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to the Soclal Security Act, which should
mean a better chanee for good health and
care for tens of thousands of children.
These amendments authorized Congress
to increase annual grants for State and local
maternal and child health services from $11,-
000,000 to $15,000,000 in the fiscal year 1951
and to $16,500,000 in 1952 and thereafter;
for services for crippled children, from $7.-
500.000 to $12,000,000 in 1951 and to #15.-
000,000 in 1952 and thereafter; for child
welfare services, from #§3,500,000 to #10,-
000,000 in 1951 and thereafter. To imple-
ment the new law, Congress appropriated,
for the remainder of the fiscal year 1951,
$8,250,000 in add'tion to the total of $22,-
000,000 authorized under the old law.
Enactment of H. R. 6000 (Public Law 734)
reaffirms the basic principle of the original
Social Security Act about which a Senate
report said in 1935: “The heart of any pro-
gram for social security must be the child.
All parts of the Socity Security Act are in a
very real sense measures for the security
of children.” This act recognizes that if
children are to have the chance to grow as
happy, healthy individuals, they need not
only family economic security; they must
have the informed and sympathetic help,
too, of doctors, nurses, social workers, and
other skilled people when they need it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is, Will the Senate advise and
consent to the nomination of Martha M.
Eliot, of Connecticut, to be Chief of the
Children’s Bureau?

Without objection, the nomination is
confirmed; and, without objection, the
President will be notified forthwith of
the confirmation.

RECESS

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, as
in legislative session, I move that the
Senate now stand in recess until 12
o’clock noon tomorrow.

The motion was agreed to; and (at
5 o’clock and 38 minutes p. m.) the Sen-
ate took a recess until tomorrow,
Wednesday, July 25, 1951, at 12 o'clock
meridian.

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by the
Senate July 24, 1951:

PuBLIC HEALTH SERVICE

The following-named candidates for ap-
pointment in the Regular Corps of the Pub-
lic Health Service:

To be senlor assistant surgeons (equiva-
lent to the Army rank of captain), effective
date of acceptance:
James J. Callaway
Seymour Levine
Francis T. Flood
William P. Galen
Gerald W. Labiner
Ernest C. Slegfried
Nicholas L. Petrakis
Robert Schwartz
John 8. Shuttleworth
Cleve B. Vaughan, Jr.
Page H. Seekford Charles J. Cherre
John D. Talbert Vinecent J. DePaulo

To be assistant surgeons (equiv.lent to
the Army rank of first lieutenant), effective
date of acceptance;
David C. Miller

Elaine A. Schwinge
Ernest D. Carlson
William M. Lordi
James F. Alexander
Sherman N. Kleffer
Charles 8. McCammon
Robert A. Mayer
Rodrique A. Gravelle
Sidney J. Curran
Eugene J. VanScott

Margaret S. Spies
Allan B. Carter Leonard A. Lewis
Frank L. Weaver, Jr. Cameron L. Self
Clayton R. Haherman Donald W. Tharp
Warren H. Proudfoot Bernard G. Eeizer
David J. Croshy Gordon F. Wise
Melvin R. Davis
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To be senior assistant sanitarian (equiva=
lent to the Army rank of captain), effective
date of acceptance:

Harold Lyons

In THE Navy

The following-named line officers for tem-=
porary appointment’ to the grade of rear ad-
miral in the Navy, subject to qualification
therefor as provided by law:

Leslie A, Eniskern Selden B. Spangler
Bernard E. Manseau Joseph N. Wenger
Logan McKee
G%orge A. Holderness,

r.

CONFIRMATION

Executive nomination confirmed by
the Senate July 24, 1951:
FEDERAL SECURITY AGENCY
Martha M. Eliot, of Connecticut, to be
Chief of the Children’s Bureau, Federal
Becurity Agency.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuespay, Jury 24, 1951

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Bras-
kamp, D. D., offered the following
prayer: .

O Thou infinite and eternal God,
whose divine presence and power hallow
all our days, grant that in these strange
and arduous times we may appropriate
Thy revealing and sustaining grace.

We know that of ourselves we can do
nothing. We penitently confess that
again and again we are smitten with a
sense of how insignificant and fragile
our individual and corporate life is in
contrast with the vastness of the uni-
verse and the greatness of the tasks
which confront us. .

We beseech Thee that when the days
appear irrevocably dark and the prob-
lems and struggles of life are so very
difficult, we may accept them as a chal-
lenge to increase the ardor of our efforts
and to mobilize our faith in the abiding
reality and the inexhaustible strength of
the moral and spiritual resources.

God forbid that we should ever in-
validate the splendor of these resources
and the revelations of Thy truth and
ways of righteousness by surrendering
to our fears and forebodings and allow-
ing our trust in Thee to be eclipsed by
feelings of doubt and despair.

Hear us in the name of Christ, our
Lord and Saviour. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of
yvesterday was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr.
Landers, its enrolling clerk, announced
that the Senate had passed without
amendment bills and a joint resolu-
tion of the House of the following titles:

H.R.315. An act to liberalize the service=
pension laws relating to veterans of the
war with Spain, the Philippine Insurrection,
or the Boxer Rebellion, and their depend=
ents;

H.R.385. An act to direct the Secretary of
the Army to convey certain land to the vil-
lage of Highland Falls, N. Y.;
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H.R.598. An act for the relief of Sonja
Lohmann and her minor son;

H.R.702. An act for the relief of Earl
Chimani and Ada Chimani;

H.R.T783. An act for the relief of Bela
Abeles and Maria Abeles;

H.R.791. An act for the rellef of Bror
Rainer Heikel;

H.R.1072. An act to amend the existing
law to provide the privilege of renewing ex-
piring 5-year level-premium-term policies of
United States Government life insurance;

H.R.1096. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Gizella EKezdy-Reich;

H.R.1104. An act for the relief of Marle
Louise Sageros;

H.R.1157. An act for the relief of Lum
Ying:

H.R.1200. An act to correct an error in
section 1 of the act of June 28, 1947, “to
stimulate volunteer enlistments in the Reg-
ular Military Establishment of the United
States™;

H.R, 1201, An act to amend section 4 of
the act of March 2, 1933 (47 Stat. 1423), as
amended, so as to provide that a mess op-
erated under the direction of a Supply Corps
officer can be operated either on a quantity
or on a monetary-ration basis;

H.R.1233. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Vasilia Parselles;

H.R.1443. An act for the relief of Paul
Matelli;

H.R. 1691. An act for the relief of Sylvio
Latino;

H.R. 1834. An act for the relief of Florence
Grace Pond Whitehill;

H.R.1898. An act to amend section 2 of
the act entitled “An act to incorporate the
National Soclety of the Daughters of the
American Revolution;

H.R.1973. An act for the relief of Sanae
Iida;

H.R.2064. An act for the 1elief of Dr. Ihor
Sevcenko;

H.R 2170. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Johanna Maria Lummer Valentine;

H.R.2180. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Florence E. Homann and her son, John A.
Villas;

H.R.2204. An act for the relief of Lamar
Calloway;

H.R. 2299: An act for the relief of Biagio
Poidimani;

H.R. 2406. An act for the relief of B. H.
Manley;

H.R.2408. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Margit Helena Falk Raboff;

H.R.2455. An act for the rellef of Mrs,
Maryanna Boppel;

H.R. 2095. An act to amend the jJoint reso-
lution of August B, 1946, as amended, with
respect to appropriations authorized for the
conduct of investigations and studies there-
under;

H. R. 3002. An act for the relief of George
H. Whike Construction Co.;

H.R.3018. An act authorizing the Secre-
tary of the Interior to convey to the city of
Klamath Falls, Oreg., all right, title, and
interest of the United States of America in
certain lands in Klamath County, Oreg., and
for other purposes;

H.R.3193. An act to establish a rate of
pension for aid and attendance under part
III of Veterans Regulation Numbered 1 (a),
as amended;

H.R.3217. An act for the rellef of the
Peerless Casualty Co., and of Charles E. Nel-
son and Irwin I. Main

H. R. 3455. An act to amend section 4202
of title 18, United States Code, relating to
parole of Federal prisoners;

H.R. 3549. An act to modify eligibility re-
quirements for payment of pension to cer=-
tain widows of veterans of the Civil War,
Indian Wars, and Spanish American War, in-
cluding the Boxer Rebellion and the Philip-
piae Insurrection;

H.R.3665. An act for the rellef of Mrs.
Margarete Katharina Metz;
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H.R.3708. An act for the rellef
Goldie Weiner;

H.R.3950. An act for the relief of Rita V.
L. Flaherty;

H. R. 4000. An act to amend subsection 602
(f) of the National Service Life Insurance
Act of 1940, as amended, to authorize re-
newals of level premium term insurance for
successive G-year periods;

H.R. 4165. An act for the relief of A. D.
Woods; and

H. J. Res. 67. Joint resolution to provide
that an aircraft carrier shall be named the
Forrestal.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed, with amendments in
which the concurrence of the House is
requested, bills of the House of the fol-
lowing titles:

H.R.629. An act to authorize the sale of
certain allotted land on the Blackfeet Reser-
vation, Mont.;

H.R. 997. An act for the relief of William
J. Drinkwine;

H. R. 2192. An act to amend section 313 (b)
of the Tariff Act of 1930;

H.R.2736. An act to authorize advances
for clothing and equipment to cadets at the
Military Academy and to midshipmen at the
Naval Academy, and for other purposes;

H.R.3811. An act to provide appropriate
lapel buttons for widows, parents, and next
of kin of members of the Armed Forces who
lost or lose their lives in the armed services
of the United States during World War II
or during any subsequent war or period of
armed hostilities in which the United States
may be engaged; and

H.R. 4106. An act to amend title 28 of the
United States Code entitled “Judiciary and
Judicial Procedure” by adding a new section
thereto known as section 1732b to permit the
photographic reproduction of business reec-
ords and the introduction of the same in
evidence.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed bills of the following
titles, in which the concurrence of the
House is requested:

8.76. An act for the relief of Herbert H.
Heller;

S.83. An act for the rellef of First Lt.
James E. Willcox;

8. 100. An act to record the lawful admis-
sion for permanent residence of certain
aliens;

S.121. An act for the relief of Tryntje
Bierema; 5

8.269. An act for the relief of Nicholas
Papaeconomou;

B.802. An act to amend section 32 (a) (2)
of the "rading With the Enemy Act;

8. 367. An act for the relief of Eay Adel
Bnedeker;

