contributors on the terms that Mias Cox eeems to think appro—~
priate.

All this ie of sourse quite distinot from the question as to
whethar the space and oo ‘Llpr publisation of these four edditional
artioles ia likely t-uJ;uduf auff'iclient public interest.

The matter of ths editeorshic ceue 1y for disoussion at the
British Hegion yesterday end I was inclined to urge that we ocught
to seek if possible for another editor within the United itates, jr
thuughjur gourse, suitable men could be found elsewhers, that
would reies the gqueation of s possible shift in the printera.

I am srxious that the ceuses that have lad to a change of editor
should not be represented as in any sort due to internatiocnal
friotion within the Sogiety. Equally I am ous that the
proposed :%;r should be recognised end preved as an integral
part of thes Eﬂn:l.uti": publigetion polioy anf a means not of
further separating,intellectual backgrounde of people spesking
different hn:umn_"hut rathar, by means of summariese gnd inter-
change naterisl,as a mesns of getting them to understand sach
others ideas better. I muppoee, however, that Lsopold Martin's
proposal may not win immediats support in the United Statea,
8ingeraly yours,



