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The Communists Programs

     Unlike an honorable academic reward, the reliability of Steinbeck’s writing is very low.  My claim is that John Steinbeck could not tell the differences among the Chinese farming labor-workers and the 1930s’ farming labor-workers.  In his article, “The Crisis in Agriculture”, Steinbeck actually was talking about “the crisis in union organization”.
  He was sad about that the Chinese, Japanese, Philippinos, were striking unsuccessfully in the past.  He said,

… many thousands of Chinese and some Hindus who had been imported for the work.  At about the same time the increase of fruit crops, with their heavy seasonal need for pickers, created a demand for this mass of cheap labor.

The article was published on September 12, 1936, with its topic “Dubious Battle in California” in The Nation.  The subject of the article was the 1930s farming labor-workers, but he actually was talking about the 1870s’ industrial labor workers.  And, the Chinese labor workers whom he refers to were the Chinese railroad workers after 1869.  A Californian history shows, since the complete of transcontinental railroad, most of the Chinese were hired by the agencies of industrial factories.  Those Chinese who worked in the fields were few.  Around the time of the Chinese Exclusion Act 1882 to 1887, in 5 years, the Chinese workers in Santa Clara had dropped, from 3,000 people to only 10.
  More than 90% of the Chinese labor-worker had fled back to their homeland, in China, with their managers of agency.  What John Steinbeck had written in the next sentence of the same paragraph was very different from the historical records had shown.  Steinbeck said in the next sentence: “These people, however, did not long remain on the land.  They migrated to the cities, rented small plots of land there…”  The next ethnic group Steinbeck picked up was Japanese, Steinbeck thought that the Chinese and the Japanese were about the equal powerless strikers, as he said continually, 

To take the place of Chinese, the Japanese were encouraged to come into California; and they even more than the Chinese, showed an ability not only to obtain land for their subsistence but to organize.  The ‘Yellow Peril’ agitation was the result.

The article also mentioned about Philippinos, Mexicans, Okies.  Steinbeck made no differences to the various ethnic groups.  In my opinion, the Japanese, of course, were not going to do the strike.  As I know, the Japanese were the loyalists.  But, the Chinese did strikes and ran away.  There was a style of Philippion-strikers, and there was another style of Mexican-chicken-strikers.  Steinbeck thought the 1930s’ agricultural labor workers in Salinas were about the same like the 1870s’ industrial labor workers.  He imposed that the federal relief programs should be able to equalize the living standards of agricultural worker.  Even, Herbert Hoover would have disagreed with it; for Hoover thought, there was no single federal solution for all if he had to talk to Steinbeck face by face.  Hoover said:

Does anyone believe that with the interference of the Congress and the storms of a free press any government can impose discipline and follow a consistent and undeviating course in directing the activities of 125,000,000 highly diversified people?  Because such a course is impossible Fascism and Sovietism have suppressed both free speech and representative government…

John Steinbeck would have hated me to analyze his writings as the above if alive, today, as a denying the knowledge of history.  All have something to say about John Steinbeck: Steinbeck was a Marxism, he had little knowledge about the Californian farming labor-workers, and he was a great speaker that he wrote a logical and valid novel, titled The Grapes of Wrath.
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