5.426. An act for the relief of Teruko
Okuaki;

8. 462. An act for the relief of Rosita Anita
Navarro and Ramona Alicia Navarro;

S.509. An act to amend the Migratory Bird
Hunting Stamp Act of March 16, 1934 (48
Stat. 451; U. 8. C. 718d), as amended;

8. 537. An act to further amend the Com-
munications Act of 1934;

8.810. An act for the relief of Howard I.
Bmith;

S.880. An act for the relief of Ann Lam-
plugh; :

5.850. An act to amend the act authoriz-
ing the segregation and expenditure of trust
funds held in joint ownership by the Sho-
shone and Arapaho Tribes of the Wind River
Reservation for the purpose of extending the
time in which payments are to be made to
members of such tribes under such act, and
for other purposes;

5.1028. An act for the relief of Mrs. Lou
Wong Shong Ngon;

of Mrs,
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5.1133. An act for the relief of Sophle
Btrauss;

5.1146. An act to establish a temporary
National Commission on Intergovernmental
Relations;

5.1166. An act to create a commission to
make a study of the administration of over-
seas activities of the Government, and to
make recommendations to Congress with
respect thereto;

5.1279. An act for the relief of Davis Min
Lee;

5. 1345. An act to amend acts relating to
fees payable to the clerk of the United States
District Court for the District of Columbia,
and for other purposes;

8.1349. An act to establish a Department
of Food Services in the public schools of the
District of Columbia, and for other purposes;

8. 1365. An act to assist Federal prisoners
in their rehabilitation;

8. 1380. An act to amend sections 1505 and
3486 of title 18 of the United States Code
relating to congressional investigations;

5. 1403. An act to authorize and direct the
Secretary of Agriculture to transfer to the
Department of the Navy certain property at
Shumaker, Ark.;

S. 1474. An act for the relief of E, C. Browe
der and Charles Eeylon;

8.1562. An act for the relief of Harvey
Marden; and

S.1704. An act to amend section 9 of the
Shipping Act, 1916, relating to transfer of
vessels documented under the laws of the
United States to foreign citizens, and for
other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate disagrees to the amendment of
the House to the bill (S. 1717) entitled
“An act to amend and extend the De-
fense Production Act of 1950 and the
Housing and Rert Act of 1947, as
amended,” requests a conference with
the House on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses thereon, and appoints
Mr, MAYBANK, Mr. ROBERTSON, Mr,
GPARKMAN, Mr. FrEAr, Mr. CAPEHAR?, Mr.
Bricker, and Mr. IVes to be the conferees
on the part of the Senate,

INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROFRIATION
BILL, 1952

Mr. THOMAS submitted a conference
report and statement on the bill (H. R.
3880) making appropriations for the
Executive Office and sundry independent
executive bureaus, boards, commissions,
corporations, agencies, and offices, for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1952, and
for other purposes.

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that the busi-
ness in order on Calendar Wednesday of
this week be dispensed with.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts?

There was no objection,

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts asked
and was given permission to address the
House today for 5 minutes, following the
legislative program and any specizl or-
ders heretofore entered.

DEPARTMENTS OF STATE, JUSTICE, COM-

MERCE, AND THC JUDICIARY APPRO-

PRIATION BILL, 1952

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, I move

that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
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State of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4740) mak-
ing appropriations for the Departments
of State, Justice, Commerce, and the
Judiciary for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1952, and for other purposes.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the fur-
ther consideration of the bill H. R. 4740,
with MMr. CoorEr in the chair, =

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. When the Com-

vtee rose on yesterday, the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. RooNey] had
2 hours and 17 minutes remaining and
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr.
S1EFaN] had 1 hour end 37 minutes
remaining.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, may I
ask if the gentleman from New York
[Mr. RoonEY] will yield some tinie now?
I am not ready to put a speaker on at
this time.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, we are
in this position: We have no requests
whatever for time on this side.

Mr. STEFAN. Will the gentleman
give me some additional time, then?

Mr. ROONEY. I do not know what
might happen later in the day.

As long as we are now speaking about
time for speeches, may I suggest that
hereafter when these mimeographed Re-
publican speeches that emanate from the
same mimeograph machine are sent to
the Press Gallery the Members’ names
be spelled correctly. I cannot compre-
hend a Member’s office sending a speech
to the Press Gallery with the Member’s
name incorrectly spelled. If the gentle-
man would like to see one of them, I
shall be glad to show it to him.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. And
the gentleman comes from Brooklyn,
too.

Mr. ROONEY. No, this gentleman
comes from Ohio. His name is A-y-e-r-s,
according to the press release. 1 under-
stand the correct spelling of his name
is A-y-r-e-s.

Mr. AYRES, May I say to the gentle-
man that I do not have a mimeograph
machine in my office. I typed thatspeech
up in my office. That name is quite
often misspelled. The people that made
the mimeographed copies for me made
the error. If there is any doubt in the
gentleman’s mind, I should like him to
pay a visit to my office. I would enjoy
seeing him,

Mr. ROONEY. No, I accept the gen-
tleman’s explanation and will drop in
for a social visit as soon as I have time.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle-
man from Nebraska desire to yield time?

Mr. STEFAN. I understand I have
an hour and 37 minutes and the gentle-
man from New York has 2 hours and 17
minutes, I would like the gentleman
from New York to yield some time until
I have an opportunity to view the pro-
gram here assto speakers. If the gen-
tleman has no speakers to put on in this
general debate, would the gentleman
yield me additional time?

Mr. ROONEY. I cannot do that at
this time, I must say to the gentleman



1951

from Nebraska. I do not know what the
gituation will be later in the day. If the
gentleman from Nebraska is going to
find himself short of time, when we get
to that point I shall be glad to consider
his request. We should not have any
difficulty in that regard.

This bill in previous years never took
more than a couple of hours to debate,
but this year the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Taeer] wanted 8 hours for
general debate. The Rules Committee
decided upon 6 hours. I do not know
what we are going to do with all this
time.

Mr. STEFAN. We have plenty of
speakers on this side, who could perhaps
consume 8 hours on this very important
bill, but I think in fairness the gentleman
from New York should yield some time at
this time in order that I can prepare my
program.

Mr. ROONEY. Perhaps we can do
so later.

Mr, MILLER of Nebracka. Will the
gentleman from New York yield 15 min-
utes to the gentleman from Nebraska
now?

Mr. ROONEY. Idonotseeany neces-
sity for it. The gentleman'’s side has an
hour and 37 minutes remaining as mat-
ters now stand. We do not have a
speaker available at the moment. We
would be glad to consider yielding your
side part of our time later on in the day.

Mr. STEFAN. I have no speaker
available at this time. I will have in a
few minutes. Can the gentleman put
somebody on?

Mr. ROONEY. How much time does
the gentleman ask us to yield in addition
to the time he already has?

Mr. STEFAN. Can the gentleman
give us a half hour or an hour? The
gentleman has 2 hours and 17 minutes,
Give me 30 minutes.

Mr. ROONEY, I will give the gentle-
man 20 minutes.

Mr. STEFAN, The gentleman from
New York indicates that he has no
speakers.

The CHAIRMAN. If somebody does
not yield time, the Clerk will read the
bill for amendment.

Mr. STEFAN. I understand the
parliamentary situation, Mr. Chairman.

The gentleman from New York has
yielded me an additional 20 minutes; is
that correct?

Mr. ROONEY. Yes. As a maiter of
fact, since the gentleman from Nebraska
whom I greatly admire makes the re-
quest, we will make it the 30 minutes he
originally requested.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle-
man from New York yield 30 minutes of
his time to the gentleman from Nebras-
ka?

Mr. ROONEY. I yield 30 minutes at
this point to the gentleman from Ne-
braska.

Mr, STEFAN. I yield 13 minutes to
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr,
WiceLESWORTH], Mr, Chairman.

Mr. ROONEY. A parliamentary in-
quiry, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
state it. i

Mr. ROONEY. Does that require the
gentleman from Nebraska to remain
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standing during the course of the speech
of the gentleman from Massachusetts?

The CHAIRMAN. No. The Chair
does not understand it that way. This
is general debate.

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, I make
the point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The CHAIRMAN. The Cheir will
count.

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, I with-
draw the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr, WiIGGLES-
WwoRTH] is recognized for 13 minutes.

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH, Mr. Chair-
man, a most important responsibility of
the Voice of America is to bring hope
and encouragement to the enslaved peo-
ples behind the iron curtain. The Voice
is apparently failing to meet that re-
sponsibility.

I want to read to the House a num-
ber of comments on Voice of America
broadcasts to Poland. These comments
have been collected from letters and
other messages by Polish writers and
newspapermen, The material has been
brought out of that unhappy country,
in large measure, by recent refugees.

Among other things, the comments

indicate that the Voice of America is’

still intent on protecting and defend-
ing the State Dzpartment for the Yalta,
Potsdam, and other betrayals of free-
dom we have suffered. Because the
Voice is concentrating on covering up
past blunders by the United States Gov-
ernment, the Voice appears, in the words
of one of these informants, “afraid or
incapable even of strongly challenging
the constant flow of anti-American So-
viet propaganda.”

‘Let me read some of these comments
from Poles now or recently living in
Poland. The comments are theirs, not
mine:

COMMENT A

Voice of America broadcasts are mostly
uninteresting, not sufficiently topical, too
full of detailed news and copaments about
American internal affairs and events in-
comprehensible to Poles who cannot follow
daily developments in the United States of
America.

COMMENT B

Na2ws and comments on international af-
fairs are usually presented from a wrong
angle and often in a way which is irritating
and even offensive to the Poles. The Voice
of America broadcasters do not appear to
understand Polish mentality and suscepti-
bilities.

For instance: Tone and gist of such broad-
casts is so increasingly favorable to Germany
and the Germans that they create the im-
pression that the United States Government
intentionally wishes to provoke the Poles,
who have suffered more than any other
nation from German cggression, devastation,
extermination, brutality, and racialism, by
exaggerated praise of German achievements
and qualities,

On the other hand, news about Germany
which would greatly interest the Poles—
such as the possibilities and progress of re-
armament in the three western zones of
occupation in Germany against Communist
aggression—are never mentioned.

COMMENT C
Too favorable comments and almost lov=

ing tone are broadcast on Tito's Yugoslavia
and lavish praise about Tito's regime and
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its achievements. This exaggerated praise
for a purely Communist government, im-
posed upon the people of Yugoslavia by a
ruthless dictatorship, coming from the al-
legedly democratic United States of Ameriea,
arouses logical doubts in Poland concerning
American foreign policy. The Poles wonder
if the United States Government is aware of
what is,really going on in Yugoslavia, or if
tue United States Government is becoming
ideologically pro-Communist.

