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presidential election, because she had concluded that FDR could better
lead America in the world war against Hitler, her contract for the “OTR”
column was not renewed by the staunchly Republican New York Herald-
Tribune. Her support for FDR was all the more astonishing, as she had
persistently warned of fascist tendencies in the economic planning of the
New Deal, in FDR’s Supreme Court “packing” plan in 1937, and in the
president’s Government Reorganization Bill in 1938, measures which, she
feared, would threaten the constitutional separation of powers. For such
warnings she was accused, especially by liberal critics, of “hysteria,”
“emotionalism,” “wild exaggeration,” and “rampant paranoia” (PK,
228-9). For vehemently opposing first the policy of “Unconditional Sur-
render” in 1943 (because it would discourage all German resistance to
Hitler), and then the “Morgenthau Plan” in 1944 (because it would only
repeat the economic consequences of the vengeful and ill-considered
Treaty of Versailles following World War I) she was now widely criticized
as “pro-German,” even though she had been regarded “around the world
as aleading opponent of the Hitler regime” (PK, 364—6, 201). And when,
finally, after the war she criticized Zionism and defended the Arab cause
in the Middle East, she was accused of being an “anti-Semite” and lost
her contract with the pro-Zionist New York Post in 1947, even though she
had been considered too pro-Jewish when, for example, she urged the
United States to take the lead in finding a solution to the international
refugee crisis in 1938 (PK, 275—80).

With her commanding presence, then, her dramatic gestures, her insis-
tent, Cassandra-like warnings, and her crusading and seemingly contra-
dictory stands on the issues, DT inspired or provoked her contemporaries
to give her a great many labels. Perhaps only H. L. Mencken and Eleanor
Roosevelt had more.® The following survey presents examples—mostly
from 1935 to 1945, when DT was at the height of her career—of labels in

8. Cf. Menckeniana: A Schimpflexikon (1928), in which the most controversial journalist
of the 1920s and editor of the American Mercury (whose assistant was Charles Angoff’) had
collected from various sources 132 pages of invective about himself, arranged in such cat-
egories as “zoological,” “genealogical,” “pathological,” “Freudian diagnoses,” “penalogi-
cal,” “as a critic,” “as an American,” “as a scoundrel,” etc.! Cf. also George Wolfskill, All
But the People: Franklin D. Roosevelt and His Critics, 1933—39 (1969), chap. 2, “We Don’t
Like Her, Either,” especially 37—44, for such references to the tall, unphotogenic, “ubiqui-
tous,” and “loquacious” First Lady as “The Lady Eleanor” or “that Amazon.” Time, vol.
33 (12 June 1939), noted that DT and Eleanor Roosevelt were “undoubtedly the most in-
fluential women in the U.S.” (47); no doubt they ranked as well among the most criticized
or ridiculed women in Americal
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