for the most part speaking 
t he  =me language, or thinking we do, having 
similar roots; at perpetual peace with each other 
and sharing a common desire to remain a t  per- 
petual peace with the rest of the world. 

It is reasonable to expect then that there 
would be in Canada a desire t o  remain isolated, a 
policy of isolation which matches yours in the 
United States. There is; it follows not only from 
our geographic position but also from our racial 
composition. Twenty-eight per cent of our popu- 
lation is of French-Canadian descent, and the 
vast  majority of them would not like to see us 
engage in a foreign war again. In addition, some 
twenty-one per cent of the population are of non- 
British descent, and they too would take a 
typically North American attitude. Even of the 
fifty-one per cent of our population who are of 
British descent, a great number are people 
for whom war has been debunked, and the glory 
and the glamor has been taken out of it, so that 
even among the section of British descent there is 
a widespread and rap~dly growing feeling in favor 
of a policy of isolation for Canada. 

I t  should be remembered, however, that two 
factors of the utmost importance operate against 
Canada embracing the policy of isolat~on her 
North American situation appears to dictate. We 
in Canada had our revolution peacefully and we 
never felt constrained to slam the door on Europe. 

T h e  first of these factors is then that we are 
members of the British Commonwealth, and 
there is no indication that there is any desire on 
the  part of any considerable group of Canadians 
t o  cease being a member. We are both a member 
of the  Commonwealth and a virtually independ- 
e n t  nation. Until 1914 we were a British Dommion 
in name, but virtually a colony and our foreign 
policy was dictated by Downing Street. If Great 
B r ~ t a i n  went to war we were automatically 
involved without inquiring what it was all about. 
So when Great Britain went to war, Canada loy- 
ally joined In and gave some six hundred thou- 
sand troops, and with sixty thousand killed, paid 
t h e  price in that dmster along with the other 
natlons. 

By reason of its participation, Canada emerged 
from that great fire and testing, a nation for the 
first time, and our position as such was recog- 
nized by our participation in the war cabinet, by 
our being recognized as a separate nation a t  the 
peace conference, and by our becoming a member 
of the League of Nations. Since then that posi- 
t ~ o n  of Canada has been recognized by the famous 
Balfour Declaration of 1926, and Liven statuary 
recognit~on in the Statute of Westminster in 
1932. Despite what some constitutional and 
international lawyers might say, Canada is in 
actual fact a nation. That means that we would 
not participate in any war anywhere in the world 
without deciding to do so through our own Ca- 
nadian representatives. 

In other words, we might, I think we would, 
go to war if Great Britain was involved on a 
question of principle or fighting for her self- 
defense. But whether we did or not is a matter 
which would be decided by Canada - unless the 
enemy had something to say about it. 

The second factor which d~fferentiates our 
position from yours is our membership in the 
League of Nations. It is almost true to say that 
we joined the League of Nat~ons for the same 
reason that you stayed out. You stayed out of 
the League because it interfered with your free- 
dom, w ~ t h  your sovereignty. We went in bewr~se 
it recognized our sovereignty. By the-fact of your 
withdrawal you left Canada holding the North 
American bag so that  Canada has sometimes a t  
Geneva represented you and pour opinion a t  least 
as much as she did her own. In any event Canada 
has consistently adopted an attitude which per- 
haps the United States would have taken had she 
joined the League, and very little different from 
the attitude which the United States has taken 
outside the League. 

In 1920 Canada opposed discussing the dis- 
tribution of raw material and spoke in favor of 
emasculating Article X of the Covenant. In 1922 
we opposed theDraft Treaty of Mutual Assistance 
and in 1924 we opposed the Protocol. In 1932 we 
held the scales evenly between Japan and China. 
In 1935 our Government repudiated the act of her 
representation in proposing that sanctions be 
made effective against Italy. Our record is un- 
equalled from the point of view of doing every- 
thing in our power towards weakening the League, 
and preventing it from being an Instrument of 
international order. We have done that consist- 
ently, whether consciously or unconsciously be- 
cause it reflects our North American attitude. 