COMMENT D

Volce of America comments on Polish in-
ternal affairs and the Communist activities
of the present regime are most superficial,
belated and show ignorance of actual gov-
ernment trends in the Soviet-imposed task of
sovietization.

The broadcasts entirely ignore and never
counter the constant bitter attacks against
the U. 8. A. in books, in official Communist
papers, leaflets, broadcasts, and press and
other means of anti-American propaganda
shrewdly and incessantly being spread in
Poland under Moscow's orders.

Poles are coming to believe that the United
States Government is still afraid of offend-
ing the Soviets and their impdsed Polish
Communist puppet government or that it
lacks arguments to refute Communist aceu-
sations.

COMMENT E

Probably the weakest part of Voice of
America broadcasts is Its so-called humor-
ous auditions, playlets, and witticisms.
Their satire is of poor quality, low and child-
ish. Their tone is such that it gives the
Poles the impression that Americans regard
them as half-wits and morons.

I have certainly seen evidence to sub-
stantiate that one, Mr. Chairnian.

COMMENT P

Broadcasts about the activities of Amerl-
cans of Polish descent (the so-called Ameri-
can Polonia) do not interest the Poles im
Poland sufficiently to warrant accounts of
events and ceremonies. On the other hand,
they complain about the total absence of
news about the fate and activities of the
refugee Poles, of the Polish refugee press, of
the Polish people now spread all over the
world as refugees. :

The Voice of America never mentions
Polish professors or books written by Poles
abroad. It has never given any mews about
the fate or whereabouts of Polish soldlers of
General Anders and other formations of the
Polish Allied Army which fought so gallantly
shoulder to shoulder with the Western Pow-
ers in World War II. The fate and where-
abouts of these people and their families
naturally greatly interests the Poles in
Poland.

COMMENT G

‘When one considers that special legislation
has been passed by the United States Con-
gress to enable additional immigration to
the United States of Polish displaced persons
and of 18,000 soldiers of the Polish Army and
their families, that many thousands of these
Poles have been received as immigrants in
Latin-American countries and in Canada, it
appears surprising, to say the least, that no
mention of these facts should be made by
the Voice of America—the official American
organ of American propaganda.

The Polish people conclude that the United
Btates Government, still composed of New
Dealers, supporters of the shameful Yalta
and Potsdam deals on Poland, are anxious to
avoid mentioning any facts which are even
remotely connected with the existence of the
Polish legal government and the Polish Army
which fought in the invasion of Europe and
in Italy after having sacrificed these allles
and their native country for opportunistic
reasons and agreed to Soviet domination over
Poland.
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It seems incredible that the Poles should
hear of favorable American immigration laws
for Polish soldiers through Radio Madrid
and not directly from the United States of
America.

1 should say at this point, Mr. Chair-
man, that I am informed that the Voice
bf America has dealt with the soldiers
of the Polish Army and the Polish dis-
placed persons admitted to the United
States. It would appear, however, that
the Voice’s statements cannot have been
very frequent or strong, inasmuch as
they do not seem to have made much
impression.

COMMENT H

Generally speaking, practically all reports
on Voice of America programs issuing from
Poland express the opinion that they are
uninteresting, drab, bureaucratic in tone,
unconvinecing.

They give the impression that they are
prepared and spoken by clerks who do their
job perfunctorily without any intelligent un-
derstanding of the human element or of
Polish susceptibilities.

Please note the following, Mr. Chair-
man:
COMMENT I

Western radio broadcasts beamed to Poland
are rated by the Poles as follows:

1. Radlo Madrld is considered the best of
all. It is interesting, topical, nonpartisan,
informative, and is therefore widely listened
to and acted upon, being regarded as a trust-
worthy anti-Communist directive.

2, The broadecasts of the British Broadcast=
ing Corp. are regarded as next best.

3. In most recent reports the Liberty

broadcasts of the National Committee for
a Free Europe (N. Y.) are rated as somewhat
improved. They are classed as third best
after the two above-mentioned ones.
. 4. The Voice of America broadcasts come
last, Very few of us here (in Poland) con-
gider it worth while to lose time and run
personal risks listening to the Voice of Amer-
ica program (June 1851).

I close Mr. Chairman with the follow-
ing verbal message from reliable Polish
leaders and’press men which to me is
particularly interesting. It was brought
out of Poland by a refugee who managed
to flee from that country in June 1951.
I quote:

How can we learn the truth about Amer-
fcan foreign policy? The United States is
fighting the Soviet-led Chinesz Reds in Eo-
rea. But local Communist propaganda tells
us that Americans are not victorious and the
proof advanced is that they cannot follow
up their small temporary milltary advan=
tages and have never dared bomb Manchu-
rian bases. We are being told by Moscow-
sponsored broadcasts that peace will soon be
concluded on China Red terms and that
Korea will be liberated together with For-
mosa from American imperialism. Also that
the glorious Allied Chinese Peoples Democ-
racy will replace the traitor Chiang Eai-shek
in the U. N,

Here it is again, Mr. Chairman. That
proposed solution we have heard so often
in® recent months, attributed to Nehru
and Attlee and often said to have the
off-the-record, behind the scenes ac-
quiescence of our own State Depart-
ment.

I hope devoutly, Mr. Chairman, that
this is propaganda and not fact. This
would be a sorry ending to a war which
has already cost us between $7,000,000,-
000 and $8,000,000,000 and perhaps 350,-
000 casualties.
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But to return to the quotation:

This Soviet information is never refuted by
the Voice of America. Are we to accept the
Communist version?

We hear a lot from- western broadcasts
about Western European rearmament and
General Eisenhower. The United States is
openly rearming Europe in case of a third
world war against the Soviets.

At the same time the Voice of America is
full of praise for Tito's regime in Yugoslavia
which is no less Communist and ruthlessly
dictatorial than Soviet communism.

When are your Americans sincere? Are
they sincere when they are anti-Soviet and
anti-Communist or when they appear afrald
to press their advantages in Korea and pralse
Tito communism?

The Voice of America does not clarify
these problems. On the contrary, by its
superficiality on all subjects and by avoid-
ing to discuss vital ones, it only deepens
our doubts. It does not ring true. The
number of its Polish listeners has therefore
been steadily decreasing. Tell your Ameri-
cans that they are wasting their time trying
to sell the American democratic way of life
to us who are suffering under totalitarian
communism imposed upon us at Yalta.

‘We have bought democracy long ago. What
we want to know from the United States of
America is if and when they will do some-
thing definite to help us throw off this yoke.
Their pro-German sympathies, so evident in
their Volce of America broadeasts, make us
fear that, even if they do ultimately roll back
the Soviets to their legal prewar boundaries
of Russia proper, they may then approve of
and participate in Poland's Prussianization
as they approved of and participated at Yalta
and Potsdam in our sovietization. Their
verbal attacks on Soviet expansion and com-
munism cannot inspire our confidence, as
long as the United States Government up-
holds the Yalta agreements and as long as
it appears afraid or incapable even of strongly
challenging the constant flow of anti-Amer-
ican Soviet propaganda.

These extraordinary comments, Mr.
Chairman, speak for themselves.

During the Eighty-first Congress, a
Senate committee, following conferences
with the heads of state and leaders of
government in 16 countries and depend-
encies, “found ample evidence that our
Voice of America, our State Depart-
ment, and American foreign policy have
not been successful in meeting the Com-
munist propaganda.”

The hearings on this bill indicate that
the State Department over the years has
been “beseiged from field offices around
the world with suggestions, demands, and
requests to correct the programing of
the Voice of America.”

Criticism has been directed at pro-
gram content, It has been directed at
methods. It has been directed at per-
sonnel. :

Some of the radio seripts which I have
personally seen have been absolutely
worthless. Some of them, in my opinion,
have been actually harmful.

In his speech of April 9, 1951, the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. RooNEY]
referred to “specific instances of grossly
improper management, where the tax-
payers’ dollars were thrown down the
drain pipe by the people in charge of
this program.”

Other instances of failure to cooperate
with the Congress appear in the hear-
ings on this bill,

Within the funds made available by
the Congress, the agency has made it
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possible for State Department person-
nel to make no less than 354 speeches
in 29 States in a period of 18 months.
It has also found it possible to pay some
$500,000 to the Gallup poll and other
commercial firms to evaluate the work
it has been trying to do.

Mr. Chairman, I am for the objec-
tives of the Voice of America. Their
attainment, in my judgment, is of tre-
mendous importance under present con-
ditions.

I am opposed, however, to spending
hundreds of millions of dollars for a
Voice of America whose work to date
I heard characterized in Europe by high
authority only a month ago as “pitiful.”

Surely it should be possible to mar-
shal the enormous advertising skill in
this country and to apply it through
skillful and trustworthy personnel, by
methods which will assure results that
are vital not only to America but to the
entlre.Western World.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
10 minutes to the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. SimpsoN].

Mr. SIMPSON of Illinois. Mr, Chair-
man, for several years we have been told
how Russia refuses to let American
magazines and moving-picture films be
distributed in Russia. We have been told
that the same is true as far as iron-cur-
tain countries are concerned, We know
they jam and do everything to stop our
radio programs. It is general knowledge
that any dissemination of information to
the people of Russia and iron-curtain
countries is not permitted in any way.

Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the atten-
tion of the House to a matter along
those lines. I do not know whether or
not all House Members receive an in-
formation bulletin from the Embassy of
the U. 8. 8. R. at 2112 Massachusetts
Avenue, Washington, or not. Our office
has received a copy twice monthly for
several years. I did not ask for it or buy
it. Anyone can obtain it at the subserip-
tiun rate of $2.40 per year, $2 for 10
months, 10 or more copies to one address
$1 per subscription, sample copy free.
Checks payable to the Information Bul-
letin of the Embassy of the U. S. S. R.
It also states, “Material herein may be
quoted or reproduced with or without
credit.”

This information was taken exactly as
it appears on the inside of the front
cover. If it is published twice monthly
at the U. 8. S. R. Embassy in Washing-
ton, they must have a large modern
press. If it is published outside the Rus-
sian Embassy, and by a publishing con-
cern in the United States, the owner or
owners must be rather funny Americans.

