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Dr. Bocock's Service 
By adopting as “findings of fact” 

the conclusions of its subcommittee 
which investigated Gallinger Hos- 

pital, the Senate District Committee 
has destroyed whatever value might 
lie in Dr. Edgar A. Bocock's con- 

tinued service there as superin- 
tendent. 

This has nothing to do with the 
value of Dr. Bocock's past services 
to the hospital and to the com- 

munity, which began sixteen years 
ago today. That stands for itself 
and cannot be destroyed. He was 

largely instrumental in developing 
Gallinger from the “alms’ house,” 
which he found when he came here, 
into the excellent municipal hospital 
which it is today, only recently able 
to acquire the solid foundations on 

! 

which to build Its future growth. 
This failure to take into considera- 

tion Dr. Bocock's real achievements 
In the recommendation for his dis- 
missal now is as out of focus and 
as ill considered as the “findings of 
fact” on which the recommendation 
is based. He happens to be the 
logical victim, and no doubt he will 
have to pay the price. But to those 
who have made an effort to weigh 
the nature of the damaging evidence 
against him and his hospital as 

against the evidence in their favor 
which was discarded, or belittled, it 
Is impossible to escape the conviction 
that the findings of the investigators 
are exaggerated and the recommen- 
dations are unjust. 

The Gallinger investigation was 
authorized by a Senate resolution 
which, as amended, provided that 
the committee, or subcommittee, 
“shall call upon the United States 
Public Health Service for such pro- 
fessional, technical or other as- 
sistance as it may deem necessary 
for the purpose of the investiga- 
tion.” But the commendatory testi- 
mony of the Public Health Service 
Assistant Surgeon General was 

ignored in the report; the testi- 
mony of a Government hospital ex- 

pert was ignored; the testimony of 
distinguished surgeons and doctors 
who practice at Gallinger was never 

sought. As a whole, the “findings of 
fact” were in themselves contradic- 
tory to the testimony of these ex- 

perts. 
The results of the investigation do 

not win confidence of those sin- 
cerely Interested In Gallinger. The 
recommendation for Dr. Bocock’s 
discharge is a cynical commentary 
on reward for successful public 
service. But they obviously have 
denied any opportunity for Dr. 
Bocock to continue his services as 

superintendent with any hope of 
benefiting the hospital. The job now 
becomes one of reconstruction. 

The British Broadcasting Company 
1 

has advised the Belgians to “get 
ready to help when the Allied armies 
arrive.” Ditto: The Dutch. French, 
Danes. Norwegians, Greeks, Yugo- 
slavs, Albanians and practically all 
the other peoples of Europe. 

A Sharp Rebuke 
The sharp language used by Sec- 

retary of State Hull in rebuking 1 

Senator Butler of Nebraska for the 
latter's attack on the good neighbor 
policy doubtless was intended for 
Latin American as well as domestic 
consumption. 

It hardly need be said that the 1 

Butler statement was in the nature 
of a personal affront to Mr. Hull. 
The good neighbor policy has been 
largely his creation, and it has 
served this country well. Natu- 
rally, the Secretary was personally 
offended by the timing and the 
tone of the charges made by Senator 
Butler. It is reasonable to assume, 
however, that Secretary Hull was j 
moved by more than purely personal 
feeling in denouncing the criticism j 
as being replete with “inaccuracies, 
fallacies, misstatements and gross ! 
misrepresentations." The vigor of 
this language suggests that he was 

deeply concerned at the possible 
damage done to the good neighbor j 
policy itself, and that he was deter- 
mined to reassure the Latin Ameri- 
can countries that this Govern- 
ment’s attitude toward them would 
not be influenced in any way be- i 
cause of the attack made by the 
Nebraska Senator. 

Whether he will be successful in 
this effort remains to be seen. Sec- 
retary Hull's statement was predi- 
cated on the report made to the 
Senate by Senator McKellar. Ac- 
cording to this report, the total of all 
American expenditures in Latin 
America and all loans since 1939 Is 
something less than $3,000,000,000. 
Senator Butler had placed this over- 
all figure at $6,000,000,000, and had 
Implied that a large part of it waa 

wastefully spent. 
This was denied by both Senator 

McKellar and Secretary Hull, and 
It seems highly probable that Sena- 
tor Butler was grossly in error. The 
latter insists that he was right, how- 
ever, and promises to submit "in- 
dependent” proof to support the ac- 

curacy of his figures. This means 
that the controversy is not yet at an 

end, but the sooner it can be dis- 
posed of the better it will be. Enough 
harm has been done already. 

Another Body Blow 
It will be a national' calamity of 

the first magnitude if the five oper- 
ating railroad brotherhoods stick to 
their decision to strike December 30. 

