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Police Juvenile Bureau 
It is evident that the District’s 

relatively new Juvenile Court Act is 
not producing results anticipated 
when it was written. The court itself 
is handicapped by a volume of cases 
and an inadequacy of personnel 
needed to give practical effect to the 
fine theory of the law. The District 
is woefully lacking in facilities for 
care and treatment of children 
whose mental illness contributes to 
their delinquency. Police officers are 

plainly baffled by a failure to under- 
stand—a failure shared by a large 
element of the public—what the 
Juvenile Court is attempting to do 
and are exasperated by the repeaters 
among juvenile offenders with whom 

organized authority seems unable j 
to deal. 

In these circumstances, the Police 
Department's creation of a new 

juvenile bureau should be supported 
as an experimental effort to improve 
local procedure in dealing with a 

complex problem. It may accomplish 
something if there is recognition of 
the limitations, as well as the oppor- 
tunities, of the Police Department 
In the field of juvenile delinquency. 
The Police Department should not 

attempt to become a treatment 
agency. But it should be able to 
establish a clearing house, to work 
more closely than in the past with 
agencies treating the causes of 

juvenile delinquency, such as the 
Children’s Protective Association, 
the Jewish Social Service, the Cath- 
olic Charities, the Child Welfare 
Division of the Board of Public Wel- 

fare, etc., as well as the Juvenile 
Court itself. 

It should be possible for such a 

bureau, if given adequate personnel, 
to reduce the volume of work turned 
over to the Juvenile Court by sifting 
cases which can be handled best 

through voluntary co-pperation of : 

welfare agencies. It should be pos- I 
sible, at the same time, for the 

bureau to obtain prompt informa- 
tion from Juvenile Court on the 

disposition of court cases. And the 

bureau should be able to establish 
selective patrol of areas of the city 
where conditions make special pro- 
tection advisable. 

Other cities are attempting such 

experiments, not all of them suc- 

cessfully. In connection with the 

excellent work of Patrolman Oliver 

A. Cowan, whose inspirational or- 

ganization of boys has brought good 
results, it might be recognized at the j 
outset that while such highly indi- | 
vidualized efforts are in themselves 

helpful, the establishment of an 

efficient system of procedure, avail- 

able to all members of the force, is 

the chief need now. 

An Authority Speaks 
»©ne of the bitterest indictments 

of National Socialism thus far 

penned by any German is that of 

Erich Vermehren, former Assistant 

Military Attache of the Nazi Embassy 
at Istanbul, who recently escaped 
from Turkey to Egypt and now has j 
offered his services to the Allies as 

a volunteer in any capacity to which 

he may be assigned. His complaint 
against Hitler is an unreserved 
confession of disillusionment with 

that “world philosophy” which, as 

he says, “grows like a cancer and 

destroys everything.” 
The choice wi^ch Vermehren 

made was a choice against a system 
under which non-conformity is a 

crime. He is frank to admit that 
because of his flight, many of his 
friends at home tfill regard him as 

“a dishonorable scoundrel.” In 

explanation, he declares: 
My political convictions, my per- 

sonal ideas, my recognition of the 

hopelessness of Germany’s situation 
—these alone could not bear the 

weight of such a decision. It was 

only my conscience which could 

acquit me of any accusation of high 
treason and treachery towards my 
Fatherland. 
What he fled from, Vermehren 

Insists, was the traduction of his 
native land by “an unscrupulous 
clique” whose members have “lied 
to us for twenty years,” National 

Socialism, he charges, "has abused 
our confidence.” Further: 

It has suppressed our spirit. It has 
made us dishonest through fear. It 
has outraged our personal liberties 
through the compulsory control of 
the exercise and place of our pro- 
fessions, prohibitions of changes of 
employment, compulsory membership 
In organizations and the like. In this 
way National Socialism has deprived 
us in our own country of honor, of 
liberty and of property. We are not 
threatened with slavery from without 
but from within. * • * The ideals 
of the enemy we oppose in arms are 

nearer to our own than those of our 

own government. 
Such expressions as these certainly 

are not new. They have been cur- 

rent among refugees from Germany 
•very since 1982. Vermehren’s mani- 
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festo, however, has a value all its 
own. He represents a revolt—a 
moral revolution—from the near- 
center of the Nazi machine. If 
Hitler could lay hands on him, he 
would die a hideous death. Mean- 
while, his challenge stands. At the 
climax of his statement, he launches 
the ultimate incrimination: “Na- 
tional Socialism brutalizes every boy 
and endangers every girl.” 

If any American still wants to 
know what the Allies are fighting 
for, there is the answer. Vermehren 
is an authority on the subject. He 
knows whereof he speaks. 

The Petrillo Ruling 
It is difficult to see wherein the 

War Labor Board panel ruling in 
the “canned music” case is an im- 
portant setback to the long-range 
plans of James CL Petrillo, president 
of the American Federation of Mu- 
sicians. 