Inasmuch as H. R. 4740, making ap-
propriations for the Departments of
State, Justice, Commerce, and Judiciary,
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1952,
is before the House I feel it is in order
to call your attention to the U. 8. 8. R.
Information Bulletin which is one of
Russia’s known ways of disseminating
information in the United States. This
appropriation bill calls for an expendi-
ture of $85,000,000 for information. This
is under title one of the bill, and is the
subcommittee amount for international
information now before the House. It
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was reduced by the committee to that
amount by $30,000,000 in the budget
estimate.

Remember, the eighty-five million is
only a part of the total for the Depart-
ment of State. A great deal of the
eighty-five million is for the Voice of
America. I believe in advertising, but
even with the commitiee reduction
eighty-five million is still quite an ad=
vertising expense.

The Bureau of the Budget report for
fiscal year 1951-52 on page T72 stafes
under international information that
radio programs are developed, produced,
and transmitted from 38 transmitters in
the United States and from overseas re-
lay stations. It calls for daily broadcasts
in the 1951 Campaign of Truth by
furnishing radio receivers free to indi-.
viduals in certain foreign countries.

From the U. S. 8. R. Bulletin I want to
read you how the Russians broadcast
their viewpoint to Americans, to Com-
munists, and sympathizers, to anyone
in the United States who will listen. On
owning a short-wave radio, to those in
the back of their bulletin, possibly pub-
lished in the United States and certainly
sent out from the Russian Embassy here,
they show, Moscow Radio broadcasts in
English. I will read exactly from the

magazine:
Moscow RapIo BROADCASTS IN ENGLISH

Radio programs in English are broadcast
daily and Sunday from Moscow to the United
States on the following schedule:

All time used is eastern standard.

Dally evening programs of news, political
commentary, and side lights on Soviet life are
broadeast from 6:20 p. m. to 10:58 p. m. on
the following bands: 15.23, 11.88, 11.82, 9.67,
7.29, and 7.24 megacycles.

All programs begin with the news and a
review of the press. These are followed by
comment on Soviet or international subjects.

The following special features are included
in the evening programs:

Mondays: Programs for farmers.

Tuesdays: Programs for youth.

Wednesdays: Scientific and cultural pro-
grams.

Thursdays: Programs in Russlan for
American Slavs.

Friday: Literary and musical programs en=-
titled “In the Republics of the Land of the
Boviets.”

Saturdays: Economie reviews, weekly
sports reviews, replies to letters from listen-
ers.

Bundays: Concerts.

Will Russia let our Embassy in Moscow
mail out such a magazine and informa-
tion to Russians? She will not. Will
she let our radio programs be broadcast
to her own people and satellite nations?
She will not.

I know under our Constitution we
have, or are supposed to have, free
speech and press. Here is one place I
am willing to bypass the Constitution
until this present situation is over. We
may not be able to stop the publication
and mailing of this pamphlet, but we
can jam Russia's radio program.

EARL STEFAN, a member of the com-
mittee and who broadcasted for our
Government to Czechoslovakia and the
Philippines during the Japanese occu-
pation, tells me that a Washington taxi
driver turned on his radio and called Mr.
STeEFAN’s attention to one of these Rus-
sian broadcasts. Mr. SteFaN informs
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me that any ham radio operator can
jam this program of Russia’s to the
United States. They can jam it for little
or nothing,

Why not jam it by the ham operators,
the Federal Communications Commis-
sion, the Department of State, and
everyone else who can do it? It should
be done regardless of the Constitution.
‘Why not fight communism fire with fire?

Why should this Government let Rus-
sia broadeast to American youths on
Tuesdays? The Thursday’s programs
in Russian for American Slavs should
certainly be jammed. Why not jam the
whole works—Constitufion notwith-
standing?

If KArL STEFAN tells me any ham op-
erator can jam this program at no cost,
why not get it done? I believe the gen-
tleman from Nebraska knows whereof
he speaks.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
7 minutes to the gentleman from In-
diana [Mr, BrRaY].

Mr. BRAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask that
Congress refuse to pass the State De-
partment appropriation bill until the
State Department makes an honest, sin-
cere, and courageous attempt to free
Associated Press Correspondent William
N. Oatis, Jr.; and until they adopt a
policy which will command respect
abroad of America and American citi-
Zens.

I also hereby request the House For-
eign Affairs Committee, whom I deeply
respect, to cease for a moment in their
debate of how many billions of dollars
they shall give away and consider the
resolutions before them on the Oatis
case which attempt to restore the re-
spect that is due American citizenry on
foreign soil.

In the case of businessman Robert
Vogeler, who spent 17 months in the
prisons of Hungary, and Consul General
Angus Ward, captive of Red China for
13 months, there is monumental evi-
dence to the fact that the State Depart-
ment will do nothing until it is forced by
Congress or by public opinion.

A country's sianding among the na-
tions of the world is not measured by
the gold in its vaults nor by the size of
its armies, but it is measured by the
respect accorded its citizens by other
nations. The respect of the world is one
of the greatest heritages that a nation
can bestow upon its citizens.

We all remember the story of Paul
who, when arrested, declared “I am a
Roman born,” and was accorded the
respect, the rights, that citizens of the
greatest country of that time received
no matter where they wandered.

Americans have died on a thousand
battleflelds to establish and maintain
that pride and the meaning of “I am an
American.” That sacred torch has been
held high by men of all parties. Jeffer-
son saw to it that the sacred right of
citizenship in the United States was re-
spected even by the Barbary pirates on
the shores of Tripoli. Madison even
allowed this Capitol to burn rather than
allow the name of an American citizen
to be insulted and trampled in the dust.
To Jackson, the fact of being an Ameri-
can meant more than life itself. It is
a great line of great Americans who
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have seen to it that the rights of an
American citizen be respected in every
corner, in every country, on every sea of
this old world—Lincoln and McKinley:;
Teddy Roosevalt, who said “Perdicaris
alive or Raisuli dead!” and Perdicaris
was released alive; Cleveland and Wil-
son; Hoover and Franklin Delano Roose-
velt—they had many different economic
and political views but they all held
sacred the right of the American citizen
and the protection that was due each
citizen.

So, too, we have had a great list of
Secretaries of State who down through
history have stood as citadels of pro-
tention in maintaining the rights of the
American citizens abroad. There have
been Monroe and Calhoun, Webster and
Hay; Olney and Root; Bryan, Lansing,
and Hughes; Kellogg and Stimson; Hull
and Byrnes.

Something has happened in America
in the last few years. Perhaps it is be-
cause of the philosophy of “America
last” seems to be dominating the think-
ing of too many.. Why anyone would
take pride in belonging to that group of
“America-lasters” is more than I can
understand. 3

Today it would seem that America
rewards our enemies and forgets our
friends. We give special trade conces-
sions to help those nations that are un-
friendly to us, such as Hungary and
Czechoslovakia. Today we are buying
Czechoslovakian goods to the extent of
more than $30,000,000 a year. We are
giving them this trade to the detriment
of our American business and labor. We
are charging the Czechs just half the
regular tariff rate, which is also to the
detriment of American labor. Our
markets are flooded, for example, with -
that blue glassware from Czechoslova-
kia, but we gave them good American
gold in return for it. We are also giv-
ing England billions of dollars while they
in turn ship supplies to Red China to
kill American soldiers.

Why should any country respect the
rights and lives of our American citi-
zenry today? Out of this kind of deal-
ings with foreign countries can only
come disrespect. Out of this disrespect,
this lack of decisive and firm action, can
only come eventual war.

How far can we let foreign countries
go in imprisoning and torturing our
citizens? Do we let them get by with
one, or two, or five? If so, why not
20, 50, or 100? Our American philosophy
has been that every man is endowed
with the right to “life, liberty, and the
pursuit of happiness” and that any one
life is just as important as any other
in these United States.

If we cannot or will not command re-
spect for American citizenry in Czecho-
slovakia, then let us bring our American
citizens back to America and quit send-
ing American gold and aid to Czecho-
slovakia. If we do not, soon the situa-
tion will arise which will make war in-
evitable. We are all opposed to war
but we also know that a weak, vacillat-
ing, cowardly policy, ignoring the dig-
nity of being an American, will bring war
quicker than any other course.

As to Korea, in January of 1950 our
Secretary of State said in effect that we
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would not defend the rights of our
friends, the South Koreans. Some 140,-
000 American casualties attest to the
results of such a statement.

Bill Oatis was an honest, respected,
loyal American from my home State.
Oatis belonged to that great group of
American newspapermen who must al-
ways be kept free. His only crime was
that of being an honorable American
citizen doing his job of reporting the
news fairly and honestly. Now he is a
felon, convicted by a kangaroo court run
by hooligans. Czechoslovakia is insult-
ing the American flag and American citi-
zenry. Yet it flies the same U. N. flag
that floats so freely here in these United
States.

When we think of the great men who
have sat in this distinguished Hall, does
not such an incident make your face
burn with shame. At least let us quit
giving American gold to finance that
kangaroo court in Czechoslovakia. Let
us have enough pride and guts to deserve
the 175 years of heritage that great
Americans have so fearlessly given to us.

We all know that the only hope that
we have to restore that respect is
through some action of Congress and
through American public opinion.
Therefore, I am appealing today to you
in your consideration of the State De-
partment appropriations and the House
Committee on Foreign Affairs to force
some action. I am still for a strong,
highly respected America as against the
philosophy of the “America-laster.”

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Indiana
[Mr. BEAMER].

Mr. BEAMER. Mr. Chairman, I com-
pliment my colleague the gentleman
from Indiana [Mr, Bray] for so ably
presenting the case of another Hoosier
who now is imprisoned behind the walls
of a Czechoslovakian prison.

The need for a hard-hitting Voice of
America that will declare to the world
that our country believes in freedom has
been brought home most forcibly by re-
cent events to the people of the district
in Indiana that I have the honor to rep-
resent. Freedom of speech, freedom of
press, and the right fto a fair trial
were put to test in the case of William
Oatis, a news correspondent, now im-
prisoned in Czechoslovakia.

