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Just Another Day? 
The President has designated 

Sunday, May 21, as “I Am an 
American Day” and in an accom- 
panying proclamation has urged 
that exercises be held throughout 
the country “to assist our citizens, 
both native-born and naturalized 
to understand more fully the great 
privileges and responsibilities of 
citizenship in our democracy.” The 
President wishes to place emphasis 
on the achievement of “the full 
stature of citizenship” by “foreign- 
born men and women and by the 
coming of age of great numbers of 
our youth.” 

But what would be the most 
appropriate form of exercises to 
commemorate “I Am an American 
Day” in the Capital of the United 
States, where American citizens are 
barred from achieving “the full 
stature of citizenship” and live un- 
der the most undemocratic form of 
government in the Nation? We 
know about the responsibilities of 
citizenship—taxation without repre- 
sentation, and going to war without 
a voice in the government which 
sends us to war. But how can we 
celebrate the great privileges of 
citizenship, when the most funda- 
mental of them all is denied? 

Real meaning would be given to 
this “I Am an American Day” in 
the United States by some practical 
demonstration that we practice what 
we preach, and by acknowledging 
that we cannot lay claim to demo- 
cratic government in the United 
States as long as undemocratic 
government exists in its Capital. 

K. P., officially, may stand for 
kitchen police; unofficially, it seems 
to mean Keep Peeling. 

New Russian Drive 
The Red Army’s smashing new 

offensive in the Ukraine has the 
makings of a major disaster for 
Hitler’s forces'in Southern Russia." 
In effect, with the Odessa-Lwow 
railroad severed at Volochisk, the 
Nazis have lost — at least tempo- 
rarily—the use of their last impor- 
tant supply line in that vast sec- 
tor, and if they are forced into a 
general retreat, their main escape 
route will be closed to them as well, 
leaving them with no other avenues 
of entry or exit but the relatively 
poor highways and trackage tra- 
versing Bessarabia and Rumania. 

More than once in the past, of 
course, the Nazis have managed to 
extricate themselves from similar 
situations, and since the new drive 
is still in its developing phase, it is 
too early to build our expectations 
too high. Nevertheless, as evidence 
that the Russians themselves are 
attaching unusual importance to it, 
20 salvos from 224 guns have thun- 
dered in Moscow to celebrate the 
initial breakthrough, and the front- 
line command—the first he has as- 
sumed since winning the battle of 
Moscow — has been placed in the 
hands of the formidable Marshal 
Zhukoff, Premier Stalin’s right- 
hand man as chief of the general 
staff and Vice Commissar of De- 
fense. , 

Another Indication of the im- 
portance of these operations is the 
fact that no fewer than seven gen- 
erals are commanding under Zhu- 
koff and that Berlin reports the 
breakthrough to have been effected 
by more than 200,000 Red Army 
troops along a 112-mile front. With 
other divisions in a position to strike 
along the lower Dnieper, the Rus- 
sians thus appear to have begun a 
final decisive drive to sweep the ! 
enemy out of all of Southern Rus- | 
sia, from Odessa northward to the 
new battle line. Short of being en- 

trapped and cut to pieces, Hitler's 
forces face the prospect of being 
sent reeling in retreat to Bessa- 
rabia unless they can marshal 
enough strength to stop and throw 
back Zhukoffs advancing army or 
unless the spring thaw comes with 
its mud to bog down the fighting. 
The Russians, however, are prob- 
ably equipped to cope with both 
contingencies—either the mud or a 
counteroffensive—so that we may 
see the Nazis driven completely out 
of the lower Ukraine in the not dis- 
tant future. 

Perhaps one of the most amaz- 

ing aspects of this new Russian 
drive is that it has been launched 
at a time when the Red Army is 
busy pushing forward nearly every- 
where else along the eastern front, 
past the deep salient in Poland all 
the way to the northernmost end 
at Pskov and Narva. Russian 
strength, in this sense, looks as lim- 
itless as it is versatile, and nothing 
Hitler can do is enough to stop or 
even appreciably delay its march. 
The Nazis, when they are not en- 

circled and annihilated, do little 
but fall back and back, and the day 
does not seem far away when they 
will have lost every inch of the 
ground they once conquered in the 

j Soviets at a frightful cost in blood. 
Sooner or later, the German people 
must realize how truly horrible and 
futile has been the adventure that 
their Fuehrer led them into. 