.The strike would cripple the Nation, 
paralyze transportation, slow down 
or close war industries for lack of 
fuel and materials. The National 
Mediation Board exhausted its own 
normal resources weeks ago, although 
it continues to work for a settlement 
of the wage dispute that has been 
hanging fire nearly a year. The 
processes prescribed by the Railway 
Labor Act have been followed by the 
unions in pressing their wage de- 
mands. The biggest stumbling block 
to additional concessions to the 350,- 
000 train, engine and yard men is the 
administration’s stabilization policy, 
a policy designed, at least, to stave 
off another national calamity in the 
form of inflation. 

I he present wage dispute began 
last January, when the unions pre- 
sented their demand for an increase 
of 30 per cent, or $3 a day. Months 
of fruitless negotiation followed and 
President Roosevelt appointed an 

emergency board to study the case. 
This board recommended an award 
of 4 cents an hour—about a tenth of 
the amount sought—but at the same 
time clearly indicated its belief the 
men were entitled to more, explain- 
ing that its findings were governed 
solely by principles laid down earlier 
by Stabilization Director Fred M. 
Vinson in denying an 8-cent hourly 
increase to nonoperating rail workers 
as in violation of the “Little Steel” 
formula. The strike vote followed. 

So, once again, the country Is 
threatened with a tie-up In & vital 
industry—not because of a union’s 
difficulty with management, but in 
protest against a Government policy. 
The unions, of course, denounce un- 

sparingly the “injustice” of the 
"Little Steel” formula and everything 
connected with it. As matters stand 
today, only a modification of that 
policy—another break in the line— 
will prevent the strike. Congress, 
which is threatening to overturn the 
Vinson ruling on nonoperating 
wages, may inject itself into the 
operating case also. But whatever 
is done to satisfy the rail employes 
will be at the expense of the stabil- 
ization program, weakened already 
by concessions to the United Mine 
Workers. i 

In a statement justifying the 
strike, heads of the operating unions 
concede their awareness of “its im- 
mediate effects on a Nation at war” 
but assert that “in the long run such 
action on the part of a large and 
powerful labor group will redound 
both to the military success of the 
war and the present and postwar 
welfare of the common people of 
this Nation.” 

Such sentiments reflect no credit 
on the intelligence of those express- 
ing them. 

The Premier of Bulgaria is sup- 
posed to have let the Allied govern- 
ments know that his government and 
the population of his country now 
realize that the war is “lost.” What 
he should do is to tell Hitler and the 
Germans. 

Eden's Report 
The British parliamentary system 

requires cabinet ministers to report 
any important action of the govern- 
ment in office to the House of Com- 
mons at the earliest practicable 
moment, this report being followed 
by a debate and question period. In 
the absence of Prime Minister Win- 
ston Churchill, who is still engaged 
in diplomatic activities of an un- 

specified character abroad. Foreign 
Secretary Anthony Eden made a 

lengthy address to the House, cover- 

ing all three recent conferences and 
dealing besides with other aspects 
of British foreign policy. 

Mr. Eden disclosed nothing that j 
was really new and kept strictly 
within the limits of official com- 

muniques already issued. However, 
a comprehensive survey by the only 
participant at the Cairo and Tehe- 
ran conferences who has as yet 
spoken publicly on those vital mat- 
ters puts them in due perspective 
and thus clarifies our understanding 
of their reciprocal significance. Mr. 
Eden stated that, while political and 
postwar issues were raised and dis- 
cussed at all the conferences, they 
were primarily concerned with the 
war, and he confidently asserted 
that, as a result of those meetings, 
the war would be shortened and ul- 
timate victory speed^f. 

Like his chief, Mr. Churchill, the 
Foreign Secretary’s attitude was re- 
strained and balanced. When his 
statement that he bore a “message 
of good cheer” evoked applause, he 
cautioned his enthusiastic hearers 
against "easy optimism,” because the 
very magnitude of the plans con- 
certed to beat the enemy “will eall 
for immense effort. * * * For this 
effort we shall need all our strength, 
all our courage and all our unity 
in greater measure than ever 
before.” And he pointed out that 
the same is true of the tremendous 
problems of postwar reconstruction. 
"Victory," he declared, is merely 
“the means to an end,” which is a 

lasting peace. 
To Americans, as to Australians 

and New Zealanders, perhaps the 
most assuring note was that struck 
regarding Britain’s determination 
to do its full share In the war 
against Japan. His uncompromising 
words do much to explain the decla- 
ratioqrpf the first Cairo conference 

between Churchill, Roosevelt and 
Chiang Kai-shek, voicing their un- 
alterable resolve to shatter Japan’s 
ill-gotten empire and reduce that 
chronic aggressor to lasting im- 
potence. 