I have been advised that when the
officials of the Voice of America appear
before the Houre Appropriations Com-
mittee they usually present grandiose
figures on the size of the audience that
supposedly is listening to the Voice
around the world. When members of
the Appropriations Committee try to pin
these figures down and discover what
basis they have in fact, the Voice people
speak only vaguely of the difficulties of
finding out exactly how many people are
listening,

There is available a report dated
March 26, 1951, to the Department of
State in Washington from Donald R.
Mann, its Public Affairs Officer in Ha-
bana. In this report Mr. Mann discusses
the results of a radio survey in Cuba by
the Associacion de Anunciantes de
Cuba—Cuban Advertisers’ Association.
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Here is an excerpt from Mr. Mann’s
report:

In the national survey covering the Voice
of America, 26,136 homes were visited dur-
ing Voice of America program hours, of
which 23,483 possessed radios, and 9,720 of
these were twrned on. The time of rating
for the Voice of America hours was 40, which
means that 800,000 of the estimated 750,000
sets in Cuba were turned on. Twenty-two
persons were found listening to the Voice of
America, which gave the programs an av=
erage rating of 0.083. This covers the entire
3 hours of programs, both English and
Spanish. The average rating of 0.093 when
projected againsi the number of sets results
in a total of 697 listeners during the 3
hours. * * *

The 0.093 average rating for the Voice of
America for the 3 hours of programs com-
pares this way with the three principal net-
works during the came listening perlod:
CMI with an average rating of 16.8; RHC,
11.5; and Union Radio, 5.0.

I want to repeat what this radio sur-
vey showed out of 26,136 homes that
were visited throughout Cuba, 22 per-
sons were found to be listening to the
Voice of America. This results in an
average rating of nine one-hundredths
of 1 percent compared to ratings as
high as 16.8 percent for the three prin-
cipal networks during the same listening
period.

Mr. Mann also reported:

CMOX, the Habana English language sta-
tion, known as the Cuban-American Radio,
which rebroadcasts the Voice of America
news in English and also uses Voice's record=-
ings, had no listeners, according to the sur-
vey.

Mr. Mann’s report speaks-for itself.
The Voice of America is not reaching the
the people of the world, The United
States is falling down on psychological
weapons, which should be one of our
rainstays. I repeat, most Members of
this House agree on the urgent need for
a hard-hitting Voice that will bring the
story of freedom and democracy to the
ociher peoples of the world. Day by day,
the evidence is mounting that the Voice
of America, as now managed and oper-
ated, is about as hard-hitting as a
creampuff. Improvements certainly are
necessary.

Mr. ZABLOCKI. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. BEAMER. I yield.

Mr. ZABLOCKI. Has the gentleman
ever visited the Voice of America in New
York and witnessed a Voice of America
broadcast?

Mr. BEAMER. I am sorry to =zay I
have visited it on only two occasions to
see demonstrations of the Voice of
America. Then I realized it was propa-
ganda trying to sell us on the Voice,
rather than selling the principles for
which this country stands.

Mr. ZABLOCKI. I have visited the
Voice of America and have heard some
of the programs, I fortunately under-
stood some of the languages that were
being beamed. I mustsay that the Voice
of America had an effective program
being beamed to the various countries
where they could be reached. Of course,
we know that they cannot reach all of
the world with the appropriations we
are giving them, but they are doing a
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very good job with the amount of money
they have.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Beamer]
has expired.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from South
Carolina [Mr. Dorwl.

THE GREENWOOD PLAN

Mr. DORN. Mr. Chairman, last sum-
mer, Chauncey W. Lever, manager of the
Greenwood (S. C.) Chamber of Com-
merce, read of an address by a prominent
American urging that a Marshall plan of
ideas be created so that the United States
could more effectively present its side in
the cold war. The address had stated
that America was losing the cold war by
not successfully combating the lies of
communism,

In a telegram to the speaker, Lever
suggested that each chamber of com-
merce in the United States set up a local
committee which would gather ideas
from citizens of the community on how
to pierce the iron curtain and promote
world freedom and peace, screen the
ideas, and send the best to a centralized
idea agency that would pass the ideas on
to the Voice of America or any medium
used to combat communistic ideology.

The suggestion stirred the imagina-
tion of the press and radio of the Nation
and became known as the Greenwood
plan. Although urged by every quarter
of the Nation to conduct a national pro-
gram, the Greenwood Chamber of Com-
merce was not equipped to do so. How-
ever, a committee known as the Green-
wood Plan Committee, composed of per-
sons of varied occupations and interests,
was appointed to gather ideas from citi-
zens of Greenwood County and to begin
a long-range program to further ac-
quaint local citizens with the philosophy
of communism, its lies and its deceits.
A varied program has been carried out
and is still in progress in Greenwood
County.

When the Crusade for Freedom began
its campaign last fall it was realized that
the aims of the crusade were similar to
those of the Greenwood plan. Three
members of the Greenwood Plan Com-
mittee went to New York and offered the
Greenwood plan to Gen. Lucius D. Clay,
national chairman of the Crusade for
Freedom, suggesting that he use the plan
in any manner he believed feasible in the
work of the Crusade for Freedom. Gen-
eral Clay and his associates received the
idea with enthusiasm and resolved that
the Greenwood plan retain its own iden-
tity while affiliated with, and sponsored
by, the Crusade for Freedom.

The national headquarters of the
Greenwood plan were appropriately set
up in Greenwood, S. C. Chauncey Lever,
the originator of the Greenwood plan,
was given a leave of absence from the
Greenwood Chamber of Commerce to
serve as executive director, and is as-
sisted by David W. Cole, head of the
department of history of Lander Col-
lege.

On June 25 of 1951 a national cam-
paign was launched by sending each
chamber of commerce in the United
States, Hawaii, and Alaska an invitation
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to join in the battle against world com-
munism. An attractive mailing piece
outlined the aims of the Greenwood plan
and told how the individual community
could begin a program to obtain ideas
from its citizens on how to pierce the iron
curtain and promote world freedom and
peace. To those chambers of commerce
that indicated a desire to join in the
Greenwood plan a kit was forwarded
which gave detailed information on how
to put the program in operation. So
far, over 300 communities, representing
every State, Alaska, and Hawaii, have
joined the Greenwood plan.

The ideas thaf,are accumulated by
local Greenwood plan committees will
be screened and the best will be for-
warded to the State Crusade for Free-
dom Committee. The State Crusade
Committee, after screening ideas, will
send the best to Radio Free Europe to
be used in its slugging attack upon com-
‘munism as it exists behind the iron cur-
tain. A secondary feature of the Green-
wood plan, but equally important, is the
intensive study of communism that is
recommended, a study which will no
doubt be followed by a rededication of
the American people to the American
way of life—a system which allows every
fi'eedom for which mankind has ever
strugeled as opposed to communism,
which offers slavery and death.

The beauty of the Greenwood plan is
that it gives every American the oppor-
tunity to fight communism personally
by allowing him fo contribute his idea
on how it might be defeated. Each
American who contributes his idea is as-
sured that it will be given careful con-
sideration and will be put to construc-
tive use. One of the slogans of the
Greenwood plan program is “Your idea
may be the one that gives hope to some
‘imprisoned person behind the iron cur-
tain.,” Thus, ideas gathered through the
Greenwood plan and used by Radio Free
Europe will show the peoples captured
by communism that America is dedi-
cated to the defeat of their captors.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
souri [Mr, CARNAHAN].

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Chairman, to-
day one of the most pressing questions
in the mind of every American is: How
long is the present world-wide tension
between the free world and the Eremlin
going to last? Of course, no one can
give a definite answer. However, many
of us are beginning to face realities
enough to realize that it may last for a
long time. It is at least foolish to pro-
ceed on any other basis,

To win in this mortal struggle for sur-
vival, we must not continue to wage just
defensive efforts. We must take the of-
fensive in waging peace, We must at-
tack the job with the same vigor, deter-
mination, and challenge with which we
have so successfully waged military of-
fensives.

To wage the peace intelligently and
successfully, we must carefully analyze
the danger that threatens us. The So-
viet Union has been and is now carrying
on a completely new Kind of war against
the non-Communist world. In this new
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and to us strange type of attack, we
must clearly understand that from the
Kremlin point of view and objective,
the military is just one of four major
fronts. The four fronts are military,
economie, political, and psychological.

.While the Kremlin wages unremitting

war against the free world along these
four fronts, if we survive, we must ef-
fectively wage the peace along these
same four fronts.

This over-all and seemingly evenly
balanced attack on the free world by
the Kremlin is the compelling reason
why we must give adequate attention
to each of these four equally important
fronts. Should we win on one front and
lose on the other three, we will still be
losing our essential objective. If we
continue to exist as a free people, we
must win on all four of these fronts.
Therefore, it is just common sense that
we take the offensive equally effective
on all four fronts. To single out one of
these fronts and destroy its effectiveness
is just about equal to inviting failure
and disaster fo our over-all purposes.

The United States information pro-
gram is the backbone of the free world’s
psychological offensive. Then, the Voice
of America which is the voice of free-
dom must be adequately supported.
We must effectively take the offensive
in the struggle for the minds of men.

On the psychological front, the Soviet
Union spends billions to breed strife, sus-
picion, and distrust among men every-
where. They buy and pay for the full
time of thousands of people to do noth-
ing buf create and magnify discord and
division. They turn the employer
against the employee, and the middle
class against the peasant. They mag-
nify minor political and economic differ-
ences into major discord. Their main
working capital is insecurity. A major
investment is in the manufacture of
hate. They use the poverty and dis-
cord which they work so carefully to
produce to make alluring their own false
pretenses of helping to bring peace and
plenty to the masses.

In such a conflict, each of the four
fronts is of vital importance. Each must
be adequately supported. Each must be
carefully and effectively used. We must
wage a balanced offensive on a com-
plete front. The proposed appropriation
of $85,000,000 carried in H. R. 4740 for
the Voice of America is of more impor-
tance than the rather meager sum in
the over-all figure would indicate. Dur-
ing the next fiscal year, we will spend
sixty-five to seventy billion dollars in
our efforts to remain a free nation in a
free world. Then eighty-five million be-
comes a very modest effort on so vital a
weapon in our offensive survival. I will
support an amendment to increase the
appropriation. I earnestly urge all my
colleagues to support such an amend-
ment. Let us wage a balanced offensive
for a free world.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr, Chairman, I yield
2 minutes fo the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr, O’Konskil.

Mr. O'KONSKI. Mr. Chairman, as a
result of our bungling foreign policy
for the past 5 years we have suffered
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more than 160,000 casualties in Korea
and that is just the beginning. For the
past 5 years the people of America have
been waiting for this day. They have
been waiting for the appropriation bill
to come up for the Department of State.
This is the division of our Government
that has made such a shameful botch—
Korea, Yalta, Potsdam, and the United
Nations. At this fateful day I am
ashamed of my party leaders, to whom
the people of America are looking, that
at this tragic and fateful hour they have
made a compromise with the majority
leaders to call up this bill when there
would be no quorum calls so that the

- people of America might know what is

going on. i

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, a point
of order. I made no such compromise
with either side.