Thus we might say there has been In Canada 
generally threeviews as to foreign policy: One, the 
policy of isolation, two, the British, or ae it ir 
sometimes incorrectly called, the imperialiut 
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policy, and three, the collectivist policy which 
supports the Leagueof Nations. Now, t he  strange 
thing is this, that I like a number of other Ca- 
nadians sincerely believe that the  only way of 
preserving the British Commonwealth of nations 
as it stands today, the only way I believe, of pre- 
serving the Canadian Confederation a s  it stands 
today, is to preserve peace. If you think of South 
America and the Irish Free State forming a part 
of the British Commonwealth today, I think you 
will recognize that only through the League of 
Nations can a common policy be found which will 
link the various nations, and their common inter- 
ests to the Commonwealth. This realization has 
induced a great number of Canadians, who would 
otherwise support either the isolation o r  imperial- 
ist policy, to support the League of Nations as 
being the only instrument in the world today that 
can solve the Canadian dilemma. For that  reason 
we have supported the League of Nations and its 
principles, but because we can't escape from our 
North American attitude, we have supported it 
ineffectively. When today we North Americans 
recognize that the League has failed we should not 
throw all the blame on those old "effete" nations 
of Europe. You have your share because you did 
not join the League, and we have ours. 

The  League has failed on two occasions: Man- 
churia and Ethiopia. But those failures don't 
mean the League is a failure. The  League of Na- 
tions stands today ready to be used, with ita 
principles, still embodying the greatest concep- 
tion for a system of international order ever given 
t o  the  world by any group of statesmen, and it 
still stands there to be used. The question is, when 
will it be used? 

We have been too optimistic about the possi- 
b i l~ ty  of world peace, much too optimistic. I re- 
member that after the World War most of us eat 
back and thought, we have won the  war which 
was "a war t o  end war", a war " to make the world 
safe for democracy", to do this that  and theother 
thing. So having won the war we sa t  back and 
did nothing, but let the politicians and diplomats, 
brought up in a different era, t r y  to work the 
new post-war world with old pre-war tricks. No 
wonder the League of Nations was never given a 
chance to work. But it almost worked despite that. 

Think of it, for the first time in t he  history of 
the world fifty-two r~ationsagreed in condemning 
a great power for its action. Fifty-two nations 
agreed rapidly and unanimously t o  d o  somethirrg 
about it, and they did But they miscalculated, 
and so Italy got away with the  most flagrant 
breach of international obligations in modern 
history. I have been known to be a supporter of 
the  League, and now when I meet my hard-boiled 
friends they kid me by asking "Where ie your 

League now?" and I answer them by saying, 
"The League has failed, we have failed, but do 
you feel any safer on that account?" Do you 
Americans or do any people throughout the world 
feel any aafer because the League of Nations has 
failed? 

Now we havea challenge. We have t o  work and 
work hard again, but we don't have t o  start from 
the beginning. We bave the League and we 
have seen that it can work, and I think we have 
seen ways in which it can be made to work in the  
future. But it is going to be a much slower job 
than any of us had anticipated. We thought we 
could do in fifteen years what Christianity failed 
to do in two thousand years. The  Kellogg Pact 
renounced war only eight years ago. You can't 
change things quite so rapidly -but wealmost 
did. 

How does that concern you in the United 
States? You are safe, you think, but if so you are 
behaving in a very, very curious way. I suppose 
you have the largest bill for armaments in the 
history of your country one of the largest in the  
world. You are spending over a b~llion dollars, 
for what? Defence, against whom? You scern t o  
me to be spending a billion dollars because you 
think you will be drawn into a world war. 

"Who desires peace, let him prepare for war." 
I t  is the good old argument which Britnin and 
Germany and all the other nations made before 
the war. The origin of the saying rs obscure, but 
certainly it appeared on t he  facade of the old 
ministry of war in Vienna - a very suitable place 
for such a legend because, a s  we know, it is the 
best slogan the armament manufacturers ever 
had. Now, what is the truth? It is, I think, stated 
by General Sir Frederick Maurice, sometime Chief 
of the General Staff during the War, whcn he said, 
"I  used to believe that if you wanted peace you 
must prepare for war. Now I have come to  believe 
that if you prepare for war thoroughly and em- 
ciently you will get war." 

Armament and defense have little to do wilh 
each other today. I think that  is becoming more 
evident each day. Arms are no defence against 
war iteelf. Is a policy of isolation plus arms a good 
defence? I suggest to you that this  policy of 
neutrality, your policy of isolation, is a good thing 
to have in the statute books, but it won't work 
and it never has worked. It didn't work in 1914 
and so far as I know the policy of isolation has 
not worked any time you could possibly have 
been involved in a foreign wai . In the last hundred 
years you have fought, I suppose, fifty or sixty 
wars, not one of them in the  territory of the 
United States. 