_ 
— 

Unanswered Questions 
The latest report of the Truman 

committee strikes a generally op- 
timistic note which finds no little 
justification in the record of accom- 

plishments for 1943. 
In the production field, with 

which the report was principally 
concerned, the tremendous ad- 
vances made last year are matters 
of common knowledge. All impor- 
tant schedules were substantially 
met, and much of this success, as 
the report states, was due to the 
“accumulated efforts of the millions 
of people who have each done their 
share.” The report also notes, how- 
ever, that during the year there was 

a “tendency” to quit employment in 
war industries, and it is likewise 
true that the defections of those 
who quit their jobs piled an addi- 
tional burden on the millions who 
stuck to their civilian posts. Be- 
cause the report seems to under- 
emphasize this problem of turnover 
in war plants, and because the 
problem is apt to become more seri- 
ous during 1944, the committee’s 
decision to oppose national service 
legislation as being a device to get 
results which can be more effec- 
tively obtained “by other means 
that would do less violence to in- 
dividual freedom” is not reassuring. 

A more impressive picture of what 
this “tendency to quit employment 
in war industries” actually amounts 
to was given last week by Secretary 
of the Navy Knox during his ap- 
pearance before the Senate Mili- 
tary Affairs Committee. 

secretary Knox testified that in 
all American industry last year the 
“outright” quits—a term that ex- 
cludes the men who were drafted 
or discharged or laid off—averaged 
five per cent a month. In other 
words, 60 out of every 100 war 

workers, for some personal reason, 
quit a war job during the year, 
thereby making it necessary to find 
replacements, and often to train 
replacements, for them. Secretary 
Knox estimates that if this trend 
is allowed to continue it will mean 
9,000,000 job vacancies this year_ 
“9,000,000 wasteful interruptions in 
the war effort while new men are 
found and trained, transported and 
housed." 

If we had an adequate national 
service act, properly, administered, 
we would not be confronted with 
this appalling war waste in 1944. 
Therefore, if the Truman commit- 
tee opposes this legislation, and in 
view of the obvious failure of the 
so-called voluntary controls, it is 
only fair to ask how it proposes to 
deal with this problem. What are 
the “other means” of which it 
speaks that can be substituted for 
national service with “less violence” 
to individual freedom? 

This is a field to which the com- 
mittee might well give more specific 
attention, and it can add greatly 
to its record of public service by 
seeking satisfactory answers to 
these questions. 

Neutral Listening Posts 
The neutral’s lot, like the Gilber- 

tian policeman’s, is “not a happy 
one.” This is especially true of the 
present war, which is literally 
world-wide and in which all nations 
are, directly or indirectly, involved. 
What any nonbelligerent nation 
does affects, to some extent, the 
course of the conflict. This is true 
if it maintains the strictest neutral- 
ity, conforming scrupulously to the 
tenets of international law. 

To be genuinely neutral, a nation 
must treat both sets of belligerents 
alike. This means, with other 
things, that it maintains diplomatic 
and commercial relations with the 
belligerents, all of whom have their 
diplomatic and consular staffs in 
the neutral country. These foreign 
agents have the right to communi- 
cate with their home governments, 
and to do so in code. Even though 
they keep meticulously within the 
letter of international law, these 
agents are enabled to gather much 
information regarding their 
enemies, often of great importance, 
and to pass it on promptly to the 
home authorities. The neutral is'' 
thus inevitably a valuable listening;- 
post. * 

We have had a conspicuous in- 
stance of this in the Western Hemi- 
sphere with the case of Argentina. 
Of course, Argentine neutrality has 
been far from even-handed. Yet 
its informational value to the Axis 
would have been a vexatious prob- 
lem for us and our Allies if Argen- 
tina had been a model of neutral 
rectitude. 

In Europe, the “listening-post” 
problem is much more serious, be- 
cause there are half a dozen such 
vantage points, some of them so 

geographically situated that Axis 
agents can observe the strategic 
and diplomatic activities of the 
United Nations with maximum 
effect. Eire, for instance, abuts on 
Northern Ireland and lies athwart 
the Atlantic sea lanes. Axis agents 
legally in Dublin and elsewhere can- 
not be prevented from learning 
much of what is afoot regarding our 

projected invasion of Western Eu- 
rope. The same is even truer of 
Spain and Spanish-occupied Tan- 
gier, which together straddle the 
Straits of Gibraltar, through which 
our fleets and convoys to the Medi- 

| terranean must pass. Also, nearby 
Portugal bffers supplementary ob- 

j servational facilities. At the other 
end of the Mediterranean is neutral 
Turkey, in the north is neutral 
Sweden, while neutral Switzerland 
lies at Europe’s very heart. 

These considerations are increas- 
ingly vexatious to United Nations’ 
strategy and diplomacy as the ini- 
tiative in both fields is being stepped 

up against Germany and its sat- 
ellites. The value of information 
to the enemy is heightened by the 
fact that he operates on interior 
lines and can thus use it generally 
faster than we can use information 
about him gained in the same way. 
Yet, so long as these nations stay 
neutral, there seems little that can 
be done about it beyond seeing to 
it that their neutrality is scrupu- 
lously observed. 

Judicial Legislation 
The pointed language used by 

four members of the Supreme Court 
in dissenting yesterday from a 

majority opinion in a banking liabil- 
ity case is evidence of an increas- 
ingly serious division among the 
members of the Nation’s higfyest 
court. 