No Easy Way Out 
Early last September in his em- 

bittered and venom-filled speech on 
Italy’s unconditional surrender, Hit- 
ler made a statement meriting at- 
tention at this time because of its 
direct bearing on the report that 
Bulgaria has approached us in an 
effort to pull itself out of the war 
and that it has been warned by 
Berlin to stop toying with the idea 
or suffer the consequences of strong 
German retaliation. 

Hitler’s September words were 
these: “The measures taken in Italy 
for the safeguard of German in- 
terests are very hard. As far as 

they concern Italy they are already 
being carried out according to plan 
and are successful. The example of 
the treachery of Yugoslavia has 
given us a healthy knowledge 
beforehand. The fate of Italy may 
be a lesson for all of us never to 
forsake honor, not even in an hour 
of most bitter trial or utter dark- 
ness. It will teach us to be faithful 
always to our allies.” 

In saying this, Hitler was address- 
ing himself to his satellites. In 
effect, expressed in the language of 
his real meaning, he was saying: 
“I am going to make Italy pay a 
terrible price for daring to act in its 
own best interests, just as I tore 
Yugoslavia apart for refusing to sell 
out its honor and independence. And 
I am going to do the same thing to 
all within my reach who act con- 

trary to my will. Let the Finns, the 
Hungarians, the Rumanians and the 
liulgars heed my words. If they 
desert me, I will have my revenge on 
them.” 

There can be no doubt that this 
is a matter of high policy with the 
Nazis. As their actions in Italy 
have shown, they are ready to 
pounce on any satellite attempting 
to make a separate peace with us. 
The devil is hard to get rid of once 
a man or a nation strikes a bargain 
with him. 

A Cuban newspaper refers to Adolf 
as El Provocador, and the title is 
apt enough to deserve to stick. Der 
Fuehrer certainly is provoking- 
plenty! 

Members of the railroad brother- 
hoods, it is*good to hear, include 2.3 
per cent who, perhaps for profoundly 
patriotic reasons, do not believe in a 
strike just now. 

Well, anyway, nobody is asking: 
“Is it hot enough for you?” 

This and That 
By Charles E. Tracexoell. 

Reports of white squirrels have come 
in from Takoma and Rock Creek Parks. , 

An albino is an individual animal in 
which the hereditary factors for pro- i 
ducing superficial color* are entirely j 
absent. 

Red eyes show the true albino. There ■ 

is no pigment in the iris. The color of | 
the blood in the blood bessels is seen I 
shining through. 

Such animals as the white ermine, 
the white Arctic fox and pure white 
hares are not albinos. 

They are simply white animals. 
* * * * 

Albinism means the hereditary ab- 
sence of pigment. 

It is believed that the white winter 
dress for animals makes them more 

comfortable, that the loss of animal 
heat is less when the fur is white. 

If this is so. there is every reason to 
believe that these few albino squirrels 
are the most comfortable of all the 
gray squirrels in this vicinity. 

Both black imelanistic and white 
squirrels hereabouts are forms of the 
common gray squirrel. 

* * * * 

Neither form is readily accepted by 
the normal squirrels. 

The albino is a sport, or freak, and 
as such is frowned upon by the pos- 
sessors of the normal mixture of soft 
grays and browns. 

Even the black or melanistic form is 
not really regarded as a part of the 
squirrel community. 

We have watched half a dozen of the 
black ones in our yard over the past 12 
years and have failed to see any accept- 
ance of them on the part of any of 
the other members of the tribe. 

* * * * 

In one case, at least, the black squir- 
rel showed an almost human way of 
accepting this fact in his life. 

He had a chip on his shoulder. 
Every time a typical gray squirrel 

came into the yard this black one 
chased him out. 

Perhaps he had an inferiority com- 

plex and showed it. as many a human 
does, by being argumentative and quar- 
relsome. 

Lack of ammunition has made this a 
good season for squirrels. 

More of them may be seen in sub- 
urban communities in nearby Maryland 
and Virginia than ever before. 

This comes as welcome news to all 
admirers of this little animal. 

The gray squirrel is not the pest 
that the red squirrel of the Midwest 
becomes in time. It gets along better 
both with its own kind and with other 
animals. 

At a feeding station intended for birds 
the gray squirrels make themselves a 
part of 1he scene, eating amicably with 
the two-legged things, 

sa * * * 

Now and then a squirrel at a feeding 
station will seem to chase the birds. 

Mostly this is a gesture, rather of 
fun than anything else. 

This animal is so high-powered, so 
geared to speed, that it finds it neces- 
sary to make wild dashes here and 
there every now and then, even in the 
process of eating. 

Perhaps it is only natural that these 
dashes should take the form of pre- 
tended assaults on the smaller and alien 
creatures on two legs. 

* * * * 

In really cold weather the squirrels 
tend to keep to the trees. 

