
I never knew Mourn Dudberg but I understand she was of the nobility, a baro ess. 

She reportea: was also the 4tress of all the groat men of that era she could thke to 

bed. A friend of mine who laze.; them both told me that she was J. Arthur R 4 s brains. al1  

Does hot pants by a timan of the pr nobility make her/a spy? For the Communists? 

From your listing of them it appears that the sick-in-the-head Koch was not so 

sick ho did not restrict. his slanders to those safely dead. 

For some, I suppone, the Cold War will never'end. 

lir. David Ignatius 
The Washington Post 
1150 15 St., 111 
Washington, DC 20071 

Dear Mr. Ignatius, 

2/6/94 

Reading your review 0E "D)ublc itivcs"reminds me of your interest in Am how thingd 

were in those days of which tds reincarnation of idartin Dien fantasizes. 

He h.cc as Stalinintn ;me of that era's strongest anti-Stalinists and some who were 

endlessly criticized by them. 

The Stalinists hated tir: anarchists, which in what Sacco and Vanzetti were. Felix 

Fhankfurter, who was stronly anti-Communist, was-7151Wleader of their defense. That 
A 

committee's information officer was the Gardner Jackson you quote Koch} as saying,"may 

well have guided (Dorothy)Parke/toward what seems to have been her secret membership in 

the Communist Party."I knew "Pat" Jackson very well. He - was as anti-Communist and 

as any liberal t ever laiwa. And when knew hibm ho was a legislative representative for 

one of the strongest anti-Conimunists of that era, John L. Lewis. 

Dos Passos and Gide were constantly criticized by the Cdmmunists. 

There was no "literary cult associated with the Spanish Civil War," which was 

actually a fascidt revolution against a democratically elected government. Thegse who 

supported the legal, elected government covered the political spectrum and were anti-

fascists, not pro-Stalinists, which a few may have been among literary figures, tgt 
most. And was being an anti-fascist "a cultural obsession(s) of that era"? 

Sincerely, 

V (ILA 
Harold Weisberg 
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1  N
 D

O
U

B
L

E
 L

IV
E

S, Stephen K
och tack-

les one of the darker subjects of m
odern 

cultural history: the rom
ance of intellec-

tuals in E
urope and A

m
erica w

ith the 
com

m
unist left in the 1920s and '30s. T

he 
novelty of his book is that he attem

pts to tell 
this tale as a spy story—

alleging that som
e of 

the m
ost prom

inent literary figures of the cen-
tury w

ere dupes of S
talin's espionage net-

w
ork. 
A

m
ong the nam

es w
oven through K

och's 
account are B

ertolt B
recht, A

ndre G
ide, L

il-
lian H

ellthan, E
rnest H

em
ingw

ay, A
ndre M

al-
raux, D

orothy P
arker and John D

os P
assos. 

H
e argues that all of them

—
to greater and 

lesser degrees, w
ittingly or unw

ittingly—
w

ere used by the com
m

unist apparatus to cre-
ate a cultural environm

ent in the W
est that 

w
ould enhance Soviet interests. 

 
K

och also seeks to 'underm
ine the m

oral 
justification offered by the com

m
unist intel-

lectuals—
that they w

ere the only political 
force that stood against fascism

 in E
urope. 

K
och argues that H

itler and S
talin w

ere ac-
tually colluding as early as the R

eichstag Fire 
trial in 1933, and that S

talin supported the ' 
R

epublicans in Spain only to better put him
self 

in the position of selling them
 out. T

he intel-
lectuals of the L

eft, he contends, w
ere all used 

in a cynical cam
paign of lies. 

T
his is an am

bitious task, to say theleast-
this sort, of cultural history as conspiracy the- 

D
avid Ignatius is an assistant m

anaging ed-
itor of T

he W
ashington P

ost H
is new

 novel, 
. "The B

ank of F
ear," w

ill be published in June. 

O
ry—

and for all its valuable insights, D
ouble 

Lives suffers from
 the problem

 w
ith conspir-

acy theories generally: T
he investigative de-

tails necessary to m
ake the story convincing 

are too often sim
ply confusing. A

lso uncon-
vincing is K

och's thriller-style w
riting, w

hich 
on occasion w

ould em
barrass--even a tub-

thum
per like R

obert L
udlum

. 
K

o
ch

 is at h
is b

est in
 raisin

g
 th

e larg
er 

question of how
 intellectual snobbery and 

trendiness shaped cultural life in the interw
ar 

period. W
here did the "received ideas" of that 

tim
e, the ideas that all "right-thinking" and 

"progressive" people believed, actually com
e 

from
? W

hy did intellectuals rally so autom
at-

ically to the "adversary culture" that sought to 
subvert the institutions of bourgeois E

urope 
that gave them

 their freedom
? K

och's answ
er 

is that to a surprising extent, the received 
ideas of the left w

ere secretly generated by 
Stalin's propagenda m

achine. 
K

och presents som
e devastating evidence 

of the gullibility (and w
orse) of the left intel-

lectuals of the 1930s. H
e notes that, after the 

H
itler-S

talin P
act of 1939, the H

ollyw
ood 

A
nti-N

azi.L
eague im

m
ediately renam

ed itself 
the H

ollyw
ood L

eague for D
em

ocratic-A
ction. 