They built a great army and navy t o  de- 
fend Britain's Shores and during the last thou- 
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sand years they have been involved in war every 
few years and fought in every country in the 
world except two - Greenland and Great Brit- 
ain. I suggest that the only way in which you or 
any other nation in the world can secure itself 
today is by common collective defense - collec- 
tive security. I recognize that it is politically 
impossible for the United States t o  join the 
League of Nations and I don't suggest it. It isn't 
wen necessary. But I do suggest this, that in 
your policy and in your thought, you must come 
to recognize that you have the responsibility that 
comes from power and that you, yourselves, can't 
live by yourselves in the world today. You have 
got to recognize that any war, in which Great 
Britain is involved, is a world war, and any war 
which is a world war will involve the United 
States, whether it likes it or not. So I suggest, in 
the words of our own Minister of Justice, the true 
answer is this, "the only way to avoid war is to 
prevent it." And I add the only way to prevent it 
is to recognize realistically that conditions in this 
country and yours and in every country today, 
demand that we pool our mxurity and cdperate 
in a world which demands co6peration. 

It is extraordinary the degree today in which 
our lives are interwoven, how really interde- 
pendent we are. As Dr. Delisle Bums said: Think 
of this land and what has been used to make it, 
Brazilian coffee, Australian mutton, your corn, 
our wheat, we are all a composite of the result of 
international interchange, but we still think na- 
tionally. We still have that excessive form of 
nationalism which is so recent a product in the 
world. Love of country, patriotism, that is quite 
a different thing, but I say that until we recognize 
how interdependent we are, until we stop acting 
like idiots, we, you in your country and we in ours, 
almost as much as those people in Europe, are 
rushing like swine possessed of devils to destruc- 
tion. 

Face the facts as they stand today. They show 
how desperately the world is once again waiting 
for a great lead. Great Britain gave that lead on 
September 12th to the League of Nations as a 
result of her peace ballot. She followed it up with 
leading the way to the imposition of sanctions. 
But then she slipped and since then the nations of 

Europe have been slipping back into the old pre- 
war race of armaments. Their well-nigh desperate 
peoples are waiting for a lead, and the only coun- 
try strong enough or powerful enough or idealistic 
enough to give that lead to the world today is the 
United States. And it can do it so easily, not by 
committing herself to entangling alliances, but by 
suggesting, before it is too late, that the nations 
have a world conference to discuss together ques- 
tions affecting the peace of the world, to discuas 
armaments and a t  least agree to stop the increase. 
To discuss the distribution of raw materials and 
colonies - to discuss sore spots and various 
means of relieving pressure and to discuss re- 
gional problems and to reiich an understanding to 
preserve peace by collective action. 

It is possible that the world may still be induced 
to go back t o  the path that it has followed and 
resume the march of civilization. But if it doesn't, 
where do we end up? Surely we all know as 
Stanley Baldwin said four years ago, that another 
war like the last one would see the end of the 
civilization we know. Are we going to let that go 
on? We, people like yourselves and ourselves, so 
that we are left perhaps the only country able to 
carry on the spark of civilization? No! It is up to 
us by reason of our very freedom and security 
and of your power to fan the flame of hope. You 
Americans have the opportunity today of giving 
that great lead, and I think humanity looks to 
you to lift it from its present morass. 

The burden of stirring up our governments to 
action in these days falls on each one of us. It 
was shown in Great Britain in an  unmistakable 
fashion that today private opinion can become 
public policy. Responsibility lies not only on the 
leaders but aleo on the common people in every 
civilized and democratic country to see that their 
nations don't go on drifting, drifting, drifting on 
to war. Civilization is challenged as never before 
and there is only one cause for hope, and that  is 
that people like yourselves and ourselves are 
thinking about this as they have never done be- 
fore. In all countries of the world movements are 
going on, the ferment of intelligence is working 
like yeast in the minds of masses of people, and we 
may hope that  that peace which we really know 
will come in time - will come "in o h  time." 
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The Economic Library and Fundamental Books 
By Robert L. SmiihlG, New York 

B USINESS, as we know it, is an important 
tool for the sustaining of our economic life. 