Mr. Petrillo is attempting to collect 
from all manufacturers a fee for 
each record made, the money to be 
turned over to the union for the 
benefit of musicians who mav be 
unemployed in the future. In effect, 
taking the most favorable view of 
this proposal, it would compel the 
record-buying public to finance a 

private unemployment fund within 
Mr. Petrillo’s union. And at its 
worst, if the administration of such 
a fund should fall into unscrupulous 
hands, a condition might easily de- 
velop in which the money exacted 
from the public would be nothing 
more than a private war chest for 
the benefit of autocratic union 
officials. 

The WLB panel refused to approve 
Mr. Petrillo’s plan and recommended 
that the full board order him to 
send his musicians back to work 
for those companies that have been 
on the Petrillo blacklist since Au- 
gust, 1942. It also found that there 
is not now any substantial unem- 
ployment among musicians, and 
held that the development of radio 
and recordings probably had not 
decreased employment of instru- 
mentalists. To this extent the 
ruling was a setback for the man 
who is the unquestioned czar of 
the professional world of music. 

There are two significant points 
to be noted, however. First, there 
is a suggestion in the panel’s lan- 
guage that its decision might have 
been different if unemployment 
attributable to radio and recordings 
were widespread among musicians. 
And. second, the panel said that 
under “proper safeguards” the pay- 
ment by an employer of unemploy- 
ment fees directly to a union would 
not be “opposed to social policy.” 

If the full board sustains the 
panel, Mr. Petrillo may be checked 
for the duration of the war. But 
there is no reason to suppose that 
he will not renew his demand suc- 

cessfully when the war ends, al- 
ways assuming that the music- 
loving public remains indifferent or 

perhaps willing to foot the bill for 
him. 

The Pucheu Trial 
As the first case of its kind since 

the establishment of Quislingist 
regimes in Nazi-occupied Europe, 
the trial of Pierre Pucheu by a 

special French military tribunal in 
Algiers, together with the death 
sentence meted out, creates a pat- 
tern and precedent for all such 
actions in the future. At this dis- 
tance, Americans are in no position 
to pass an informed or sound judg- 
ment on the merits of the court’s 

findings. All we can be sure of is 
that the former Vichy Minister of 
Interior earned a bad reputation for 
himself during his term of office, 
that unless some higher tribunal or 

General De Gaulle himself inter- 
venes, he will pay with his life for 
it, and that, in any event, many 
other Frenchmen from Laval on 

down—including possibly even Mar- 
shal Petain—face the same sort of 
punishment because of their close 
collaboration with the Nazis. 

It seems a reasonable expectation 
that the procedure followed against 
Pucheu will serve as a model of sorts 
for similar action almost certain to 
be brought against the collabora- 
tionist elements in other countries 
overrun by Hitler. The Norwegian 
government-in-exile, for example, 
will surely get after Quisling and his 
group in Norway just as soon as the 
opportunity presents itself, assuming 
the the Norwegian people them- 
selves do not do the job before then. 
The same may be said of the Dutch, 
the Czech and other governments- 
in-exile whose homelands have been 
betrayed, in one way or another, by 
natives guilty of making themselves 
treasonable puppets of the Nazis. 
From the standpoint of law, how- 
ever, some experts may well raise 
the point that even though it has 
set the pattern and precedent, the 
tribunal in Algiers belongs to an 

authority whose status as a govern- 
ment has yet to be determined and 
that therefore the validity of the 
Pucheu trial is at least open to 
question. 

In other words, the French Com- 
mittee of National Liberation, under 
which the Algiers court has oper- 
ated. is in a kind of twilight zone of 
legitimacy. Unlike the governments- 
in-exile, it has not been recognized 
to date as the full-fledged, legally 
constituted voice of France, its re- 

lations with the United Nations 
being held, so far, to a level short of 
that. Whether this technicality 
seriously affects the matter in an 
international sense, or whether the 
majority of the people inside France 
regard the De Gaulle organization 
as a de facto government sufficiently 
empowered to try the men of Vichy 
at this time, remains to be seen. But 
there can be no question that the 
case blazes the trail for the multi- 

plicity of similar cases yet to come 
and shows—whatever may be the 
legal doubts in this instance—that 
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the problems of war crimes and war 

criminals can be handled in an 

orderly manner. And that is an 

important thing, for out of the deep 
well of Europe's bitterness a great 
deal of indiscriminate blood-letting 
will flow unless the machinery of 
justice is ready to function with 
firmness and dispatch. 