If there is a summer nest, really a 
large bird's nest, they will remain in 
that. But if there is no such shelter 
they huddle up in the forks of trees, 
content to get on the side protected 
from the wind and to remain there 
until the sun comes out in the after- 
noon. 

The gray squirrels and their fewer 
black forms and still fewer albinos do 
not store food against the cold as the 
red squirrels do. 

It is true that they hide a few nuts 
and acorns in the ground, but it is a 
matter for dispute whether the ones 
which bury the food ever find It again. 

f 1 

Letters to The Star 
Armchair Strategy 
Applied to Pacific. 
To the Editor of The Star: 

All indications in the Pacific presage 
an early attack on the Japanese-held 
Marshall Islands.' When such an assault 
occurs, it is hoped lessons will have been 
learned from the Gilbert Islands battles. 
The casualties in those operations were 
so great that attacks in a similar man- 
ner. should be undertaken only when 
no alternative exists. 

The attack on Tarawa was made with 
overwhelming firepower from both fleet 
and airplanes. Yet a careful examina- 
tion of that battle indicates that the 
command erred in believing most of the 
enemy installations and men on the 
island had been wiped out before the 
landing boats pushed ashore. Such was 
not the case and, due to this mistake, 
hundreds of marines died. Landing 
barges were grounded on reefs, which 
reefs should have been charted, and the 
barges became stationary targets to be 
sunk by Japanese batteries. No smoke 
screens were laid down in front of the 
boats, and the marines were easy tar- 
gets for the machine guns of the enemy. 
Great confusion existed, some of which 
was unavoidable, but much seems to 
have been unnecessary if proper cover 
and neutralizing action had been taken. 
After the struggle, when Gen. Smith 
was asked if block-busters might have 
helped, he replied in effect that they 
“might.” The question one asks one- 

self is why should not men in command 
know whether certain methods will or 
will not work'? 

Soldiers must die to take important 
enemy positions, but they should not be 
sacrificed needlessly, and losses should 
be held as low as possible. It is hoped 
that when the necessary future attacks 
are made on strongly held Japanese 
atolls, everything will be done to reduce 
losses io a minimum. J. F. C. 

Price Readjustment Urged 
To Favor Milk Production. 
To the Editor of The Star: 

A situation that demands Immediate 
correction, but that the authorities seem 

determined to ignore, has developed in 
the Nation’s food supply. 

On the one hand, tlie supply of milk 
products is already inadequate and cer- 

tain to decrease further. On the other 
hand, so many hogs are arriving at the 
main marketing and processing points 
that it is almost impossible to dispose 
of them properly. It is a matter of price 
relations. The determining factor at 
present in both milk and hog production 
is the feed supply on which both draw. 
At current prices for milk and hogs, hog 
raisers have an overwhelming advantage 
in the bidding for that supply. The 
authorities are attempting to remedy 
this situation by making supplementary 
payments to milk producers. But simply 
enabling milk producers to pay more for 
feed will not increase the total feed sup- 
ply for this winter. It can only tend to 
push feed prices higher. 

The real solution seems to be in a 

readjustment of prices so that less feed 
will go to pork production, which obvi- 
ously is excessive just now, and more to 
milk production. Such readjustment, 
however, appears not to be in the plans 
of the food administrators, who have 
declared their intention to maintain the 
present price level on hogs without re- 

quiring any adjustment in production. 
BENJAMIN KIRSON. 

Holicong, Pa. 

Comments on “Utopian” Views \ 
Of President's Adviser. 
To the Editor of The 8tar: 

Harry Hopkins has the future all 
mapped out. He tells us that a national 
debt of 300 billion dollars shoulfl be 
paid off in 50 years. Everything is 
rosy; shadows are not disclosed. But 
Mr. Hopkins warns that we must be 
dareful with money matters. What a 

surprise! Why.' jbst the other‘‘day he 
was urging the Nation to "spend in order 
to save!'' 

The possibility of prolonged depres- 
sions, strikes and even a third world 
war upsetting Mr. Hopkins’ utopian 
applecart is not even considered. 

But one thing seems certain: Wise 
men will not be impressed with Mr. 
Hopkins' horoscope concerning Ameri- 
ca's future. 

EDMUND K. GOLDSBOROUGH. 

Critic of Mr. Kent 
Is Answered by Admirers. 
To the Editor of The B ar: 

A. Caaig's comparison of the Republi- 
cans with the Germans and the Japs in 
The Star of December 9 is an interesting 
item of reading for many good Ameri- 
cans who are members of that political 
party. 

However. I agree with him heartily 
that we .should keep Prank Kent's arti- 
cles. but for a different reason titan that 
advanced by Mr. Craig. He says: “If the 
Republicans are headed for a full return 
to private initiative, which means an- 
other boom, another burst and another 
New Deal, we should know it in plenty 
of time.” 