This latest controversy turns on 
the old issue of whether the court 
is making its own law without 
benefit of congressional sanction. In 
yesterday's dissenting opinion, writ- 
ten by Justice Jackson with the 
concurrence of Justices Frankfurter, 
Roberts and Reed, it was charged 
that “the court is not enforcing a 

policy of Congress; it is competing 
with Congress in creating new regu- 
lations in banking.” The minority 
also accused the majority of the 
court of “professing" to impose its 
ideas on double banking liability as 
a matter of legislative policy when 
it “cannot cite so much as a statu- 
tory hint” of such a policy. 

It need hardly be said that this 
disposition of the majority to write 
its own law (if one accepts the 
correctness of the minority view) is 
a serious matter, for judges, if they 
are minded to do so, can easily frus- 
trate the will of a legislative body. 

seven years ago this was a burning 
issue. At that time the “old court” 
had invalidated much of the New 
Deal’s legislative program, and the 
President had come forward with 
his ill-fated bill to “reorganise” the 
court. His supporters were earnestly 
charging that the men who then 
composed the majority of the bench 
were usurping the function of Con- 
gress and making their own law. 
They said that this was a grave 
threat to our national existence, 
that our form of Government could 
not function with such an irre- 
sponsible court, and that something 
had to be done about it. 

Where are these highly articulate 
opponents of judicial lawmaking 
today? We find Justices Jackson, 
Frankfurter and Reed remaining 
true to their convictions. But what 
of the rest of them? Do they dis- 
agree with the contention of today s 

minority, or have they merely found 
it easy to remain indifferent now 
that the pinching shoe is on another 
foot? 

This and That 
By Charles E. Tracewell. 

“Q STREET. 
“Dear Sir: 

"You seem to know something about 
everything, so I am writing you to tell 
me something about reducing. I weigh 
250 pounds and my husband thinks that 
is too much. So do I. 

“Do you think it is safe for me to 
reduce? I am extremely healthy, and 
as far as I can see have no real ills of 
any kind, but I have heard so much 
about the dangers of reducing that I 
am afraid to start. 

“I realize you are not a doctor, but 
from reading your words every day I 
know you have plenty of common sense, 
which is a commodity which seems to 
be growing rarer each day. 

“If you have any suggestions I would 
appreciate them very much. 

“Sincerely yours, M. H.” 
* * * * 

Thank you, madam. 
We are, indeed, no doctor, but fat 

persons do need help, heaven knows. 
One has but to read any “doctor 

book,” of which there are many on the 
market, to see the maladies which lie 
in wait for those who eat more than 
they should. 

Excessive fat is caused in most cases 
by eating too much. Some cases are 
the result of disordered functioning, 
and such persons must see a doctor if 
they wish to reduce. No doubt all fat 
persons should see a good medical man, 
but the fact is that many of them will 
not do so. 

No one more than 20 pounds over- 
weight should try to go it alone. Our 
correspondent, definitely, should see a 
doctor. 

Dieting Is dangerous business unless 
you know exactly what you are doing 
and why. 

It is not funny, sis some people mis- 
takenly think. 

The first thing to remember is that 
the one bent on losing fat should not 
talk about it. That is, of course, the 
very thing he or she wants to do. It 
is a great mistake. The moment other 
people learn about it they begin to look 
for signs of illness, and always profess 
to find them. Nothing is more dis- 
couraging. By all means make a secret 
of it. 

The next thing to realize is that per- 
sistence Is necessary. But it must be 
persistence backed by knowledge. This 
knowledge includes the basic protein re- 
quirements, above all. Ill effects of diet 
more often come from a disregard of 
this factor than anything else. The 
need for vitamins, minerals and some 
carbohydrates is something which must 
not be forgotten. 

* * * * 

Never try a freak diet, whatever you 
may or may not do. 

A freak diet may be known, in most 
cases, by its inclusion of just a few 
foods. This is a sure sign of such a 
diet, no matter what it is called. Let 
it alone. 

It must be realized that reducing 
can only be successful when the body 
uses up stored fat for food. When the 
scalp fat begins to be used up, the hair 
will suffer. Tissue resistance, one of the 
precious balances of the body economy, 

| may suffer injury without realizing it. 
Common sense cannot emphasize too 

| strongly that reducing on one’s own, 
as it were, is really a dangerous busi- 
ness. Even if one reads and studies 

1 before beginning, there is still the 
danger that one will fail to recognize 
symptoms which should be recognized. 
Only a good doctor can do that. 

; Besides, when one pays for a thing, 
j one is more likely to stick to it. Since 
I faithful persistence is one of the main 
j ingredients in any weight-reducing pro- 
I gram, a doctor's encouragement is the 
j best that can be had because it is based 

both on real knowledge of what should 
be done and a recognition of such 
Inimical symptoms as may arise in even 
the best conducted diet. 

Think twice, therefore, before deciding 
| to go it alone. Remember that "fools 
I rush in where angels fear to tread.” 

Letters to The Star 
Opposes Excessive Leniency 

for Conquered Italy 
To the Editor of The Star: 

The policy adopted by the United 
States and Great Britain with regard 
to Italy was, and presumably still is, one 

j of military expediency. The permanent ! recognition of the regime of the Italian 
: King and Badoglio is. of course, impos- 

sible We must not lose sight of the 
i fact that Italy is a conquered enemy. 
; As a nation she is equally guilty with 
j Germany in bringing about this atrocious 
: war and it is somewhat incongruous to 

talk about punishing German war 
criminals if the Italian criminals are to 
go unscathed. Had our invasion of 
Sicily and the Italian mainland resulted 
in failure. Mussolini, the Italian King 
and Badoglio would still be riding high 
with Hitler. The downfall of Mussolini 
was not brought about by any revolution 
of the Italian people. It was caused 
by the fear of Ciano and those asso- 
ciated with him of German domination. 
They fully realized that the Allied in- 
vasion of Italy would be successful and 
their choice lay between acceptance of 
Allied or German rule. They wisely 
accepted the former and Ciano paid with 
his life for so doing. The submission of 
the King and Badoglio was made in 
order to save their skins. 

It is absurb to imagine that a regime, 
which, for years had acquiesed in, if not 
actively supported. Mussolini’s Fascism 
could change in a moment into a friendly 
ally of its former enemies. The leopard 
cannot change his spots and the spots 
on the Italian skin were very black. The 
Italian people cannot be absolved from 
blame. While it is true that they were 
held in virtual subjection by Mussolini 
they could rejoice over the barbarous 
conquest of Ethiopia and, without any sign of revolt, submit to being drafted 
into the army to fight the United States, Great Britain, Yugoslavia, Greece, etc. 
We read about the underground activities 
of the French, Belgians, Dutch and 
Norwegians, but where are the under- 
ground activities of the Italians? If the 
war could have terminated in victory for the Axis, what would have been 
Italy s demands? How would France 
and the Adriatic countries have fared 
and what would have been the situation 
in Africa? 

Of course, we have no desire to ex- 
terminate either the Italian or German 
peoples but both should be compelled to 
make some reparation for the damage they have done and in both countries 
such persons as are dangerous to the 
peace of the world should be liquidated. 
Italy is in the position of a reprieved 
murderer and the treatment meted out 
to such a one is some form of com- 
mutation, but not absolute liberty to 
embark upon further crimes. 

CHARLES H. MOORE. 

Note to Ivory Tower Men 
To the Editor of The Star: 

There has been loose and unsound 
reasoning in some of the discussions on 
the punishment of the war criminals— 
plans which not only prolong this war 
but also would lay the base for future 
wars more horrible than the war in 
which we are now engaged. Specifically, 
those plans of exterminating races of 
people, whether yellow or white, Japa- 
nese or German. 

These abstract discussions on the 
punishment of the war criminals are 
harmful to the war effort. The sole 
basis for any discussion of this topic 
is that it aids our fight to win the war 
and peace and as such it is a political 
weapon. Some have attempted to 
divorce politics from the war but it is 
just as impossible as taking being from 
life. War is only a continuation of the 
political struggle by the most violent 
means, the military, but war is sub- 
servient to politics. 

Those who arrogantly place all the 
blame upon the German or Japanese 
people for starting the war had better 
ask themselves in what ivory tower they 
secluded themselves when we acquiesced 
to fascism in Italy and Germany by 
recognizing those governments which 
ruthlessly suppressed any forms of 
democracy and the democratic elements 
in those countries. 

Where were these people when our 
Government was giving the Japanese 
war lords notes of protest while supply- 
ing them with scrap iron and gasoline to 
invade China? Where were these gentle- 
men when our State Department, carry- 
ing out the wishes of our Government, 
helped to destroy the Spanish republic 
by putting an embargo on it? 

If we hope to see a lasting peace after 
we help win the war, we must assess 
a little of the blame upon our own 

political immaturity, our lack of under- 
standing of the need to aid the political 
struggles of our neighbors for freedom 
and democracy, our willingness to do 
business with reaction and fascism. It 
was good business then, and now we 
are paying for it. 

We must be cognizant of the fact 
that the majority of the peoples in 
the fascist countries are as much en- 
slaved as the peoples in the conquered 
countries, for fascism is the rule by the 
use of force of a small minority of the 
people over the majority. 

And recognizing that fact, we must 
utilize these peoples’ desires for peace, 
freedom and security, to strike a blow 
at the enemy’s most vulnerable spot, me 
home front. We can accomplish this 
by encouraging their anti-fascist leaders 
to set up governments in exile and 
apply as a yardstick to their receiving 
supplies and recognition the amount of 
damage they do to the common enemy. 

This step by our Government and the 
United Nations would hasten the ending 
of the war and provide a foundation 
for permanent peace. We give these 
people something to fight for with us 
and do not repeat the race theories of 
the Nazis and have them fight against 
us to the bitter end. We need not fear 
that these people who have tasted the 
dregs of human misery and degradation 
under fascism and in concentration 
camps will permit any of the villains 
who have terrorized and besmirched 
their nation to escape just punishment. 

R. STEIN. 

Hospital 
Here in this room, thoughts and the 

moments mesh like gears 
| The throat contracts; the tree pushes 

its shadow beyond the pane. 
Through mouths of glass, square pools 

of sun splash on the floor. 
We watch the creeping warmth of that 

light 
Dragged in and dragged out over the 

ivalls and the enduring sills. 
Then the smoke of the darkness rises, 

seeping upon all things 
Until the growing dagger of the light 

shall come again. 

And the closeness of this room the 
pressure of the sick eyes. 

S Burning through the walls of flesh; the 
sick eyes following. 

And the sick brain and bones following 
and crying tonelessly 

At the solid forms floating in and out 
of reach 

Despair and death are arm in arm in 
the lake of those eyes. 

The troubled waves of them dashing 
uneven photographs: 

Ocean of ceiling, one swimming fly, up- 
spurting branches through the door. 

And the floors shoving the forms of the 
people into air— 

All covered with the film of sickness, the 
sick droning of the heart, 

And bitter silence crying for the gift 
of darkness. 

DANIEL SMYTHE. 

This Changing World Constantine Brown 
The Turkish side of the story which 

led to a cooling off in relations between 
the Ankara government and the British 
and American governments will be 
heard soon. It is 
likely to show that 
political rather than 
military considera- 
tions were to blame. 

According to dip- 
1 o m a t i c observers 
who have followed 
closely the develop- 
ments which brought 
Turkey so near the 
Allied camp, neither 
Prime Minister 
Churchill nor Presi- 
dent Roosevelt has 
been able to give 
definite assurance to 
President Ismet Inonu. who has asked 
them to guarantee Turkey's territorial 
integrity after the war. The American 
and British leaders are said to have 
assuied him that Turkey need fear 
nothing from Russia, but were not 

willing to record their guarantees on 

paper. 
* * * * 

Turkey could have been of great help 
to the Allies in a military way if a major 
campaign across the Eastern Mediter- 
ranean had been started. She could 
have taken the risk of having the Ger- 
mans and the Bulgarians occupy Istan- 
bul. A final Allied victory would have 
evicted the Axis from the key port 
between the Mediterranean and the 
Black Sea. But when it became obvious 
that the Eastern Mediterranean and the 
Balkans were going to play only a 

secondary role in the summer campaign 
the Turks felt it was no longer imper- 
ative that they join the Allies actively 
in the war. The Allies and particularly 
the Russians took a different view. 
They feel that the entrance of the 
Turkish armies in the fight would add 

another problem to the German high 
command and Nazi forces stationed In 
Bulgaria would have to be reinforced to 
seal the gates to the Danube from the 
potential Turkish menace. ** 

The Turks have a good army but 
lack modem equipment such as planes 
and tanks. Necessary supplies have 
been rushed from England to fill some 
of the gaps since the spring of 1943. 
Lease-lend supplies were stopped when 
the Turks showed no disposition to 
hasten their operations against the Axis, 
explaining that the probable occupation 
of Istanbul would be a handicap to the 
Allies and that they themselves, with- 
out the aid of the British and American 
forces, could not hope to expel the 
Germans and Bulgarians from the 
former capital of Turkey. 

* * * * 

However, the real reason behind the 
Turkish government s attitude is said 
to be that they were not definitely 
given assurances by London and Wash- 
ngton that the question of Istanbul 
and the Dardanelles would not be re- 
opened at the future conference. More- 
over, in the event of a retaliatory at- 
tack from the Axis, Turkey would have 
to accept, as a member of the United 
Nations Russian military assistance. 
And Ankara was afraid that these 
forces would not leave Istanbul and the 
Dardanelles after the Axis defeat. 

An incident which occurred in 1939 is 
still fresh in the memory of the Turkish 
government. Representatives from Tur- 
key, Finland and the Baltic states went 
to Moscow to discuss a friendly under- 
standing with the U. S. S. R. The Turk- 
ish representative was the present Prime 
Minister, Sukru Saracoglu. Preliminary 
conversations with Assistant Foreign 
Commissar Potemkin convinced him 
that one of the essential conditions of a 
Turkish-Soviet co-operation was the ac- 
ceptance by Turkey of two or three Red 
Army divisions to protect the neutrality 

of the Dardanelles against a repetition 
of another "Gallipoli'’ by the French 
and the British. 

S&racoglu found these conditions in- 
compatible with the sovereignty of the 
Turkish republic, packed his bags and 
returned to Ankara. Ev^g since the 
Turks have been looking on Moscow 
with suspicion. 

♦ a * * 

The friendly talks between Prime Min- 
ister Churchill and President Inonu 
after the Casablanca conference in Janu- 
ary, 1943, resulted in a better relation- 
ship between Turkey and Russia. But 
the element of suspicion was never com- 
pletely eradicated. At last December'* 
Cairo meeting of President Roosevelt, 
Prime Minister Churchill and President 
Inonu the matter of Turkey's active co- 
operation in the war was brought up 
again. President Inonu is said to have 
raised the question of positive guaran- 
tees as far as Russia's possible expan- 
sionist alms were concerned. 

Prom here on the picture is less clear 
to usually well-informed diplomats. It is 
believed that some verbal assurances 
may have been given and that on the 
basis of those assurances Inonu may 
have made some commitments. But he is 
said to have found strong opposition on 
his return to Ankara, particularly from 
his military advisers, on the ground that 
neither Mr. Roosevelt nor Mr. Churchill 
had given him any formal pledge. 

In the light of what happened to the 
Poles and the Yugoslavs since last De- 
cember the suspicions of the Turks about 
possible Russian aims were further in- 
creased. The Tesult is said to have been 
a definite refusal of Ankara to use Tur- 
key’s armed forces in the war unless 
America and Britain pledged themselves 
to protect Turkey against any possible 
Russian encroachments. When this did 
not materialize, the warm friendship be- 
tween the Allies and Turkey began to 
cool off. 

The Political Mill Gould Lincoln 
To Charles Michelson, for a dozen 

years the shrewd director of publicity 
for the Democratic National Committee, 
President Franklin D. Roosevelt is no 
saint and no devil. 
He is just a human 
being with many 
virtues and some 
faults, with a wealth 
of governmental ex- 

perience. The cur- 
rent issue of the 
American Magazine 
publishes a chapter 
of a book written 
by Mr. Michelson. 
It is entitled 
“Roosevelt — The 
Enigma.” 

Probably no man 
in Washington is 
better able to evaluate the President 
than “Charlie Mike,” as he was and is 
known to newspapermen throughout 
the country. For years he has been in 
close personal contact with the Presi- 
dent, has helped him write speeches and 
given him information and advice about 
political situations. In this chapter 
Mr. Michelson has not only given his 
estimate of President Roosevelt but he 
has also thrown light on the President's 
future political plans and how the 
President works. It is as revealing a 
bit of writing as has appeared in a long 
time. 

* * * * 

First with regard to the President’s 
political plans. Mr. Michelson writes: 
“As to Roosevelt’s intentions, I am in 
the same position as I was five years 
ago, when I wrote: 

‘Of course, I am entitled to a guess, 
and my guess is that Franklin D. Roose- 
velt would take a case of hives rathef 
than four years more of the headache 

that being President means. It will not 
be so easy a choice at that. Circum- 
stances might arise that would make it 
impossible for him to lay down the 
burden. The world may be at war with 
or without threat of our involvement, or 
some other acute emergency may 
eventuate that would forbid a change 
of administration; and the man in the 
White House is not the kind of individual 
who would let his personal desires inter- 
fere with what seems to him his duty.' 

The kernel of Mr. Michelson’s "guess” 
is found in his final clause. It is just 
as potent today as it was four or five 
years ago. It is obvious that Mr. Michel- 
son is guessing that the President will 
run for a fourth term. Certainly if he 
was right about the impelling motive 
which caused Mr. Roosevelt to run for 
a third term in 1940, that impelling 
motive exists in a greater degree today, 
when the country is involved in a 
desperate war. To this writer it has 
seemed incredible that Mr. Roosevelt 
would even consider not running for re- 
election—win or lose—if the war is 
still’ on. 

* * * * 

Second, with regard to President 
Roosevelt's methods of working, there 
has recently been much speculation 
about who writes his speeches and his 
messages. Two messages to Congress, 
recently, one calling the State ballot 
bill for soldier voting a "fraud” and the 
other vetoing the 1944 tax bill, stirred 
this speculation to a fever heat. Mr. 
Michelson tells how the President gets 
the views—script, too—of his advisers, 
and then dictates his own version “oc- 
casionally using one of our phrases, but 
generally culling the best ideas that 
had been submitted and putting them 
in his own way. • • • *He ponders all 
views—and then rolls his own.” That 

should set at rest all doubt as to the 
responsibility for these messages, one 
of which brought the dramatic revolt 
of Senate Majority Leader Barkley. 

Mr. Michelson refers to the President’s 
"genial trait of sending people away 
satisfied that he is quite in accord with 
them.” He lists as examples the belief 
James A. Farley had that the President 
would not run for a third term, and the 
belief that three eminent Democrats 
had in 1940 that the President had 
given each of them the “green light" for the vice presidential nomination— 
and it turned out to be Mr. Wallace 
who was none of the three. 

* * * * 

Further, Mr. Michelson writes of the President’s methods of "making certain " An instance of this was his sending Harry Hopkins to Chicago to run the 
convention in 1940. ignoring Mr. Farley who was chairman of the Democratic National Committee. “My personal rtew says Mr. Michelson, “is that the President fell short of his usual political acumen” in this. 

Mr Michelson hazards a guess that 
,is °PP°sln8 a fourth term for the President, will do what he did in 1940; that he will am^ « m&5y delegates in the national convention as he can against Mr. Roosevelt, and when Mr. Roosevelt is nominated, he will vote for the ticket and take no further part. Certainly from all sides the Democrats 

supporting Mr. Roosevelt arThSl out olive branches to Mr Farley 
* 

*3 S'68111,!1!*!’ Mr’ Michelson insists, rnixst be^poHtieians and Mr. Roosevelt 
h«H !!* were the haloed Gala- had he has been pictured he without guile, frank, trusting, self- effacing, totally altruistic—he would 
Sr anrth?n^? G°V6nior or 

“cep‘ PCrh*p” “ 

I’d Rather Be Right Samuel Gvajtofi 
Don t look now, but we are becoming 

the enigma of the world. Russia, in 
its most puzzling days, was hardly so 
mysterious as we are at the present 
moment. I am des- 
perately afraid that 
out of this war there 
may even come a 

legend of the brood- 
ing American spirit, 
crooning to itself, 
endlessly sitting in 
the comer, waiting 
for the kettle to boil, 
for the cat to jump. 

Mr. Churchill has 
climbed down off the 
fence. He has an- 
nounced that he 
supports Russia’s 
claims to strong 
western frontiers. He has said that 
territory should be taken from Germany 
to compensate Poland for any lands 
which must be turned over to Russia. 
On this subject we, the Americans, 
have said exactly: “Hmmm!" 

Some reporters say they have heard 
a high-ranking Washington official 
utter the comment: “Mmmm!” but 
this is unverified. 

* * * * 

We have watGhed the rise of De Gaulle 
for almost four years. Our attitude 
toward him has been a little clearer 
than our attitude on the Polish ques- 
tion, some of our officials even going 
so far as to say, occasionally, ,,Nn-nn!” 

not, of course, for publication. At the 
present moment, having watched De 
Gaulle make Giraud disappear with a 
pass of his hand, our attitude seems 
to be: “Well, what do you know?’’ 

This is valid, as an expression, but 
it needs more nouns and stuff in it 
before it can be considered a foreign 
policy. 

On Spain we have said, “So!" and on 
Italy we have said, “Well, now," and on 
Finland we have said, “Aha!" there 
was some question about adding that 
saucy exclamation point to our official 
policy on Finland. But, risk naught, 
gain naught. So, only waiting for peace 
negotiations between Finland and 
Russia to begin, we plunged in daringly 
and said that there ought to be peace 
negotiations. 

* * * * 

As to how this dark Chekhovian mood, 
this grunting of meaningless monosyl- 
lables, has managed to overcome free 
and proud America, many books can, 
and undoubtedly will, be written. I have 
written much about a strange American 
“flight from reality.” 

And now, look, London has asked us 
to send some one over to say just what 
our ideas are about the political future 
of Europe. Mr. Stettinius is scheduled 
to go. London news writers say, in 
kindly fashion, that they know we can- 
not speak as clearly as we might, on ac- 
count of “constitutional” problems, and 
this being an election year, and all, but 
they do think it is time we said what is 

f. ?“r. ®inds- pey don’t want to rush 
wart is going on five years old. But it used to be Russia to which the 

*Pd °nce addressed these earnest ap- peals tv come clean, it used to be Rus- 

fcjfSyyP* C0UW n0t understand; 
motherha* 14 knCW Amerlca hke its own 

* * * * 
dld this strange reversal come 

S°*that, now 14 is the East which calls on the West to break out of the 
h^r C mto the light? xt 13 so odd to near old Europe imploring young Amer- 
ica to speak its mind. 

I no longer think, as once I did. that it is any one man’s fault. Mr. Roose- velts or Mr. Hull’s, or anybody’s. I have * *’orse,fCar now: that ^ indecisive- ness m foreign policy is a true and legiti- mate expression of a national inde- cisiveness; that we are so obsessed with our own political quarrel between right and left at home, that we are unable to give clear answers to questions involv- ing the right and the left abroad; so that foreign political problems find us gluncing furtively at each other, and stalling desperately, oddly, the Con- servative Prime Minister of a less in- 
ternally contentious nation finds him- self able to be more liberal than we. 

Nothing is holding us back but our- 
When you add up the price of in- ternal disunity, be sure to put in that, at the height of the world’s crisis it placed us in the curious position of being unable to say anything better than “Urn.” 

JN azis Face New Peril Mnj. George Fielding Eliot 
Once again the Russians have re- 

turned to their persistent effort to cut 
off the German southern armies and 
push them back against the Black Sea 
or across the Ru- 
m a n i a n frontier. 
Once again they 
have created a situ- 
ation which is 
charged with poten- 
tial disaster for the 
Wehrmacht. 

It remains to be 
seen whether the 
Germans can stave 
off disaster as they 
have done before, by 
counterattack. They 
cannot, this time, 
stave it off by well- 
time d withdrawal. 
They have lost their strategic freedom 
of action in that respect by clinging too 
long to their advance positions in South 
Russia. 

It will be advisable to view this situ- 
ation coolly and carefully. Nothing is 
to be gained by anticipating a success 

which has not yet been fully achieved; 
on the other hand, we must keep in 
mind the great results which the Rus- 
sians may achieve if they can hold 
their present gains and, particularly, if 
they can expand them in the directions 
wnich will bring them to full fruition. 

* * * * 

To begin with, the capture of the 
rail station at Volochinsk does not 

wholly cut off the matn supply route 
of the German armies on the Bug and 
in the Dnieper bend. It does cut the 
main line of the now famous Warsaw- 
Lwow-Odessa railway; but it cuts it 
west of the junction of Proskurov, 
where a bypass line comes in on the 
south—a line which connects with the 
main German-Polish railway system 
both directly (via Stanislawi and also 
by way of a branch line to Tarnopol, 

which latter point is already threat- 
ened by the Russians from the north- 
east. 

Thus even the capture of Tamopol 
would not completely sever this vital 
line of communications as long as Pros- 
kurov continues in German hands. But 
there can be no doubt that the fall of 
Volocliinsk will much reduce the volume 
of traffic which can be handled to and 
from the Bug-Dnieper area and to that 
extent will weaken the German fighting 
power there. 

If the Russians were to capture Pros- 
kurov as well as Volochinsk. that would 
be quite another matter. So far, they 
are not making progress in that di- 
rection, as indicated by the fact that 
they do not yet claim the capture of 
Starokonstantinov, about naif way be- 
tween Russian-held Shepetovka and 
Proskurov. 

This suggests that the German “bolt 
positions" which cover the vital rail- 
way farther east have been extended to 
cover Proskurov as well. But this is no 
assurance that these positions cannot be 
broken through or outflanked. 

* * * * 

Should Proskurov fall, the next 
question would be whether the Ger- 
mans could immediately restore the 
situation by counterattack. Normally, 
one would think this rather likely. They have much better communications west 
of their positions than the Russians 
have to the east. The German-Polish 
railway system is able to deliver troops 
and supplies well up to the front. The 
Russians, on the other hand, are very 
extended, and have been compelled to 
hold off their present offensive for 
weeks while they improved their lines 
of communication. Moreover, the 
Rusians are in a deep salient, open to 
attack on both sides. 

But at this point in our analysis, 
we come back to the ever-recurrent 
problem of German manpower, in term* 

of organized and equipped ‘‘offensive’’ divisions. Can the Germans find enough divisions for the huge task of ousting the Russians from their present and 
prospective gains? No doubt the Ger- 
mans have been planning to switch 
troops from North Russia to South Russia, troops gained by t » shortening of their lines. 

But there hardly has een time for 
this, nor have the nort iern lines as 
yet been shortened suff lently to give much margin in released divisions. Even if the Germans now abandoned Pskov and go straight back to the 
Dvina, they will not be able (in all 
probability) to get “cash” returns in time to save themselves in the south, 
pie reserves for this counterattack, if 
it is to be launched with any hope of 
success, must come from elsewhere. 

* * * * 

Then from where? Of course, Von 
Mannstein would give his eye teeth for 
the 19 (perhaps 20 or 21) German di- 
visions now locked in battle with the 
Allied armies in Italy. Have the Ger- 
mans paid too high a Russian price for the holding of barren Italian moun- 
tains? It is quite possible. Do they have a sufficient central reserve to 
make this further expenditure in 
Russia? Possibly they have, but at 
the cost of depriving their Western 
front of the support of any central 
reserve at all, should one be needed 
there. 

Somehow, somewhere, they must find 
the troops they need, or else, if the 
Russians can push on to Tarnopol and 
especially to Proskurov, the German 
high command must see its southern 
army .group entirely cut off from direct 
communication with Germany and 
made dependent for supply, reinforce- 
ment and also for withdrawal on the 
Rumanian railways and the uncertain 
passages of the River Dnieper. 

(Copyright, 1844. N. T. Tribune, too.) 