A
nd he quotes L

illian H
ellm

an's com
m

ent at 
the tim

e of the S
oviet invasion of F

inland: "I 
don't believe in that fine, loveable little R

e-
p
u
b
lic o

f F
in

lan
d
 th

at ev
ery

b
o
d
y
 g

ets so
 

w
eepy about. I've been there, and it looks like 

a pro-N
azi little republic to m

e." 
D

ouble Lives is structured loosely—
very 

loosely, unfortunately—
around the story of 

the C
om

intere's leading propagandist, W
illi 

M
unzenberg. H

e - is indeed a fascinating sub-
ject for biography: W

hile in his m
id-tw

enties, 
M

unzenberg w
orked w

ith L
enin and T

rotsky 
during their pre-revolutionary days in S

w
it-

zerland; he w
ent on to becom

e a leading com
-

m
unist publisher and R

eichstag, m
em

ber in 
W

eim
ar G

erm
any before fleeing to F

rance in 
1933; from

 Paris, he directed w
hat K

och says 
w

as a netw
ork of front groups, book clubs and 

literary salons all secretly dedicated to the 
greater glory of Joseph Stalin. 

A
dding to the M

unzenberg intrigue is the 
riddle of his death. L

ike so m
any of the early 

L
eninists, he becam

e a target of S
talin's se-

cret service follow
ing the P

urge T
rials that 

began in 1935. H
e finally m

ade a decisive 
break w

ith M
oscow

 after the H
itler-Stalin pact 

in 1939 and fled P
aris a few

 m
onths later as 

the N
azis w

ere preparing to m
arch in. H

e w
as 

trying to escape to S
w

itzerland in O
ctober 

1940 w
hen he w

as found dead, w
ith a noose 

around his neck, in a forest in southeastern 
F

rance—
an apparent suicide, but K

och sus-
pects he w

as a victim
 of Stalin's assassins. 

A
ccording to K

och, M
unzenberg's hand is 

evident in m
any of the great cultural obses-

sions of the period: the S
acco-V

anzetti trial, 
the S

cottsboro B
oys, E

uropean pacifism
, the 

F
rench avant-garde, the literary cult associ-

ated w
ith the Spanish C

ivil W
ar. H

e also links 
M

unzenberg to the notorious Soviet spy rings: 
the C

am
bridge circle of Philby, B

urgess, M
ac-

lean and B
lunt; and the A

m
erican netw

ork 
that allegedly included W

hittaker C
ham

bers, 
A

lger H
iss and N

oel Field. 
D

ouble Lives m
ight have succeeded better if 

K
och had stuck m

ore closely to the story of 
M

unzenberg's life. Instead, the book jum
ps 

back and forth m
addeningly betw

een M
unzen-

berg, an operative from
 P

rague nam
ed O

tto 
K

atz, and various obscure H
ungarians. T

he 
problem

 here is that the evidence of real es-
pionage tends to involve the bit players—

not 
the literary giants w

ho are w
oven through the 

-b
o

o
k

. T
h

e effect is a b
it lik

e a p
aro

d
y

 o
f 

Shakespeare in w
hich kings and gravediggers 

are constantly racing on and offstage so quick-
ly that the audience forgets w

ho did w
hat. 

K
och's book is also w

eakened by w
hat 

m
ight be called the aha! reflex. H

e is so eager 
to gather his evidence against Stalin's hench-
m

en that his prose style occasionally over-
heats, producing M

ickey S
pillanesque para-

graphs like these:-"S
o it seem

ed. E
xcept that 



FROM 'DOUBLE LIVES 

From left: H.G. Wells, Maxim Gorky, and Moura Budberg, the spy both writers loved 

nothing was as it seemed." Who indeed?" "Not 
altogether so." "And yet, and yet . . ." 

A more serious problem is Koch's tendency 
to overreach his sources. He is so intent on 
weaving his conspiracy theory that he gets 
impatient with the still-inconclusive historical 
record. Thus his repeated use of phrases like 
"may well" or "seems plain" or "almost certain-

) ly" to strongly suggest something he can't 
prove. 

N MAKING his case against the writer 
Dorothy Parker, for example, he says of a 

e4 	leftist named Gardner Jackson: "It may 
well have been he who guided Parker 

r toward what seems to have been her secret 
u membership in the Communist party." 
J One particularly annoying use of this "may 
t well" business involves an American journalist 
) named Vincent Sheean, whom Koch links to 
W Communist efforts to manipulate the writer 
ii Sinclair Lewis and his journalist wife, Dorothy 

Thompson. He writes: "Sheean was a fellow 
e traveller very much mixed up in the Munzen-
it 

berg operation. He was certainly an instru-
ment of its manipulations of Lewis and 
Thompson, although the precise state of his 
innocence then or later is hard to gauge." 

The suspicion that Koch is talking through 
his hat is reinforced a paragraph later when he 
writes: "Sheean may have been more or less 
innocent." 

Evidence-wise, that is more or less outra-
geous. And passages like these make the read-
er suspicious about Koch's more important 
arguments, such as his account of how Ernest 
Hemingway was manipulated by Comintern 
agents in Spain during the Civil War. 

A final problem with Double Lives is that by 
focusing on the perfidy of the Communists and 
their fellow traveler, Koch cuts short his ex-
amination of why intellectuals are so easily led 
in the first place. Intellectual faddism is an 
almost constant feature of modern life, on the 
right as well as the left. Received ideas, from 
"supply-side economics" to "politically correct" 
speech codes, are spouted everyday by people 
who should know_ better. Unfortunately, we 
can't blame Stalin for our folly. 	 ■ 