The history, the philosophy and the technique of 
business are profoundly realistic. Redism is often 
more remarkable than romance and for a well- 
trained mind, not trying to escape from reality 
and not afraid of it, economics and business are 
faecinating t o  a remarkabledegree. It is especially 
pleasant t o  touch upon the subject of books with 
this group of special librarians which comes into 
contact with books, which likes books and ap- 
preciates them. Others are forced to devote their 
interests t o  facts, immed~ate facts, ephemeral 
facts, dry facts culled from trade publications, 
government documents and corporate reports. 
Thisgroup, however, isinterested in the parentage 
of business books and in their growth t o  adoles- 
cence. 

Although libraries have been traced back t o  
about the year 3000 B.C. in Egypt, we find no 
mention specifically of books on business. We get 
the first glimpse of economics in the Code of 
Hammurabi about 2250 n.c. In this famous code, 
in addition t o  many sumptuary laws, we find 
business data. This code was the  direct ancestor 
of the now defunct N.R.A. During the Feudal 
Age of Egypt there were many fine libraries 
which were owned by the feudal barons. T h e  
books in those libraries told how people thought, 
how they lived and how they traded. They were 
rolls of papyrus, packed in jars and labeled. 

At about the same time in Babylon (2300 
B.c.) there have been discovered clay tablet books 
describing the bookkeeping records of the times. 
"It was a t  this time," wrote Dr. James H. 
Breasted, "that many of the business forms which 
we still useand which make business transactions 
a matter of record arose for the  first time. Thus  
grew up businesa and social customs, especially 
business credit." Unfortunately there is no record 
of a special librarian for these clay books. 

In the next glimpse down the  ages we reach t he  
era of Ashur-bani-pal (The Greek Sardanapalus) 
whose library was discovered about 1850 a t  
Nineveh. I t  was collected about 650 B.C. These 
2200 clay tablets are now in the British Museum 
and cover a variety of subjects on state affairs 
(economics) in addition to religious, scientific and 
literary classifications. 

I t  was not until the age of Pericles in Greece 
that books became important. The intellectual 
group began collecting at this period. Space was 

1 I *  

provided in the homes which held rows of baskets 
of cylindrical shape on shelves. The average book 
was about 160 feet long consisting of one roll of 
papyrus. All reading was done in the daytime and 
the majority of books were on instruction in 
rhetoric, mathematics and the gods. However, 
one cook book has been located which hardly 
required a special librarian for the job. The first 
library founded and supported by a Greek gov- 
ernment had been formed by the city of Heraclea 
about 350 n.c. No mention is made of the classifi- 
cation but  from a knowledge of Greek civilization 
it is not too much to suppose that this library 
contained some works on trade, commerce and 
government. 

Aristotle is known to  have possessed a very 
extensive prlvate library and it is not too much 
to conjecture t ha t  this library was highly spe- 
cialized in books on government, politics and 
science. But after Aristotle's pupil, Alexander 
The Great, died and  the known world was divided 
among his generals, library science leaped to the 
front in importance. The  Ptolemys' library a t  
Alexandria and t h e  one established a t  Museum 
surpassed all t h e  known libraries of antiquity. 
Ptolemy 11's era introduced the profession of 
catalogumg and of classification. Zenodotus of 
Ephesus is the first accredited librar~an. Under 
his guidance over half a million rolls and later 
seven hundred thousand rolls - or volumes - 
were catalogued and classified. The actual cata- 
logue was made under the supervision of Calle- 
machus. He listed all the known books of value 
both by titleaand by authors. Thisgreat catalogue 
filled 120 books or sections. Unfortunately all wae 
destroyed in t he  great fire. 

I t  was not until 120 B.C. that Dionysius wrote 
the first Greek grammar and, following this be- 
ginning, dictionaries were made for the purpose 
of translation. 

About 1915, C. E. Boyd wrote a book entitled 
"Public Libraries and Literary Culture in 
Ancient Rome." I t  is really remarkable how 
libraries grew along with civilization and culture. 
From 200 B.c. in Rome to the Age of Augustus, 
publishers made books in vast quant~tles. The 
slaves were t h e  copyists and the Roman con- 
querers brought back wagon and boat loads of 
books from Macedonia and Asia as well as from 
Africa. Wealthy Romans prov~ded library rooms 
in all their houses, but  there were no early public 
libraries. Augustus was the first to establish these 
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and his two establishments finally contained the 
bulk of the books of the world. Alexandria had 
been destroyed. Quite naturally a large portion 
of this collection was of the nature of specla1 
library material. Claudius wrote his history from 
the records of these libraries. This impetus con- 
tinued and in Trajan's new forum were two fa- 
mous collections In special buildings. One held the 
books written in Greek and the other those 
wrrtten in Latin. Libraries spread all over the 
empire, maintained by the state, and the profes- 
slon of librarian was defin~tely establ~shed. 
Later, after the dismemberment of the Roman 
Empire, library leadership returned to Athens. 
Librar~es were not apprecrated by the barbarians. 
The Dark Ages came and books were destroyed 
wherever found. 