Hendrik Van Loon 
Hendrik Willem Van Loon had 

several careers. He began as a jour- 
nalist with the Associated Press in 
Washington. Later, he was a schol- 
ar’s scholar, writing such orthodox 
works as his “Fall of the Dutch 
Republic.” It was the vogue of H. G. 
Wells' “Outline of History” that 
prompted him to attempt “The Story 
of Mankind.” After its phenomenal 
success, his future was secure. He 
could do what he wished, and his 
choice was to influence people in 
the direction of a series of liberal 
reforms to which he was devoted. 
The clue to his philosophy as a pub- 
licist may be found in his discussion 
of “Tolerance” and “The Story of 
the Bible.” He anticipated the 
Second World War and welcomed 
it—as an alternative to further 
appeasement of Hitler. That he was 
one of the conflict’s casualties is 
manifest from the fact that he 
continued to fight on “the ideolog- 
ical front” when his heart was 

“cutting up” and his physicians told 
him he would die if he did not rest. 

But it was useless to caution such 
an ardent spirit. Van Loon was a 

huge figure of a man, weighing close 
to 300 pounds, but his mind was as 

active as fire. So long as he could 

breathe, he was obliged to express 
himself. He never was quite free of 
his native Dutch mannerisms of 
construction, yet he became a master 
oi prose as modern readers want it. 
His popularity was immense, and he 
was grateful for the independence it 
afforded him. The individualistic 
qualities of his productions certainly 
would have suffered had he been 

obliged to labor in an arbitrary pat- 
tern. Possibly it was his instinctive 
alarm at the tendency of Der Fuer- 
her to meddle with culture that 
prompted his original hatred of him. 

Van Loon, however, will not be 
remembered exclusively for his cru- 

sades. Those who examine his books 
in time to follow the close of the 
prevailing global strife will see him 
in his proper role of liberal social 
philosopher. He thought better than 
he wrote and sketched and talked. 

This and That 
By Charles E. Tracewell 

A correspondent wants to know how to 
discourage hornets from building in a 

bird house. 
The simplest way is to remove the 

house to another location as far removed 
as possible from the original site. 

In this way the automatic habits of 
the hornets are broken up. Stopping up 
the entrance will not do it, because the 
creatures return immediately when the 
obstruction is removed. 

They are tenacious, once they have 
decided upon a place. It is the place 
they like. 

Another way is to let them have their 
chosen site, and put up a new bird box 
some place else. In this way one eats 
his cake and has it, too; hornets are very 
interesting, and well-worth watching— 
at a respectful distance. 

Liking for birds ought not to be an 
exclusive preoccupation of the friend of 
nature. Peattie, in one of his books, 
has told us how good nature is, after all; 
how animals fight simply and decently, 
without the horrible plotting and cruelty 
of man. The brute creatures, so-called, 
at times seem to be cruel, and no doubt 
they are, from a purely physical stand- 
point. but their cruelty is for a decent 
purpose, to get something to eat. Man, 
at least in 1944, has no such excase. 
There seems to be plenty to go around, 
but we won’t let it go ‘round. It is 
there the trouble lies. 

* * * * 

Hornets and wasps and the various 
carpenter bees make a most interesting 
study. 

It is not always possible, one must 
admit, to accept them in that light, 
especially w'hen they insist on making 
a nest in a letter box. 

The letter box at the front door seems 
to be a favorite of hornets. 

They will put up with almost any 
amount of interference, in order to 
build in this dearly loved place. In 
most cases they are not troublesome, 
as long as they are left alone to their 
devices. 

oome wasps Known as yellow jackets 
are favorites of small boys everywhere. 
They like to build under roofs and put 
up a fascinating dwelling. Since there 
may be thousands of yellow jackets in 
one nest, it is wise to let them alone. 

All members of the hornet and wasp 
tribes like to get into attics, and are 

experts at it. The careful housewife 
does not understand how they get in. 

Often wasp nests are built on window 
frames, in such a wav that the glass 
serves as one side of the nest. By being 
careful to keep the window shut and 
well locked, it is possible to have a grand 
stand seat. 

In recent years the English hornet 
has gained a foothold in this country. 
It was first introduced in New York, to 
consume an inimical insect. Like most 
Such ventures, it largely failed of its 
purpose, but the hornet extended its 
range and is now found on many States. 

Bees and bumble bees make up a dis- 
tinct department of nature. There are 
honey bees, and miner bees and leaf- 
cutting bees, and carpenter bees, among 
the most interesting of all. The last 
named of these is a very dark bee, the 
male having green eyes. Its mate has 
black eyes, and she carries a sting, and 
a good one. She is the carpenter of the 
family. She bites out the tunnel with 
her jaws and carefully sweeps out the 
sawdust and chips with small brushes 
attached to her hind legs. 

She can bore out a hole as true and 
neat as any carpenter. It is smooth and 
clean. The main tunnel is half an 
inch in diameter and may extend for 
18 inches. There is a small entrance 
hall, too. 