I say keep Mr. Kent's articles because 
they may help to steer the people toward 
private initiative. God help America if 
Mr. Craig's stupid political philosophy 
should prevail! Private initiative built 
America, and the Republican party was 
its best instrument. Many millions of 
Christian Americans are looking forward 
to next November that they may help to 
end bureaucracy and class government 
and bring back private initiative, which 
is the keystone of American free enter- 
prise. 

We have been ruled—or misruled—too 
long by people of the Hopkins-Frank- 
furter ilk. Let us return to rule by the 
American people, as the founding fathers 
intended. 

Yes. let us keep Mr. Kent's articles. 
They may help to show us the way. 

J. K. POAGUE. 

To the Editor of The Star: 

Frank Kent ranks with the most alert 
and profound thinkers of the time. His 
unbiased catholicity and freedom from 
the Laski type of socio-economic philos- 
ophy are in heartening contrast to the 
immature judgment and undisciplined 
criterion of the Johnny-come-lately 
school. LAZY NORTH AMERICAN. 

To a Certain Soldier 
In England 

So you will, strangely, know an English 
Christmas! 

Year after year 
We read old tales to sharpen our own 

season; 
Note you are near 

The scenes that Irving saw—will you 
remember?— 

We loved tfiem all. 
Will you be camped, perhaps, in tramp- 

ing distance 
Of Bracebridge Hall? 

Will you have Dickens’ goose for Christ- 
mas dinner, 

Or Lamb’s roast pig? 
Will you see Christmas spectres—even 

Marley 
Complete with wig? 

Will you hear waits, or will the songs 
be silent 

Because of war? 
Will you hear English vicars read of 

shepherds 
And the strange star? 

Will it seem real, or like a dream 
dreamed over, 

Or will it be 
Just camp routine? Whatever you 

are doing, 
Write it to met 

I DOROTHY BROWN THOMPSON. 
r— 

This Changing World Constantine Brown 
it looks as if tha united States soon 

will become the haven for at least one 
if not two European sovereigns. 

King George of Greece and King 
Peter of Yugoslavia 
are definitely on the 
way out. 

King George al- 
ready has agreed to 
wait for a plebiscite 
before returning to 
his throne In Greece. 
He has few illusions 
ajtout his reinstate- 
ment not because he 
has been a bad king, 
but because h i s 

people are somewhat 
fickle cone erning 
their royalty. 

Greece has had 
more changes from 
the republican form of government than 
any other country In Europe. 

The first King of Greece who was 

put on the throne after the liberation 
of that country from the Turks was a 
Bavarian princeling by the name of 
Otho. He was deposed after a few 
years when a Danish dynasty was in- 
stalled. The second king of that 
dynasty, Constantin, was kicked out 
during the World War because of the 
strong pro-German feelings of his wife, 
a German princess. His son was placed 
on the throne and Constantin spent a 

pleasant holiday in Switzerland. The 
son, Alexander, died from a monkey bite 
and Constantin returned and reigned 
for two more years Until another revo- 
lution forced him to flee. 

* v * * 

George was then placed on the throne 
—for a short while. King George abdi- 
cated in 1923. A republic was established 
and lasted for 11 years. The Greek 
people, tired of the republican form of 

government, held a plebiscite and In- 
vited George to come back from exile 
In India. 

Soon after his return dictatorships 
became the fashion In Europe. There 
were big and little dictators. There 
were official and unofficial dictators. 
Being the scion of an ancient reigning 
family, George had no dictatorial incli- 
nations. But to maintain himself on the 
throne he allowed his Prir .e Minister, 
Gen. John Metaxas, to play "little Hit- 
ler” in Greece. Gen. Metaxas took the 
role quite successfully. He had con- 
centration camps and purges and every- 
thing that goes with the job. The war 

caught both leaders. Gen. Metaxas 
died; Greece eventually was defeated 
and George took the road to London 
and from there to Cairo to be close to 
his people. 

The British government informed him 
gently that judging from reports from 
Greece his loyal subjects did not want 
him any more. It is difficult to conceive 
that George is broken-hearted over the 
tip. He has been a monarch in exile be- 
fore, Just as his father. He Is ready to 
become an "ex” again. But he is said to 
have a yearning to live in the relatively 
quiet atmosphere of the United States 
than to go back to India, where the 
happy living—for distinguished foreign- 
ers—is no longer in order. He hopes the 
American Government will not turn him 
down when he requests an Immigration 
visa although he. too. like his former 
brother-in-law, former King Carol of 
Rumania, is divorced from his wife, 
Carol's sister. 

* * * * 

King Peter of Yugoslavia has not yet 
been told definitely that he had better 
give up his throne and it is likely that 
he would take such a suggestion the 
hard way. His country has never been 
a republic and his dynasty was estab- 
lished in Serbia 144 years ago by a sheep 

rancher by the name of Kara-George 
(Black George). 