Mr. O'KONSEI. Mr. Chairman, T am
not referring to the members of the Ap-
propriations Committee.

Mr, Chairman, for that reason I am
going to make a point of order, and in-
sist on it, that a quorum is not present
so that the American people will be rep-
resented here when this great discussion
is going on on something that concerns
the future of America and the future of
every young man and woman in this
country.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, will
the genfleman yield?

Mr. O'KONSKI. I yield to the gen-
tleman from New York.

Mr. ROONEY. I am glad to see the
gentleman is here today.

Mr. O'KONSKI I want to say if the
gentleman will look at my roll ealls in
the last 9 years I have answered just as
many roll calls as has the gentleman
from New York.

Mr. ROONEY, Let us compare the
records in the more interesting last 3
weeks or 3 months or the last year. The
gentleman from Wisconsin knows very
well that there is a primary election in
Pennsylvania today. It is perfectly all
right with me, I have no objection to
what the gentleman is doing, but I will
say that the gentleman is one of the few
Members of this House who is not en-
titled to make the statement he did just
now. I am confident that my attend-
ance record in the 7% years I have been
here will compare very favorably with
the gentleman from Wisconsin’s 9 years.
I suggest the gentleman insert the de-
tails in the REcorbp.

Mr. O'KONSKI. I am not embar-
rassing any Member. I have never as
a Member of Congress asked special con-
sideration in considering legislation
when I could or could not be here. If
the Pennsylvania delegation could not
be here the bill could have been delayed
a day or two. And I repeat again that
over the 9-year period I have been in
Congress I have answered more roll calls
than has the gentleman from New York
and I feel that his attempted reflection
is entirely uncalled for. I insist on my
point of order that there is no quorum
present.

Mr. Chairman, I make the point of
order that a quorum is not present,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will
count,
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Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I move
that the Committee do now rise, and on
that I demand tellers.

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair-
man appointed as tellers Mr. ROONEY
and Mr. STEFAN.

The Committee divided.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, a par-
liamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. ROONEY. Will the Chair count
the Members on the minority side who
have remained seated during this teller
vote, or must they rise and pass through
the middle aisle?

The CHAIRMAN. After the tellers
report, the Chair will count all Members
in the Chamber.

The tellers reported that there were—
ayes 0, noes T3.

So the motion was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will
count, [After counting.] One hun-
dred and eleven Members are present,
‘a quorum, -

. Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
15 minutes fo the gentleman from New
York [Mr. TABER].

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to-
day to discuss what I regard as one of the
_most amazing performances to date by
the State Department’s so-called De-
partment of Public Affairs, which op-
erates such programs as the Voice of
America, United States Information
Service, and so forth.

Perhaps some of you will recall that
last December a Mr. Norman Cousins
was sent to Asia by the Department of
State on what professed to be a lecture
tour, paid for and financed by funds out
of the United States Treasury. Accord-
ing to the expense account turned in by
Mr. Cousins after his return, he lived at
the expense of the Department of State
from December 31, 1950 through March
16, 1951, and was compensated for 75
days at the rate of a $500 per month
salary. His over-all charge was $4,550.

On May 11 of this year, I addressed.-a
letter to Mr. Edward W. Barrett, the As-
sistant Secretary of State for Public Af-
fairs, making inquiry about the purpose
of Mr. Cousins’ trip, and the purpose of
the State Department in sending him
abroad. The letter must have occasioned
some surprise because I did not get a
reply until May 28—2'5 weeks later. I
will put Mr. Barrett's letter in the
RECORD:

] May 28, 1951.
The Honorable JoHN TABER,
House of Representatives.

My DEAR MR. TaBerR: I refer further to your
letter of May 11, in which you inquire con-
cerning the recent trip of Mr. Norman
Cousins to Southeast Asia, and request data
relative to other projects of similar nature
which have been or are being financed by the
Government.

As you know, the Department conducts an
international educational exchange program,
pursuant to authority contained In the
Smith-Mundt Act, the Fulbright Act and the
Finnish War Debt Act, under which Amer-
ican professors, research scholars, teachers,
students, and leaders and specialists in vari-
ous flelds of endeavor are sent abroad and
persons in these categories are brought to
the United States on grants-in-ald awarded
by the Department, the over-all purpose be-
ing to promote American understanding and
Iriendship among the peoples of other coun-
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tries. The Department is, of course, con-
stantly endeavoring to discover means by
which the fullest possible realization of this
objective can be achieved.

In furtherance of this alm, officers of the
bureau concerncd with South Asian affairs
in the Department felt that in view of his
prominence in the America world of letters,
Mr. Cousins would be the.type of person who
might be well suited to undertake a project
of lecturing on the American way of life be-
fore foreign audiences, especially in certain
areas where the United States is too little
understood. It was beélieved that, as a well-
informed, successful private citizen, he
could articulate the United States position
in world affairs, and could command a sym-
pathetic reaction to our point of view from
influential groups which have been critical
of our policies. The Assistant Secretary of
State for Near Eastern Aflairs and I approved
of the choice of Mr. Cousins and officers in
the Office of Educational Exchange con-
curred. He was, accordingly, awarded a
grant-in-aid for the purpose of lecturing on
various aspects of American life at United
States Information Centers and before other
interested groups in Ceylon, India, and Pak=-
istan. He likewise visited Japan, Hongkong,
and Singapore, although these points were
not included in his lecture assignment. In
India, Mr. Cousins delivered lectures in Ma-
dras, Calcutta, New Delhi, and Bombay. In
Pakistan, he addressed groups in Dacca, La~-
hore, and Earachi.

Reports describing the results of his visit
and clippings from local newspapers sub-
mitted by our missions have been extremely
gratifying, and, judging by them, I believe
it may be said that Mr. Cousins accomplished
a great deal toward refuting many popular
misconceptions which are held abroad about
the United States. The Department believes
his lecture tour succeeded in increasing
among the people of the countries he visited
a respect for and understanding of the peo-
ple of this country and of the problems we
face.

. Inasmuch as a final voucher has not as
yet been submitted by Mr. Cousins for pay-
ment, I am unable at this time to tell you
the exact cost of his lecture tour. However,
he was authorized all necessary transporta-
tion, a compensation at the rate of $500 a
month, and a per diem in accordance with
standardized Government travel regulations,
the stipulation being that the assignment
was to be for a period not to exceed 75 days.

Although Mr. Cousins was the first to par-
ticipate in this type of general lecturer proj-
ect, in view of the widespread interest his
lecture tour evoked, the Department is now
contemplating the possibility of arranging
other assignments of similar nature which
might profitably be undertaken.

If there is further information concerning
this matter which I can furnish you, I hope
that you will not hesitate writing me again.

Sincerely yours,
Epwarp W. BARRETT,
Assistant Secretary.

I do not know why it took Mr, Bar-
rett 17 days to answer my letter, because
the information in his reply was negli-
gible, to say the least. So, on June 1,
I wrote him another letter, asking for
more information. The response to my
second inquiry arrived 26 days later, on
June 27, and I might as well tell you that
my secretary had prodded them by tele-
phone on an average of twice a week in
the intervening 26 days.

At this point in my remarks I want
to insert the full text of Mr. Barrett's
second letter:

JUuNE 27, 1951.
The Honorable JoHN TABER,
House of Representatives.

My Dear Mr. TABER: As requested in your
letter of June 1, I am sending you under
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separate cover copies of reports from several
of our American Foreign Service posts and
clippings from local newspapers overseas re-
lating to the recent lecture tour of Mr. Nor-
man Cousins. I would appreciate it if you
would have these papers returned for the
Department’s files after you have had an
opportunity to read them.

I believe you will find that the salient
points of the speeches which Mr. Cousins
gave in India, Pakistin, and Ceylon, are
fairly well covered in the press reports which
I am sending you. Since Mr. Cousins spoke
to a large extent from notes and outlines,
full texts are not available. You will note
that these clippings are from newspapers
of a wide variety politically. On balance,
and read in the light of the reports from our
Foreign Service establishments, they in-
dicate especially Mr. Cousins' effectiveness
in combating the Communist attack upon
the United States as a nation of warmongers.

I am enclosing a report which covers items
of expense for which Mr. Cousins has sub-
mitted statements to the Department.
These claims are, of course, subject to review
by the Department's Office of Budget and
Finance, and it is not known at present
whether they will be allowed in every case
in the amounts indicated. As soon as I re=-
ceive a final report of the total cost of Mr.
Cousins’ trip, I shall be glad to furnish you
that infrmation.

Sincerely yours,
EpwarRD W. BARRETT,
Assistant Secretary.

(Enclosure: Report of expense.)

(Under separate cover: 1. From American
Embassy, Colombo, Ceylon, dispatch No. 553,
January 25, 1951, with enclosures. 2. From
American Consulate General, Bombay, India,
dispatch No, 971, April 24, 1951, with en-
closures. 3. From American Consulate Gen-
eral, Lahore, Pakistan, dispatch, April 23,
1961, with enclosures. 4. From American
Embassy, New Delhi, India, dispatch No. 2337,
March 30, 1951, with enclosures. 5. From
Amerlican Consulate General, Bombay, India,
dispatch No. B85, April 4, 1951, with en-
closures. )

On July 5 I dispatched another letter
to Mr. Barrett and on July 17, 12 days
later, I received a reply to my third in-
quiry. Once again Mr. Barrett’s office
had been prodded several times by tele-
phone from my secretary. I tell the
House this because I want them to un-
derstand how Mr. Barrett’s office estab-
lished some sort of a world’s record by
replying in 12 days. That is evidently
what they consider high-speed perform-
ance down there,

I place Mr. Barrett’s third letter in
the Recorp at this point:

Jury 17, 1951.
The Honorable JoHN TABER,
House of Representatives.

My Dear Mr. Taser: In your letter of July
5, you made additional inquiries regarding
the recent lecture tour of Mr. Norman Cous-
ins. You requested coples of reports from
the American Foreign Service posts at Cal-
cutta, Madras, Dacca and Earachi concerning
Mr. Cousins' visit, and you inquired con-
cerning the role of Mr. Julius Stulman in
this tour.

The Department has not yet received re-
ports from the posts in Calcutta, Dacea and
Karachi covering Mr, Cousins' visit to those
places,

The reports from Madras, dispatch No.
508 dated February 1, 1951, and dispatch No.
673 of March 21, 1951, together with accom-
panying newspaper clippings, are enclosed.
You will note from the latter dispatch that
the Public Affairs Officer at Madras in a
letter to the editor of the Liberator took
exception to a statement appearing in the

_January 19, 1951, issue of that newspaper
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(Enclosure No. 1 fo dispatch 508) which
referred to Mr. Julius Stulman, Mr. Cousins’
traveling companion on this trip, as a
“Communist.” The editor's note acknowl-
edges that, as used in the context of the
news article, the word was intended to de-
note “community-minded.” The enclosed
dispatches, together with those previously
forwarded to you, constitute all of the com=~
munications from the American Foreign
Service posts which are on file in the Depart=
ment regarding the activities of either Mr.
Cousins or Mr, Stulman-—except for one item
mentioned below.

With regard to Mr. Stulman’s presence on
Mr. Cousins’ trip, I understand that he is a
personal friend of Mr. Cousins and that he
accompanied him at the latter's request.
Mr. Stulman is head of the Stulman-Errick
Lumber Co., of New York City. His purpose
in visiting Southeast Asia is understood to
have been an interest in exploring practical
projects of technical development and or-
ganization and in discovering means of im-
proving living standards in underdeveloped
areas of the world. He paid all of his own
expenses on this trip and traveled as a pri-
vate citizen.

The report from Bombay which you re-
quested is a classified report containing re-
marks about a private American citizen not
traveling under Government auspices or at
Government expense which could br embar-
rassing to the individual concerned and to
the reporting officer. If you so desire, we
would be glad to discuss this with you at
your convenience.

Sincerely yours,
EpwArRD W. BARRETT,
Assistant Secretary.

. .nclosures: 1. Prom American consulate
general, Madras, Indla, dispatch No. 608,
February 1, 1951, with enclosures. 2. From
‘American consulate general, Madras, India,
dispatch No. 673, March 21, 1951, with en-
closures.)

Meantime, on July 11, I dispatched
a fourth inquiry to Mr. Barrett and I
am happy to report that I got a reply
to this letter in 8 days—on July 19. In
fact, Mr. Barrettt sent a man up to my
office to deliver it to me by hand. I
will not burden the REecorp with this
fourth letter.

I cite this 2-months’ ordeal of trying
to get answers to four letters from the
State Department as an example of why
the whole propaganda program which
the State Department is running is a
flop. It moves with the speed of mo-
lasses on a cold day in Maine. The De-
partment of Public Affairs is so wound
up in red tape, paper pushing, memo-
writing, and bureaucracy that it ‘is no
wonder it gets nothing done. You have
heard speech after speech in this House
decrying our Voice of America as a bor-
ing flop which runs far behind events
and which, in no sense of the word,
could be described as an alert, up-to-the-
minute outfit.

Now as to this gentleman named
Norman Cousins. In case you never
heard of Mr. Norman Cousing, and I
should be surprised if many Members of
the House have, I want to tell you a
few things about him.

He is 38 years old, once worked on
the New York Post and then joined the
Saturday Review of Literature, which is
a little magazine devoted to reviewing
books and phonograph records. It has
some standing in the world of letters
but it is more famous—if indeed it has
any fame at all —for its agony columns
and lovelorn personal ads. Its circula-

.
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tion is minute, indeed, compared to other
magazines.

The Saturday Review of Literature has
done its full share of lauding Com-
munist books down through the years
of Mr. Cousins’ management, although
the magazine has professed to be anti-
Communist. I think a fair description,
politically, of Mr. Cousins and his mag-
azine would be fuzzy-minded. The
magazine is typicel of the confused
thinking of so-called American in-
tellectuals.

Inasmuch as the United States Gov-
ernment had never sent anybody abroad
before on a trip of this kind, I wondered
why it should pick out an obscure man
like Mr. Norman Cousins for the initial
experiment. I caused extensive in-
quiries to be made and I must tell you
that the only reason I can discover for
the selection of Mr. Cousins is that he
happens to be a personal friend of Mr.
Barrett. It seems that they used to
ride to New York City together from
Connecticut on the same train every
morning. I suppose when we consider
the limitations of this whole public
affairs program and the quality of its ad-
ministrators, we would be expecting too
much from them to pick a sponsored
speaker on any other basis. Certainly
I would never expect them to pick some-
body who might really represent Amer-
ica and who would be so prominent that
his name might be recognized abroad.

I have before me Mr. Cousins’ expense
account, and I want to read it into the
RECORD:

Per diem for the period Dec. 31,

1950, through Mar. 16, 1951..__. $768. 00

Salary compensation for 75 days at
the rate of §600 per month...... 1, 250. 00
International travel . o oo_. 2,301, 27
Local travel 131.65
Passport 10.00

Inoculations, including plague, ty-

phus, smallpox, cholera, tetanus,
typhoid, and paratyphoid......- 90. 00
Total 4, 550. 92

Now let us see what we got for our

$4,550.92.

I hold in my hand what purports to
be some press clippings gathered by our
consular offices in southeast Asia and I
want to read you a few excerpts from
them.

The first one is from the Ceylon Daily
News in Colombo, and is dated January
16, 1£51.

It described Mr. Cousins’ speech in
these headlines: “Need for world federal
government—fastest growing movement
in United States.”

The second clipping is from the Cey-
lon Observer, published in the same city
on January 16, The headline reads:
“World government desperately neces-
sary.u

Now I want to quote you a paragraph
from that news story concerning the
speech delivered by Mr. Cousins in Co-
lombo. Here is what he says:

I believe that it i1s desperately necessary
to have a world-wide government in which
nations could maintain their own institu-
tions, accepting a high sovereignty in mat-
ters concerned with the security of the peo-
ple, The world federal government is the
fastest growing movement in the United
States,
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Mr. Cousins, in virtually every press
clipping that I have seen, expounded on
the thesis that world government is the
desirable solution to everything.

For example, speaking in New Delhi,
India, Mr. Cousins provokes the follow-
ing headline, “Plea for world govern-
ment.”

The same idea is included in a report
of Mr. Cousins’ remarks carried in the
Times of India on February 15, and in
ihe Indian News Chronicle of February

T

For example, the Free Press Journal
on February 23 has this headline, “For-
mation of world government, Mr. Cou-
sins’ plea.”

I do not know whether I have all the
press clippings on Mr. Cousins’' trip or
not. I do know that I have all that the
State Department would give me, and I
would urge any Member who wishes to
do so to look at this file and see for him-
self what we spent $4,550.92 for.

I think Mr. Barrett and the State De-
partment were possibly a little bit
worried when I had the audacity to in-
quire about Mr. Cousins’ trip.

I hold in my hand something that was
never intended for my eyes, and I can
imagine that there are going to be a few
red faces in the State Department and
its Public Affairs Department when I
get through reading this piece of paper.
It will show you what kind of fricks and
deceitful practices are engaged in when
a Member of Congress makes an inquiry
as to what the State Department is doing
with all the money that the taxpayers
are giving it.

This piece of paper that I hold in my
hand is a confidential memorandum
which was circulated in the State De-
partment as a result of my letter of
June 1, and by some fortunate chance
or other it got included by accident in
the material sent to me, at my request,
by the State Department.

It is dated June 13, 1951, and is titled
“Memorandum.”

It is addressed to Mr. William C. John-
stone, Mr. Charles M. Hulten, Mr, Ed-
ward W. Barrett.

The memorandum states that it is
from Francis J. Colligan.

It states that the subject is: Attached
letter to Congressman TABER.

Each of the gentlemen has placed his
initials after his name, indicating that it
was read by him. That is efficiency
for you. N

I want to quote from this surprising
piece of paper which, I repeat, was never
intended for my eyes:

Attached herewith you will find a reply
for Mr. Barrett's signature to Congressman
Taser’s letter of June 1, 1951. The Foreign
Service reports and clippings which Con-
gressman TABER requested and which are
being sent under separate cover are also
attached. A review of the reports and clip-
pings prompts the following comments:

1. The reports are good. They are well
done and they indicate the over-all value of
Mr. Cousins’ trip.

9. The clippings cover a wide range of
newspapers. It is hoped that Congressman
Taser will consider each individual clipping
for what it iz worth and in the light of the
over-all effect of Mr. Cousins' activities and
the evaluation of them as contained in the
Foreign Service reports,
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3. Some of the clippings may raise certain
questions; for example, the “plugs" for world
federalism and the newspaper statement to
the effect that Cousins thought that democ-
racy was being “experimented with"” in China
(clipping B-1, New Delhi).

Now, I want to stop at this point in
the memorandum and read you some re-
marks made in longhand writing in the
margin at point 3. Somebody using
blue ink has drawn lines under the words
which asserted that Cousins thought that
democracy was being “experimented
with in China—eclipping B-1, New Delhi.”
A person, who apparently signs himself
R. A. P. in his own handwriting, pen-
ciled these words: “Paragraph of clip-
ping cut off. Story complete without
it,”

I suppose Mr. Cousins is entitled to
the opinion, if it is his opinion, that Chi-
nese Communists are engaged in “exper=
imenting with democracy,” but I do not
think it is Mr. Cousins’ right to so state
publicly on a trip financed by the State
Department of our Government, Of
course, he must realize that we have peo-
ple in our State Department who have
regarded the Communists in China for
years as mere “agrarian reformers.”
And perhaps I should not censure Mr,
Cousins at all.

But I think that the House will agree
with me that when Members of Congress
ask a department of this Government
for a report of how money was spent, we
do not need any little bureaucrats edit-
ing the answers for us with a pair of
scissors.

I might say to the members of the
press that I have had photographs made
of this particular piece of bureaucratic
conspiracy, and they are welcome to
have copies of the photographs, if they
wish.

Now, to continue reading to you from
this remarkable memorandum which
was circulated in the Public Affairs De-
partment and which was sent to me
quite by accident. It continues:

4. The reports may raise other questions.
(a) For example, Cousins' changing the lec-
ture topics agreed on with the Department
before he left. (These changes were not im.
portant.) (b) Mr. Cousins’ being accom-
panied by Mr. Julius Stulman, as reported
by Bombay. (NEA jumped the gun on this
one by drafting a cable requesting courte-
sles, and so forth, for Mr. Stulman simply
because Mr. Cousins thought Stulman’s trip
was important. We have a separate file on
Mr. Stulman as a result of this incident,
and we have called NEA’s attention to the
fact that they should not again take such
action.)