Then came the golden age of Mahomet! While 
Western Europe and Asia remained in darkness, 
the Saracens swept over the civilized earth and, 
after their swift victory, settled down to learning 
and t o  culture. This was the golden age of the 
librarian. Only the greatest minds and best 
educated were given these positions of trust. A 
librarian had a soc~al caste close to the caliphate. 
"To every mosque was attached a school; wazirs 
vied with thew masters in establishing public 
libraries, endowing colleges. Men of learning 
took precedence over all others; honours and 
riches were showered upon them, they were 
appointed to the government of provinces." 

This lrterary supremacy lasted from 700 t o  
1200 A.D. The Abbasides in Asia Minor brought 
the Greekclassics back to life. One private library 
of a doctor a t  Bokhara was too large for 400 
camels to transport. Bagdad had an immense 
I~brary. Another branch of the Saracens, the 
Ornmiades, established a library a t  Cordova 
consistmg of over 600,000 volumes which were 
put into bibliographical records in 44 large 
volumes. 

The third branch, the Fatmites in Egypt, 
outdid their brethren. Their greatest library was 
again a t  Alexandria. I t  contained a special section 
for books relatmg to arts and manufactures. 
Here is the great ancestor of the business branch 
of the public l~brary and the economic section of 
the university library. 

Although Charlemagne called themtelligentsia 
to his court in the latter part of the eighth cen- 
tury, they must have been an ignorant lot com- 
pared with their contemporary brethren a t  
Bagdad. There were no ancestors of the special 
librarians a t  the Court of Charlemagne. The 
monasterial libraries had no demand for special 
librarians. It was not until the redevelopment of 
credit instruments that we find the possibility of 

a special librarian job in sight. If you should read 
Professor Cheney's recent book, "The Dawn of a 
New Era 1200 to 1450," you would appreciate the 
quick growth of business as a profession. But 
even then you would have had a long wait for a 
job. The first job available would have been to 
work for Cosimo de Medici. The Medici were 
among the first of the great families of business. 
Cosimo saved records, had books written, main- 
tained a statistical library and a commercial spy 
service only surpassed later by the Fuggers. He 
and his descendants began great private I~braries, 
first a t  Ven~ce and later a t  Florence. Most of the 
Medici books on business were collected by Mr. 
H. Gordon Selfrrdge, the English Merchant, and 
are now in the collection of the Businese Hiatori- 
cal Soaety a t  the Baker Library. 

There is no need to chronicle the modern 
history. You have all seen the products of the 
thousands and thousands of writers. They have 
multiplied so rapidly that specialists are neces- 
sary to care for each classification. You are these 
specialists. 

Strangely enough, the character and type of 
book which you as librarians of business-econom- 
ics put on your shelves is determined by the 
character of the general literature of the age. 
The type of biography, the particular interpreta- 
tion of historical bwks, the particular emphasis 
gwen to romances dealing with sociological and 
domestic themes, the subject matter and meter 
of the poetry, and the elasticity or narrowness of 
theological books - these forecast just what you 
will put on your shelves and indicate the approach 
of a revolution. During the past fifty years the 
economic equilibrium has been thrown out of 
adjustment t o  an alarmrng degree, just as it has 
been thrown out in former times. The misuse of 
credit, the overbearing greed of capitalists, the 
wily machinations of trade unions, the unfor- 
tunate inadequacy of distributive facilities, the 
changing of forms of government, and the acme 
of the rise of nationalism are illustrations of this 
unbalanced economic equ~lrbrium 

George Soule in his " Coming American Revolu- 
tion" ably describes this interesting influence of 
literature. He says that the first signal of the 
passing of a rulmg class is the desertion of them by 
the intell~gentsra. The intelligentsia may or may 
not be right from the economic viewpoint, but 
their desertion of an existing regme 1s a definite 
forecast of change. Dostoievsky, Turgenev, 
Gorki and others preceded the Russian Revolu- 
tion Rousseau, Diderot and the Encyclopedists 
were barely published before the cataclysm of the 
French Revolution. Ben Jonson, William Shake- 
speare and Edmund Spenser carried through the 














































