The Karageorge dynasty has had Its 
ups and downs. Occasionally it has been 
kicked out by the rival dynasty of the 
Obrenovitch. Members of both royal 
families have been frequently murdered 
rather than dethroned. Peter's own 
father, Alexander, fell victim of an 
assassin’s bullet at Marseille, France, 
in 1934. 

Peter was hoisted to the Yugoslav 
throne in 1941 when the pro-German 
prince regent Paul and his pro-Nazi 
cabinet were ousted to enable the pro- 
American and pro-British elements 
around Peter to join the Allies. The full 
sovereignty of the country then was 
promised to the King, who knew only 
too well that he would not be able to 
stay in Belgrade for a long time since 
the British forces in Greece were not 
■sufficient to prevent Yugoslavia and 
Greece from being overrun by the Nazis. 

Peter went to London. A few months 
ago he was allowed to establish his 
headquarters in Cairo so he could be 
closer to Yugoslavia and to Gen. Draja 
Mihailovich, commander of the guer- 
rillas, who were loyal to the dynasty. 

* v * * 

Although the British government has 
not told Peter to get out, considerations 
of high politics have compelled London 
to suggest that he submit his eventual 
return to a plebiscite. The Partisans, 
who are strongly supported by Moscow 
and are said to have been killing more 
Germans in seme sections of PetPr's 
kingdom than Gen. Mihailovich has 
been killing, have their own ideas about 
the future of Yugoslavia. 

It is hard for the 20-year-old King 
to understand why the very powers 
which have been cajoling and praising 
him should now ask him to put off his 
return to Belgrade until Invited by h;s 
own people. He feels that his people 
want him. 

The Political Mill Go/rid Lincoln 
Tlie Senate by a majority vote can 

declare war, in conjunction with the 
House. But it takes a two-thirds’ vote 
of the Senate to make peace—that Is, 
to ratify a peace 
treaty. It does not 
make sense. By a 

simple majority vote. 
Congress can hurl 
the youth of the 
country into battle 
and compel all the 
rest of the Ameri- 
can people to play 
their part in the 
conflict. When it 
comes to ending the 
war and setting up 
a workable peace 
program, one-third 
of a voting quorum 

j of the Senate iwhich is 49), plus one 
I vote, ran block the peace. 

Here is a good example of the tail 
wagging the dog. It happened in 1919- 
20 It can happen again. And so far, 
nothing is being done about it. Senator 
Gillette, Democrat, of Iowa, of the 
Foreign Relations Committee, and Sen- 
ator Pepper, Democrat, of Florida, an- 
other member of the committee, have 
both knocked at the door. They have 
resolutions to amend the Constitution 
so that a majority vote of both houses 
of Congress, or of the Senate alone, can 
ratify treaties negotiated by the Chief 
Executive. 

* * * * 

There has been a wide expression of 
opinion for the creation, after this war, 
of an international organization to 
maintain peace. This is concurred in by 
Republicans and Democrats alike, in 
Congress and out. The two-thirds 
rule for ratification of treaties, however, 
mighj, block any such proposal. In- 

deed, that is what those who are openly 
isolationists and those who are isola- 
tionists at heart, rely on. That pro- 
vi-ion of the Constitution remains the 
safeguard of Isolationism. 

Senator Gillette, speaking recently 
in the Senate gave an intensely inter- 
esting analysis of the situation. He 
pointed out that unless steps are taken 
to amend the Constitution, the country 
will find itself face to face with the 
necessity of considering the most vital 
treaty agreement ever presented to it 
under the archaic provision calling for 
a two-thirds vote of the Senate to 
ratify. 

He showed that under this provision 
it would be possible for 17 votes in the 
Senate to defeat a treaty (one-third, 
plus one of a bare majority of the 
Senate), and that these 17 votes might 
come from States having only one- 
twelfth of the population of the United 
States, 

* * * * 

When the Constitution was written, 
there was a tremendous hatred of ex- 
ecutive authority, growing out of the 
treatment of the Colonies by King 
George III. At first it was proposed to 
place in the Constitution a provision 
under which the Senate should have 
power to make treaties and appoint 
ambassadors. James Madison suggested 
that, since the Senate represented the 
States (then regarded a.s independent), 
it would be wise to have the President 
act as the agent for negotiating treaties. 
This suggestion was adopted. And it 
was decided that treaties should be 
ratified by a two-thirds’ vote of the 
Senate. A proposal to have a majority 
vote of the Senate sufficient to ratify 
was defeated by a single vote—5 to 6. 
The representatives of two of the 
thirteen original States were not pres- 

ent when the vote was taken. It was 
therefore only by the narrowest margin 
that the two-thirds' rule was adopted, 
and not a majority rule. John H?v. a 
great Secretary of State, once called 
this two-thirds’ provision “the irrepa- 
rable mistake of the Constitutional 
Convention.” 

This two-thirds’ rule has not only 
defeated outright important treaties, 
negotiated with great care, but it also 
has caused former Presidents to with- 
draw many treaties, among them Presi- 
dents Theodore Roosevelt and William 
Howard Taft. 

* * * * 

The executive department of the Gov- 
ernment has evolved a method of get- 
ting around this obstacle—the “execu- 
tive agreement” with foreign nations. 
Apparently the main difference between 
a treaty and an executive agreement is 
that one is submitted to the Senate for 
ratification and the other is not. Sena- 
tor Gillette cited a dozen of these execu- 
tive agreements entered into recently, all of the greatest importance to the 
American people. Two of these are 
the agreements regarding relief and 
rehabilitation and food. 

The question arises, shall the peace and future commitments of this country be made by executive agreement or by 
treaty? Shall the President determine 
what is to be submitted to the Senate, 
or the Congress, for ratification and 
w-hat is not to be submitted for ratifica- 
tion? Good practice, Senator Gillette 
insists, requires congressional action 
He points out that already it has been 
seriously proposed that there be no 
formal peace, but merely a prolonged armistice at the end of the present war, with the Executive continuing to im- 
pose wartime regulations and to main- tain the fighting forces intact 

I’d Rather Be Right Samuel Grafton 
i write tms piece only to hold down 

my anti-Victor Emmanuel franchise. 
Our policy makers watch the press, you 
know. You'd be surprised how they 
follow It. Well, If 
for a few weeks no- 

body says anything 
about Victor Em- 
manuel, some under- 
ling in charge of 
checking up on 

i Grafton might say: 
“Looks as if there's 
not much interest 
in opposing the King 
anv more.” I would 
not want this fellow, 
who probably needs 
his job, to draw any 
false conclusions, so 
this is strictly for 
his files. 

The messiest thing which has hap- 
pened recently in the Naples area has 
been the suppression of Croce’s Irregu- 
lars. This was a kind of Italian guer- 
rilla or partisan army which some of 
the Neapolitan liberals recruited to fight 
alongside the Allies. No sooner was it 
formed than Marshal Badoglio snatched 
it. drafted it into the regular Italian 
army, placed it under the command of 
the monarchist general. Basso, and then 
sewed the personal emblem of the King 
on the shoulder of each man, like a 

> brand on a maverick. 
* * * * 

That was so Italian liberals would 
not forget their places in the scheme 

of things when they hung their coats 
up each night. 

We'let Badoglio do it. But at this 
very moment we have a similar situ- 
ation in Yugoslavia, where there are 
both regular and Irregular forces, the 
regulars under Mikhailovich and the 
irregulars, or Partisans, under Tito. The 
irregulars have been doing much better 
than the regulars. This is not merelv 
my own opinion. I take it from Great 
Britain's minister of state, Richard K. 
Law. who announced last week that 
the British were giving more support to 
the Partisans than to the Chetniks 
for the simple reason that the resist- 

ance of the Partisan forces to the 
Germans is very much greater." 

* * * * 

Well. If Mikhailovich had had his 
own way he would have put the Par- 
tis"’15 down long ago. He tried hard 
en h. If we do not let him suppress 
spontaneous movements for national 
independence in Yugoslavia, whv do we 
let Badoglio do it in Italy? Our admira- 
tion for the flare-up of genuine spon- 
taneous liberation movements some- 
times seems to increase in direct pro- 
portion to our distance from them. 

Almost all observers now agree that 
Badoglio is doing his best to turn the 
Italian war effort into a demonstration 
for the King. We have even taken 
Prince Umberto on a W’ell-publicized 
observation flight over the German 
lines, giving the facts ecstatically to the 
press, as if it were somehow noteworthy 
for a king's son to do what a thousand 
plumbers' sons have done in this war 

without special notice. We are hum- 
ming a kind of wordless tune in behalf of Fascism’s leftovers and decrepit relics in Italy. 

* * * * 
All this is defended on the ground that we have to have unity in fighting the war. Indeed we do.' If we are 

willing to work with Communists in 
Yugoslavia, as some of the Partisans 
undoubtedly are, we should be willing to work with monarchists in Italy. That is true, too. But the cry for unity 4s too often twisted into the slogan that 
anything goes. 

Mihailovich requested the Partisans to take drop-dead pills two years ago under the slogan of unity. If'they had done so we would be without' their 
valuable aid today. The search for 
unity is the search not for the least 
common denominator, which In Italy would be Victor Emmanuel, but for the largest common denominator, which 
would be a government of all Italian 
parties, plus a regency for the King’s 
grandson. Italy’s liberals have swal- 
lowed their antimonarchism sufficiently to make this proposal. 

Tyey want big unity, not little unity: 
certainly not the unity of a chuckling general putting House of Savoy stickers 
on the shoulders of antimonarchist democrats. 

When we put the word “unitv” over 
a door, the door must be wide wide 
enough for all to enter. So far in Italy we are keeping almost everybody but the King cut on the slogan that we have to let everybody in 

Russian Advance Stopped Maj. George Fielding Eliot 
it is ciear mac me uerman soutnern 

armies under Field Marshal von 
Mannstein have, at considerable cast 
and great effort, stopped the Russian 
advance west and 
south of Kiev and 
have rolled it back 
sufficiently to clear 
the n o r t h-s outh 
railway linking Von 
Mannstein with the 
central army group 
of Field Marshal 

1 von Keuchler. It is 
not clear whether 
Von Mannstein will 
be willing, or will 

! have to rest content 
with the achieve- 
ment, or whether he 
is going to try to 

push back to the Dnieper and recover 
Kiev. Also, it is not clear whether the 
results he has attained have been 
worth their cost. 

* * * * 

In estimating the effect on the course 

of the war as a whole of the events 
in any particular theater of operations, 
it is always necessary to hold a careful 
balance between achievement and cost. 
Thus during the Russian advance from 
the Donetz to and beyond the Dnieper, 
he had always to keep in mind the fact 
that the Russians were gaining ground, 
but that they were not smashing and 
destroying the German armies. On the 
other hand, the Germans were with- 
drawing to shorter and better lines of 
defense and supply, but that would not 
benefit them unless they got a net gain 
out of it in increased strategic reserves. 
If they had to use up in oounterattacks 
to avoid disaster, the net balance of 
troops which they might otherwise have 
transferred to their reserves as a result 

( 1 

of the shortened lines, there would be 
no entry in the credit column of their 
military ledger. 

We may apply this yardstick to what 
Von Mannstein has now accomplished. 
He has avoided disaster. So far, so 
good, from the German viewpoint. He 
certainly was in dire peril of being cut 
off from Von Keuchler, shoved back 
against the Black Sea and the Dneister, 
and destroyed. He made a well-handled 
counterattack in the very nick of time, 
and he has restored his lateral com- 
munications, pushed the Russians part 
way back toward Kiev, and is still 
fighting hard. What has been the cost? 

* * * * 

Judging from Russian estimates of 
the rate at which he has been using 
his armored forces, the cost has at least 
been sufficient so that no additional 
armored troops can be detached from 
the Russian front in the immediate 
future and sent west. The German pur- 
pose was to do just that. They need 
more armored troops in their central 
reserve and their western forces. Their 
whole strategy calls for an easing of 
their military commitments in Russia 
in favor of increasing their reserve. 
They must regain their freedom of 
action, especially in view of the better 
Allied co-ordination of effort promised 
by the Teheran conference. If the bulk 
of the German forces, especially the 
mobile elements, continue to be ab- 
sorbed on active fighting sectors, the 
high command is fatally weakened in 
its ability to deal with the unexpected, 
with new attacks whether from east or 
west. 

There are two great mobile masses 
of land power now in the possession of 
the Allies: The remaining reserves of 
the Russian Army, and the Anglo- 

American Army in the British Isles. If these strike simultaneously and the 
Germans have not the reserve strength to meet both, one will go through and 
perhaps do irreparable damages. If one 
strikes, and absorbs all the remaining German reserve strength to stop it, there will be nothing left with which 
to stop the other. 

* * * * 

Remember that the real strength of 
an\ linear defense lies in its couiver- 
attaek element. Any line of fortifica- 
tions can be broken through if it is hit 
hard enough; what counts Is the ability to do two things—(1) break through the 
defenses: <2> having broken through, to defeat the mobile forces backing up the defenses. The first can almost al- 
ways be done, as innumerable examples 
in this war and the last have proven; 
it is the second which is not so easv. 
But it is easy enough if there are no 
considerable mobile forces to be dealt 
with, as we saw in Tunisia. 

So if Von Mannsteln has saved his 
army group at the cost of further im- 
pairing the strength of the German 
strategic reserve, then he has made 
a negative and local gain at best, and 
in the greater balance of the war as a 
whole, the scales tip in favor of the 
Allies. The steady Russian pressure 
may not have achieved the destruction 
of any great part of the German Army, 
may not have inflicted classic military 
defeat upon the Wehrmacht: but if it 
has prevented the German high com- 
mand from gaining a better position 
in the matter of its ability to deal with 
the coming decisive attack in the west, 
it has served a most useful purpose, it 
has made an Important contribution to 
the final victory. 
^ (Copyright, 1943, W. T. Tribun*, Xne.) 