She carefully makes small loaves 
of bee-bread, as it is called. They are 
pollen, sweetened with honey. She puts 
one loaf of bee-bread in each of the 
small cells she makes by erecting parti- 
tions made out of chips. On each loaf 
she lays an egg. This egg develops into 
a white grub. If a human being sees 
this grub, he calk it a worm and per- 
haps shudders. But he is looking at 
one of nature's marvels. In the spring 
the grub develops into a fine new car- 
penter bee with gauzy wings and beauti- 
ful green or black eyes, as the case may 
be. Carpenter bees carefully clean out 
the old tunnels and use them year after 
year. No one can blame them for that— 
it takes the mother a day to bore half 
an inch. 
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Letters to The Star 
Doubts That War Criminals Will 

Be Punished 
To the Editor of The Star: 

I would like to indorse the sentiments 
expressed by R. Stein in a letter pub- 
lished in The Star of March 7. In 
particular, his contention that the 
"loose and unsound reasoning” being 
employed in discussions on the punish- 
ment of war criminals—"specifically, 
those plans of exterminating races of 
people, whether yellow or white, Japa- 
nese or German"—will tend only to 
prolong the war. 

Such haranguings serve to becloud 
more important issues anu, thereby, 
further confuse an already war-weary 
populace. 

In the first place, it stands to reason 
that, to all practical purposes, it would 
be impossible to annihilate an entire 
nation. 

In the second, executions of those in- 
dividual powers-that-be "responsible” 
for the war are highly improbable. Most 
of us learned—or should have learned— 
that much from our history books. 

It will do no harm, however, to refresh 
our memories on the subject. Consider 
the "penalties” imposed upon those 
"responsible" for the First World War. 
What do we find: The Kaiser, for in- 
stance, died in his bed at Doom. Why? 

According to an account written by 
Prime Minister Churchill—who. barring 
the unforeseen, undoubtedly will have a 
say in the peace negotiations to follow 
this war—Holland simply would not give 
up his Germanic majesty, and that was 
that. 

"The Dutch.” wrote Mr. Churchill, 
"are an obstinate people and, more Im- 
portant still, Holland is a small fcountry. 
Small countries were very much in 
fashion at the time of the peace con- 
ference. 'GalhftU little Belgium’ was 
being evacuated, reparated, compensated 
and congratulated. * • • Holland came 
to the rescue of the Allies—she refused 
to surrender the Kaiser. Whether or 
not the subterranean intrigues of Old 
World secret diplomacy may have con- 
veyed to the Dutch government some 
assurance that they would not be im- 
mediately fallen upon with armed 
violence by all the victorious nations, 
will never be ascertained.” 

Mr. Churchill also has recorded that: 
“The griefs of the Allies against the 
Bulgarians were not light. The cold- 
blooded entry of Bulgaria into the war; 
the historic ingratitude which this act 
involved to Russian liberators and 
English friends: the stabbing of strug- 
gling Serbia in the back; the frightful 
injury inflicted thereby upon the Allied 
cause; the war crimes commited on 
Serbian soil-wall these made a long and 
dark account.” 

Quite a score that, but easily settled. 
Mr. Churchill concludes: “It was 
accepted they had been driven into war 
by King Ferdinand, and with his de- 
parture into luxurious exile the wrath of 
the Allies had been sensibly appeased.” 

Tnat’s the way it was the last time— 
and there’s precious little chance of its 
being any different the next. 

The end of this holocaust is far away, 
and there are many more important 
matters than punitive planning with 
which to occupy our minds at this time. 
Any such threats that we may hurl at 
men or nations will only strengthen 
their resistance. 

PHILIP L. WORMELEY IV. 

Doubts New Deal Purposes 
To the Editor of The Star: 

The eagerness of the administration 
to have a Federal ballot bill passed 
to permit the members of the armed 
forces to vote directly for President 
and Vice President is not dictated by 
any sentimental motive. Its objective 
is to override the plain provisions of 
the Constitution. Provisions of that 
document are plainly written and should 
be read by every citizen, but probably 
will not be. The method of election 
for the President and Vice President 
was designed to prevent Just what the 
administration is striving for: The 
imposition of totalitarianism on this 
country. 

Under the laws of the various States 
there is no disfranchisement of mem- 
bers of the armed forces except in the 
case of two States which do not permit 
absentee voting. That is a matter for 
the citizens of those States to correct 
if they so wish. But, if the New Deal, 
with a Federal ballot law, is returned 
to office the administration will say: 
‘We told you so!” implying that it was 
the “soldier vote” that swung the elec- 
tion, which might not be the case. On 
the other hand, if the election goes 
against the New Deal, then the ad- 
ministration may claim that the voting 
was illegal and throw the matter into 
the courts, retaining office until it is 
decided. This may take years and, as 
time passas, the grip of totalitarianism 
might be tightened more and more on 
our throats. 

The chances are that with the trouble 
that will follow "peace,” conditions will 
arise that will open countless oppor- 
tunities for the complete abrogation 
of the Constitution, in which event, 
the final outcome will be that we will 
become exactly what Germany became 
under Hitler. C. J. 8. 

Thinks Policing ‘Preposterous’ 
To the Editor of The Star: 

People everywhere are awakening to 
the fact that the war Is a mighty world 
revolution; we might as well resolutely 
face the grim facts. 

Churchill suggests that the “Atlantic 
Charter” is buried, but as yet he has not 
conceded that British rule over brown 
and yellow races in waning. The forces 
of evolution are at work; ancient sys- 
tems, having served their purpose, ap- 
pear doomed. 

Britain and the U. S. A. should seek 
to co-operate and maintain friendly 
relationships. But the idea of John Bull 
and Uncle Sam “policing” the world is 
preposterous. How would we like to be 
“policed"? After the Civil War. the 
North attempted to “police” the South, with disastrous consequences. 

When our boys return to their home- 
land, when this terrible conflict ends, they will be in no mood to "police” any 
teriitory but their own. And they may be expected promptly to vote down any 
proposal to the contrary. 

EDMUND K. GOLDSBOROUGH. 

The Angel of the Red Cross 
We may not lift the cup to fainting 

lips, 
Nor soothe the agonies of those who 

went 
Out from the homes where happy 

years were spent 
To flaming battlefields and sinking 

ships. 

But. in mir stead, the Angel of the 
Cross 

Bends over those we love. Her pitying 
hands 

Comfort the desolate in alien lands; 
She dries the tears of heartbreak, pain 

and loss. 

Not hers alone the love, for at her 
side 

There stands the shadoivy Cross of 
Calvary, 

Emblem of self-forgetful ministry 
And tender spirit of the Crucified. 

Not hers alone the task. We hear the 
cries 

Of those who call to us from deep 
despair. 

She binds the torturing wounds; we 
can but bear 

The willing burden of self-sacrifice. 
INEZ BARCLAY KIRBY. 
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This Changing World Constantine Brown 
On September 9, 1943. American and 

British troops landed in Italy. After 
184 days of intermittent heavy fighting 
we are only approximately 50 miles 
closer to Rome than 
we were when we 
landed. 

The enemy still 
holds the strategic 
initiatives. For the 
time being two large 
forces. Allied and 
German, are dead- 
locked at Cassino 
and on the Anzio- 
Nettuno front. But 
while the Allies can- 
not withdraw and 
must break the dead- 
lock regardless of 
the cost, the Ger- 
mans can continue the battle for Rome 
or pull out if they see they are about 
to be overwhelmed. 

The Allies are faced with a political 
problem—they cannot drop the cam- 
paign without losing face. The prestige 
of the United States and Qreat Britain 
and that of its political leaders who are 
said to have been principally responsible 
for the campaign, would suffer too much 
if the Allied high command decided to 
withdraw on the ground that the sac- 
rifices necessary to conquer Rome would 
not equal the military advantages. 

No political face-saving is involved 
in the German strategy. The Nazis are 
doing their best to stop us and inflict 
on our forces as many losses as possible. 
The Germans believe the casualties we 
will have to suffer to break the present 

deadlock will have a repercussion on 
the projected invasion of Western Eu- 
rope. 

* * * * 

But if the Allied superiority in South- 
ern Italy becomes overwhelming it is 
probable that Marshal Kesselring will 
order a full retreat to the stronger lines 
on the Po River. With the exception of 
the campaign at Stalingrad the German 
high command has preferred to liquidate 
a bad situation by reducing losses and 
saving whatever could be saved than 
insisting on an operation which was 
not remunerative from the global de- 
fensive point of view. 

Marshal Rommel did it in Africa and 
Gen. Yodel has followed the same pat- 
tern in Russia in the last few months, 
regardless of the effect on morale at 
home and the loss of the German 
Army's prestige throughout the world. 

Military observers point out that the 
Germans could have fought a much 
longer delaying action last winter on 
the Dnieper River had they been willing 
to sacrifice more troops. But they real- 
ized that their main strategic plans in 
Russia had failed and decided to cut 
their losses by abandoning important 
territories. 

From the strictly military view Italy 
has relatively slight importance to us. 
The conquest of Rome and the plains 
north of the Eternal City would give 
the Allies the advantage of having air- 
fields from which they could easily 
attack Rumania and Southern Ger- 
many. Whether the advantage thus 
gained is worth the cost is another 
question. 

To students of strategy there are only 
two actions we can undertake in South- 
ern Italy at present—either open up an 
all-out offensive to break the German 
resistance and attain our objectives 
before long or withdraw from the 
Anzio-Nettuno beachhead and assume 
a purely defensive position on our old 
lines from Naples to Bari. 

A continuation of the deadlock will 
lead us nowhere. A war of attrition, 
as we appear to be fighting in Italy 
today, is likely to affect our major plans. 

The major military purpose of the 
German high command today revolves 
around defense, whereas our purpose 
revolves around offense. Neither Brit- 
ain nor the United States can fight a 

war of attrition. 
We know the Nazis will concentrate 

their efforts on thwarting the offensive 
in the west. Under these circumstances 
and in view of the fact that the Amer- 
ican forces and supplies must be taken 
to the front from across the Atlantic, 
our military effort in Italy may become 
detrimental unless we can force a de- 
cision there in the near future. 

The chances that we will decide to 
call off the Italian offensive and take 
a defensive role are small. The political 
repercussions of an admission that we 

opened a campaign which proved un- 
remunerative would be too great. 

There is still a good chance that the 
Allies can compel the Germans to give 
up their present defensive-offensive * 

and it is hoped that the Italian cam- 
paign will not prove as bad a gamble as 

Gallipoli was in 1916 or Narvik was 
in 1940. 

On the Record Dorothy Thompson 
The article published by the English- 

woman, Vera Brittain, in “Fellowship” 
and indorsed by 28 pacifists, all but one 
a clergyman, raises a profound issue— 
not about the bomb- 
ing of German 
towns, but about 
pacifism. 

Hatred of war is 
common to mankind. 
The G. I. fighting on 
scores of fronts hates 
war as much, or 

more, than Miss 
Brittain. Although 
there is a philosophy 
praising war as a 

purifying instrument 
and a progressive 
factor in civilization, 
that philosophy has 
only been accepted by a small minority 
in any country. Even in Germany, 
where this minority Is strongest among 
the nations of western civilization, the 
Nazis are compelled to disclaim the guilt 
of aggression. 

The logic of this indisputable fact is 
to create a policy and program for secur- 
ing permanent peace. But that involves 
the acceptance of responsibility for the 
maintenance of an international order 
in which aggression, already recognized 
in the human conscience as a crime, be- 
comes, in fact, and in law, a crime, with 
the proper instruments of force to 
compel submission to law. 

But this is not pacifism. Pacifism is 
an individual anticipation of a world 
society that does not exist. The pacifist 
lives, like the rest of us, in this world. 
But by rejecting equal moral respon- 
sibility for its failures, he invests him- 
self with a righteousness that he does 
not deserve. He publicly washes his 
hands of a dirty business in the instinct, 
not of saving society, but of saving his 
own soul, 

% * * * 

This act gives him a peculiar feeling 
of moral superiority over his fellows. 

It is to be noted, for instance, in con- 
scientious objectors. In democratic 

countries the right of the honest con- 
scientious objector is recognized. Such 
as are of military age are interned in 
camps and compelled to do nonmilitary 
work, mostly on the land. 

Recently they have demanded an in- 
crease in pocket money to a soldier's 
pay. They leave out of account that 
the soldier is risking his eyes, his limbs, 
and his life for his principles, while 
they are risking for their principles 
absolutely nothing. Under these- con- 
ditions who has the stronger morality 
and principles? 

I have nothing but admiration for 
those conscientious objectors in Britain 
who, refusing to fight, volunteered to 
exhume and remove unexploded time 
bombs during the blitz. These men 
demonstrated their principles with their 
lives. 

Nevertheless, pacifism is a moral lux- 
ury granted to the few by the many 
who live life as it is. The pacifist wants 
to get to heaven before he dies, and 
he lives in a world of pretense. His 
ultimate goal should be to convert his 
fellow men, but his pacifism prevents 
him from defending even his fellow 
pacifists in the only way they can be 
defended. 

* * * * 
The first thing Hitler did when he 

became chancellor—a sure signal of 
what he was up to—was to arrest every 
active pacifist in Germany. Most of 
them are now dead. Did German re- 
publicans, pacifist as a whole, resist? 
No, they tolerated the destruction of 
the democratic state rather than spill 
a drop of blood. By their domestic 
pacifism they paved the way for this 
war. 

And the international pacifists con- 
fined themselves to futile petitions and 
speeches. In the case of the persecu- 
tion of pacifists, Jews, and democrats 
of all kinds, a persecution bloody and 
ruthless, only decisive action could 
have been effective—immediate eco- 
nomic sanctions, for instance. But all 
positive action involved the risk of 
war, and in all democratic countries 

a. 

the pacifist, trend was toward appease- 
ment. Action in 1933, or as late as 1936, 
would have made this war a police 
expedition and a relatively bloodless 
affair, If it had occurred at all. But 
even that was too much for the paci- 
fists. 

Actually they brought every pressure 
to prevent the defenders from rearm- 
ing, and thus encouraged the aggres- 
sors. In Britain and here they wel- 
comed German agents coming as “paci- 
fists" to preach pacifism to us. And in 
Madison Square Garden the Oxford 
Movement staged a rally displaying 
the swastika flag among the flags of 
the nations, although it was already 
dripping with innocent blood. 

* * * * 
The ultimate consequence, in fact, 

was a terrible world-wide war follow- 
ing the inevitable law that the defender 
can only protect himself with the In- 
struments of the aggressor. 