5. Mr. and Mrs. McGhee met with Mr.
Cousins in Bombay. (Mr. McGhee might be
called upon by Mr. TaBer to give his per-
sonal evaluation of Mr. Cousins’ trip.)

These comments are prompted simply by
the fact that, since we are sending these re-
ports and clippings to Congressman TABER,
he may after careful perusal of them have
certain additional questions to ask. A rea-
sonable review by him of these clippings and
reports should lead to the conclusion that
Cousing’ trip was not a waste of money and,
in fact, did much good.

Attachments:

1. Reply to Congressman TABER.

2. Clippings and reports.
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Let us see what else this remarkable
secret memorandum tells us:

A. We now discover that Mr. Cousins
changed the subject of his lecture topics
after he had left Washington, en route
to southeast Asia.

We also note from Mr. Barrett’s letter,
which I read you earlier, that Mr. Cous-
ins did not even speak from prepared
texts, and therefore we must conclude
that, unlike General MacArthur, the
astounding Mr. Cousins was allowed to
speak under official sponsorship without
so much as submitting a single word to
the State Department for clearance.

I hold in my hand a copy of the news-
paper put out by the Democratic Na-
tional Committee under the direction of
William M. Boyle, Jr., national chairman
of the Democratic Party. This particu-
ler issue was published immediately after
President Truman had fired General
MacArthur, and is devoted exclusively
to Mr. Truman’s lamentable mistake.
The Demoecratic National Committee's
newspaper publishes in full the White
House press release which cites as an
excuse for firing MacArthur that he had
not cleared several of his utterances and
other public statements, and it quotes a
December 6, 1950, directive by President
Truman as follows:

No speech, press release, or other public
statement concerning foreign policy should
be released until it has received clearance
from the Department of State. * * *

Officials overseas, including military com-
manders and diplomatic representatives,
should be ordered to exercise extreme cau-
tion in public statements, to clear all but
routine statements with their departments,
and to refrain from direct communication
on military or foreign policy with news-
papers, magazines, or other publicity media
in the United States.

I would like to point out to the House
that this order evidently applied only to
people who had the courage to speak up
against the administration, inasmuch as
Mr. Norman Cousins was speaking
without State Department clearance
throughout southeast- Asia, on a trip
financed by the State Department, dur-
ing the same period that this adminis-
tration was getting ready to fire General
MacArthur.

I do not know what Mr, Cousins and
his pet world-government scheme hold
for the security of the American people,
but I want to tell the House that Gen-
eral MacArthur is worth a million Nor-
man Cousins. Certainly if General Mac-
Arthur had been fired for his utterances,
then the State Department should be
severely rebuked by the President for
allowing Mr. Cousins to appear as an
American spokesman scot free of official
clearance.

B. We also discover that the gentle-
men down at the State Department were
quite worried, according to this memo-
randum, about Mr. Cousins"—and I
quote the memorandum—"plugs for
world federalism.”

C. We also discover that Mr. Cousins
was not traveling alone. He was accom-
panied completely around the circuit by
a Mr. Julius Stulman, who got his pic-
ture in the papers of southeast Asia
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along with Mr. Cousins, and who shared
in some newspaper and radio interviews
with Mr. Cousins.

I have learned that several of our con-
sular officers in southeast Asia filed com-
plaints to Washington about the presence
of Mr, Stulman. Just what the real
nature of these complaints was I do
not know, as Mr. Barrett wrote me that
the reports were classified,

It appears that Mr. Stulman paid his
own expenses everywhere, but it strikes
me as extremely peculiar and coinciden-
tal that he should take this trip with
Mr. Cousins, who at least enjoyed a
semi-official position, which of course
did Mr. Stulman no harm since he
shared in it.

I have tried to make some inquiry
about Mr. Stulman and I find he is a
very wealthy New Yorker, with interests
in about 15 corporations. I also learned
that he is an ardent advocate of some
sort of a mysterious economic reform
program. He has spent considerable of
his own money, promoting what seems
to be an idea that only he is interest-
ed in. ;

I want to be perfectly frank with the
House that I have next to no informa-
tion about Mr. Stulman’s part in the 75-
day trip which he and Mr. Cousins took.
Nor do I know what the complaints
about Mr. Stulman from our foreign-
service officers were. However, If I
were a businessman interested in the
financial success of 14 or 15 corpora-
tions, and if I were looking for some
business in southeast Asia, I think I
would like auspices such as Mr. Stul-
man traveled under. On the other
hand, if I were the advocate of some
vague economic reform program and I
could get nobody in the United States
to pay any attention to me, I might
want to make the trip in the hope that
somebody in southeast Asia might give
me some recognition,

At any rate I should say that the Pub-
lic Affairs Department is incapable of
conducting the programs it undertakes
when it sponsors and finances a trip half
way around the world for a man who
does not submit a single utterance for
clearance, and who is accompanied by a
businessman who enjoys at least quasi-
official sponsorship.

MI:. Stulman was the beneficiary of a
State Department cable directing all For-
eign Service personnel to extend him
special “courtesies.” And several official
press releases from the United States
Information Services at various points
in southeast Asia mentioned Mr. Stul-
man's part in the trip. For example, the
United States Information Service sta-
tioned in the United States Embassy in
New Delhi had a press release on Febru-
ary 10 which stated:

Mr. Julius Stulman, American economist
and industrialist, is accompanying Mr. Cous-

ins in order to observe and study economic
conditions in Indla.

In Madras, India, Mr. Stulman shared
a press conference with Cousins, and it
was Stanley Chartrand, the United
States Information officer, who person-
ally introduced Mr. Stulman to the press.
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In conclusion concerning Mr, Stulman,
it should be noted that there was con-
siderable confusion among our various
Foreign Service missions on what to do
about him. In contrast to the official
welcome he got in some places, a dis-
patch sent to the State Department from
W. Clyde Dunn, American consul at Bom-
bay, on April 4, 1951, states that one of
the “limitations on effectiveness” of the
Cousins trip was “the constant presence
of Mr. Julius Stulman, his traveling com-
panion.”

Now to return to Mr. Cousins’ role on
this Marco Polo journey in reverse:

Not only did Mr, Cousins spend most
of his time promoting world government,
but in virtually every city he visited, he
managed to take cracks at the American
press. Just to cite you a couple of exam-
ples out of many, he is quoted in the
January 18 issue of the Times of Ceylon
as follows:

He did not think newspapers and maga-
zines in the United States reflected the true
public opinion,

One Indian journal even expressed
surprise at the contempt with which
Mr. Cousins evidently regaraed the
American press. The publication Bharat
commented on February 25 as follows:

It was surprising to hear an outstanding
American journalist asking this country not
to take the American press as reflecting the
public opinion there,

I am not a reader of the Saturday
Review of Literature, but I am told that
the most it reflects publicly is the opin-
ion of Mr. Cousins and a coterie of
nickel-and-dime intellectuals as to their
views on books and phonograph records.

I am certain of one thing, however.
I can guarantee the House that the
American press as a whole is far more
accurate and far more representative of
American public opinion than Mr. Nor-
man Cousins himself.

When Mr. Cousins praises world gov-
ernment and represents it as “the fast-
est growing movement in the United
States,” he not only displays a colossal
ignorance, but raises doubts in my mind
whether he could get a job as a cub
reporter on the Daily Eugle in “Sadie’s
Switch, Okla.”

I hold in my hand a press clipping
dated July 10 of this year which an-
nounces that the monthly magazine
Common Cause, published in Chicago
and founded 4 years ago as the official
organ of the Committee To Frame a
World Constitution, has gone out of
business. The story says that the high-
est eirculation the magazine achieved
was in 1948 when 4,000 copies were dis-
tributed. The news report adds that the
circulation has fallen steadily since.

The story also discloses that as a re-
sult of pressure tactics by the Committee
To Frame a World Constitution, 22 State
legislatures adopted resolutions endors-
ing world government, but 14 have since
rescinded the action.

The history of this committee and its
publication, together with the actions of
the various State legislatures in resecind-
ing resolutions previously adopted, would
seem to indicate that Mr. Cousins
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scarcely reflected the American public
opinion accurately when he described
world government as the “fastest grow-
ing movement in the United States.”

In faet, it is perfectly plain from read-
ing the clips that the Hindu newspapers
sensed that Mr. Cousins did not know
what he was talking about. A Bombay
daily, the Hindustan, commented as
follows:

It seems in this trip Mr. Cousins is going to
appear more as a political expert than a man
of letters. The topics of his talks deal mainly
with “democracy,” “peace,” “American pub-
lic opinion,” and so on. It is a matter of
regret that Bombay will not come to know
about the artistic personality of a man who
has been heading for 10 years a first-rank
literary magazine like the Saturday Review
of Literature.

Need I note that in his letter to me,
Mr, Barrett six months later was still
trying to palm off Mr. Cousins’ selection
because of his prominence in the Amer-
ican world of letters? And Mr. Barrett
implied that Mr. Cousins was to talk
about things considerably closer to the
hearts of Americans than world govern-
ment.

Among the other curious performances
of Mr. Cousins was his statement in Cey-
lon rapping the United Nations which—if
I understand American policy correctly—
we support 100 percent, and a statement
in Madras, India, denouncing “Red witch
hunts” in the United States.

According to the Times of Ceylon, pub-
lished in Colombo, January 19, Mr. Cou-
sins advised Ceylon not to join the U. N.
Here is what that press clip says:

He further said that Ceylon was not a mem-
ber of the U. N. and need not be as long as
the (U. N.) organization had no effective
means to suppress aggression.

I am sorry that I cannot quote any
more from that clipping, but unfortu-
nately, Mr. Cousins seldom rated more
ti.an three or four paragraphs in the
newspapers, and I would scarcely call his
trip a success go far as publicity is con-
cerned.
~ Concerning his denunciation of what
he called “Red witch hunts” in America,
I want to read from a clipping from the
newspaper, The Indian Express, dated
January 20. I quote:

Giving his views on the Red hunt in Amer-
ica, Mr. Cousins said that there was a tre-
mendous movement against this there, that
even the Attorney General recently came be-
fore the American public denouncing the
witch hunt. One could expect this problem
to be really solved only when the problem
of peace in the world was also solved.

It apparently has never occurred to
Mr. Cousins that we will only have peace
in the world when we get rid of com-
munism and that we will only have secu-
rity in the United States when we have
driven the last Communist off the Gov-
ernment payroll and out of posts of
influence.

I think the House is entitled to know
the upshot of Mr. Cousins' trip so far
as Mr. Cousins himself is concerned.

Mr. