— Between the Lines
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Mnnk It Over, Mrs. RooseveﬁL

RS. ELEANOR ROOSE-
VELT has entered
into the current discussion
about - the policies of the
Americann Communists.- I
am relerring to her syndicated

column last  Saturday, and en :

echo of that column in  Mon-
day's 8cripps-Howard press.

We must welcome Mrs. Rooge-
velt's desire to . g
have .her say
on what the
Communists are
thinking and
doing. The is-
Bues are of gen. 4
eral publc’ coR-
cern. The Om-
munists have
nothing to hide
—either with respect w theh’
achievements or with respect to
their mistakes.

All progressive circles are
therefore watching our behavoir,
and are taking papt in our de-

bate in various ways. This is as .

it should be. It reflects the basic
truth that American Communists
are , an -integral force in the
American nation, and the day is
past when national issues can be
discussed and* decided without
hearing out and reckoninx with
American Communis{ views.

Diatressing
Procedwre

Apparently, Mrs.  Roosevelt
_finds 1t possible to make judg-
ments on American Ovemmiunists
without hadtig read what' they:
themselves

tHe least. One may dissgree with
the Commmiste—aa ' sharply as
“one desires.” ‘But ‘'hdw can ang
disagree ’'without ‘having read
from “original’ 'sotnées exactly
what they are saying?

The N. Y. Times did the same
thing a week ago, in picking up
a phrase from a statement by
Browder on June 4 and drawing
the unwarranted conclusion that
American Communists are dubi-
ous about supporting the war
against Japan.

This- was 'a misquotation. Tt

was made all the worse by the -

fact that the N. Y. Times failed
to publish a letter of correction
sent out by the National Board
of our organization the very next
day. This letter draw attention
to the emphasis in the resolution
of the National Board, calling for
the complete defeay of militarist
Japan, and stressing the need for
@ demacratic policy toward Cbins.
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A% saying.  Such aw

brocedure 15 distralsitiy, to SAV! Ypen gogperative, where they could

When anyone in this discussion
misquotes to begin with, and
then refuses to acknowledge the
correction 0f a previous misguo-
tation, I can only conclude that
such behavior is-deliberate. With-
out ascribing the same motive to
Mrs. Roasevelt, certainly - the
same problem -remains,

For example, she says that “it
mghtmamtouennymupln
our midst  propusing to propa-
gandize instead of coopermséing
where -possible” . ., . 8he fears
“this may-lead to war at home
and abroad.” Therefore, she con-
tinues, “the French Communist
leader and thie: Ameryoerd +Cam-
‘encourage g policy
of wodd’ have the
peade of the world harm.”

But whee—in the article by
Jacques Duclos or in the state-
ments of our own arganisstion—
did Mrs. Roosevelt get the idea
that Communists, either here or
abroed, are advocating “world rev-
olution”?

I have the documents before
me. There is no mention of this
phrase at all It is of course ridic-
ulous to .suggest . that

¢pn make a ‘“world

Communisty
revolution.” and .neither can the

French. But.aside from that, why
should any progressive, like Mrs.
Roosevelt, employ such a Jloase

newspaper sSummary that bears the
imprint of the newspaper jter's
prejudice, and just does ot cor-
reapdnd wlth the facts?
ubu the' lqt ‘lines.
‘“The Amietian Oculmmm

be. But now, as we understand it,
tbeyarewromeammunlmm

by Joseph Starobin —

our democracy. This we will no¢
tolerate.”

Here- again—in all flhaﬂl te
Mrs. Roosevell—I am camgelied
to suggest that she has ngt read
any of our discussions thus' far.
The draft resolution of our Na-
tional Board (June 2) egys that
“it is Mthl te weld
and ocensolidate the Bl
tional coalition of all amtizfascist
and demguratic forces, inglediag
all supporters of Reesevelt’s anti-
Axis polides. , .” s

At apother point, the resqlution
says: ‘‘While cooperating with the

patriotic- and democratic - forces
from allswalks of life, must
in the; first place strengthénm its
ties wifh the veterans, thitpiling
farmers, the Negro , the

youth, the women, profess
and amall-business men and with
their democratic o ns,”

This bardly sounds as ‘ba.h
Communists are mddenly ceasing
to be cooperstive, does it? Indeed,
the resolution stresses that coope
eration With the dominant éctions
of mawpoly capitaiiam is {Busory.
It says that cooperation mést take
place o the basis of priritdple -
roughly epeaking, on “Rodsfvelt’s
snti-Axl‘ policies.” The resolution
propasés to criticize mercilessly all
hesitations toward these policies
and all concessions “to the reac-
tionaries.~This has nothing te do
with “forcing Communism upon
our democracy.” The conception
that Oammunism can. be forced
upon any people 15 an insuit both

the! Communists and to the
people Upon whom it would be al-
legedly' be  folsted,

But: what is the source' @t this
strange 2thinking from HKeanor
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SOVIET-BAITING is the specialty of those whe viewed the Nasis
advance with complacency and even satisfaction, says Robert Lasch ~
in the Chicage Sun eof June 4, in which we read:

Isn't it curlous that the most stirring speeches against the Soviet
“injustice” in eastern Eyrope are being made these days by those
who viewed the march of fascism without qualms?

Those who want us to impose our political ideology upon . the
Soviet Union are the same people who demanded that the Nazis be
left free to extend their gangster rule clear across Europe. It did not
disturb these gentlemen to see Hitler as the conqueror of France and
the near-conqueror of Britain, But today they are mightily aroused
by the very prospect of Soviet inffluence in Poland, Austria and the
Balkans. They saw no menace in a Nazi Europe; but now they would
have us prepare for future war against 'a hypothetical Red Europe.

This turnabout is all the more strange when one considers tmt.
by all the tests of national behavior, Soviet ‘Russia has no : ve
mmuomunmmwmchmeemanylnnm Aw« Al
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