That is not what the pacifists wanted. 
But they are as responsible for it, and 
perhaps more responsible, than any- 
body else. 

Yet they demand for themselves the 
unique prerogative of divorce from the 
catastrophe, as though they were not 
co-members of the human race, but a 
chosen elite of the righteous—chosen 
to call others to repentance, but never 
to reconsider their own role in the 
tragic drama. 

Pacifism is only possible in a free and 
strong society, which cannot exist with- 
out defense by its members. The lad 
running the gamut of flak, rockets, and 
fighters over Berlin, or shivering in 
malarial fever In a Melanasian jungle, 
or stepping consciously from an Italian 
beachhead into bloody hell, is fighting 
for the pacifists—even for their right 
to be pacifists. 

And I believe that these, who for 
us have descended into hell, will be 
more easily forgiven than those who 
so painlessly appoint themselves not 
to become sinners, and promote them- 
selves to heaven. 

(Released by the Bell Brndictte, Ine.) 

The Great Game of Politics Frank R. Kent 
The degree to which Mr. Roosevelt 

has become identified with the CIO and 
the CIO with him constitutes the most 
extraordinary relationship that has ever 
existed between an 

American President 
and an organized 
group. There have 
been so many dem- 
onstrations of this 
in the past 11 years 
that the special con- 

nection is indisput- 
able. 

It is true that at 
White House labor 
conferences M r. 
Green of the AFL is 
always present with 
Mr. Murray of the 
CIO. But it is the latter who is cher- 
ished, the former who is tolerated. The 
CIO long ago established itself as the 
Roosevelt labor faction. Mr. Roosevelt 
long ago gave evidence of his particular 
CIO friendship. In its early days his 
name and prestige were used in its mem- 

bership drives. It. built itself up on the 
strength of its White House ties. It is 
the union which Mis. Roosevelt elected 
to join. The President's tolerance of the 
sit-down strike was of incalculable value 
to the CIO. The record is full of re- 

ciprocal favors. 
* * * * 

Several developments of the last few 
days make it timely to recall these facts. 
One development was the unexpected 
insistence by the President that the CIO 
henceforth must be included, equally 
with the AFL, in representation in the 
International Labor Office. This is con- 

trary to the prevailing rule and, the 
AFL contention is, contrary to a clause 
in the ILO constitution. It is hardly 
possible to reject such a request from 
the President, but resentful AFL leaders 
see in it the result of CIO pressure on 

him, and they do not like it. Another 
development is the all-out activity of 
the CIO for the fourth term. Mr. Sidney 
Hillman, chairman of the CIO Commit- 
tee on Political Action, with an admitted 
campaign fund of $700,000, Is the most 
vociferous of Roosevelt supporters. Sev- 
eral of the big CIO unions have already 
indorsed the fourth term. All of them 
will. 

This is in contrast to the AFL, which 
will stick by its rule of not indorsing 
candidates. Though most AFL mem- 
bers probably will support the Presi- 
dent, there Is a strong element which 
is opposed to him. His CIO support is 
solid. Mr. Hillman is the gentleman 
whom the President picked to represent 
labor on the old dual-headed war pro- 
duction board, which marked time for 
nearly a year. Now, Mr. Hillman is 
running the American Labor party in 
New York. Having officially disbanded 
their own party, the Communists are 

concentrating upon controlling the 
American Labor party. The charge is 
that, under Mr. Hillman, they have 
succeeded. But that will not affect its 
support of Mr. Roosevelt, inasmuch 
as the earliest advocate of the fourth 
term was the Communist leader, Mr. 
Earl Browder, released by Mr. Roosevelt 
from a Federal penitentiary a year or 
so ago “to promote national unity." 

The charge has been made repeatedly 
that through membership on its Execu- 
tive Committee the Communists really 
control the CIO. and that Mr. Murray 
is virtually their prisoner in his own 
union. This draws attention to the 
most serious development of all—to wit, 
the fight to break the Little Steel for- 
mula. It is led by Mr. Murray, who 
openly declares that “we are trying to 
change the stabilization policy.” This 
fits right in with the Communist idea. 
If Mr. Murray succeeds, the whole anti- 
inflation program will be scuttled. The 

question is whether the War Labor 
Board, to which the CIO demands are 
made, will stand firm or give way. In 
the recent coal and railroad cases the 
pretense was that the Little Steel 
formula remained intact. Actually, in- 
direct concessions were granted which 
really gave the unions more than they 
were entitled to under the formula. 

If. either dire<fly or indirectly, the 
WLB again yields, it will be a frank 
invitation to a general upward and 
inflationary surge of wages. For the 
steel industry is the leader. If Mr. 
Murray gets concessions for his big steel 
union, a flood of demands from other 
unions is sure to follow. We may as well face the facts. The case is squarely 
up to the President. It is silly to pre- tend the WLB is going to make so mo- 
mentous a decision without White House support. The board will most 
certainly consult Mr. Byrnes, assistant 
^r®s.lden^’ and Judge Vinson, economic 
stabilizer. Left to themselves, both Mr. 
Byrnes and Mr. Vinson would favor a firm rejection. In effect, they have 
already said as much. 

But neither Mr. Byrnes nor Mr. Vin- 
son will make this decision without 
consulting the President. Nor should they. Too much is involved. So it comes down to this: In the end. Mr. Roosevelt will have to decide whether or not to 
permit his specially favored labor or- 
ganization, headed by his close personal and political friend, to knock the props from under his most vital domestic pol- he yields t0 the Pressure, the cost of 'he war and the burden upon this and future generations will be vastly increased. It is a decision which affects 
everybody—fhe soldiers abroad and the civilians at home. One may be par- doned for thinking the President could make it better if he were not a candi- date for re-election 

Burma Advance Maj. George Fielding Eliot 
What is happening in Burma is a 

process which by this time should have 
become painfully familiar to all Axis 
forces holding a central position in an 
area of which the 
United Nations hold 
the perimeter. It is 
the time-honored 
process of the ab- 
sorption of the de- 
fense's reserves. 

In Arakan, a Brit- 
i ish Army probes 

southward toward 
i Akyab. The Japa- 
| nese put in strong 

forces to stop them, 
but are heavily de- 
feated. This defeat 
seems partly due to 
Japanese overcon- 

fidence, partly to the greatly improved 
fighting powers of the British and Indian 
troops—possibly arising from greater 
experience in jungle fighting. Allied air 
superiority was a factor of vital im- 
portance. The Japanese are retreating 

i now, slowly giving ground. Akyab is 
seriously threatened; if it is taken, our 
air power will have a new forward base 
from which to strike at the internal 
communications routes so important to 
the Japanese. 

* * * * 
While this is going on, farther along 

the frontier in the Hukawng Valley a 
force composed of American troops and 
two American-trained Chinese divisions 
advances successfully, inflicting heavy 
losses on the Japanese and capturing 
Manigkwan and Walawbun. Here again 
the real difference seems to have been 

1 

made by the superior fighting quality of 
the Allied troops, plus superior equip- 
ment and superiority in the air. The 
Japanese must find the means to stop 
this thrust, or they will find their grip 
on Northern Burma loosening with pain- 
ful rapidity; the hill tribes are but 
waiting a chance to come over to what 
they have never ceased to call "the 
government.” 

Thus the harassed Japanese com- 
mander in Burma must re-examine his 
resources. He has perhaps five or six 
divisions. Two of them have just been 
badly mauled in Arakan and are calling 
for reinforcements. Another has just 
suffered severely in the Hukawng Valley, 
and is doubtless likewise calling for help, 
because it faces superior numbers, and 
tanks, and is in some danger of being 
wiped out altogether. But if the Japa- 
nese commander sends a division to 
each front, he has little enough left 
with which to meet any further attack. 
And a further attack in some other 
sector is exactly what he can count on 
As certain to happen. 

He can, of course, call for reinforce- 
ments himself. Probably he can get 
them, a division or two from Indo- 
china, Thailand or Malaya, filtering in 
by the difficult roads across the moun- 
tains. But he cannot hope for a heavy 
reinforcement by the only route which 
is adequate for really large troop move- 
ments into Burma: That is by sea 

through the Strait of Malacca to Moul- 
mein or Rangoon. He has just had a 

very sharp lesson on that point, and he 
knows from painful experience that 
the northern exit of the Strait of 

Malacca is being rigorously patrolled by 
British submarines—probably the sub- 
marines of the late Mediterranean fleet, 
released to the Far East by the naval 
collapse of Italy. The British sub 
skippers would give three rousing cheers 
at the sight of a Japanese troop convoy. 

* * * * 

Moreover, if he brings in reinforce- 
ments he aggravates his supply problem, 
which is difficult enough now because 
of these same bad land communications 
and precarious sea lanes. 

Yet he is surrounded by superior 
forces, with command of the sea and 
command of the air. They have struck 
two damaging blows. They will strike 
others: Where and when and in what 
strength, he has no means of finding 
out. He is in exactly the same position, 
strategically, as the German high com- 
mand within the fortress of Europe, or 
his own masters at home within the far 
flung Japanese defensive perimeter, of 
which he holds a single sector. He must 
conserve his forces, prepare as best he 
can to conform to the initiative of his 
opponent, try to keep some sort of 
reserve in hand with which to meet the 
unexpected. 

Yet he is always confronted by the 
unpleasant alternative of using a part 
of his dwindling reserve, or being com- 
pelled to lose a position here, a position 
there which the enemy can employ 
against him for further and more power- 
ful attacks. Particularly he must try 
to hold the enemy out of new air bases, 
for these can be used with devastating 
effect against his communications. 

(Copyrifht, 1944.) 
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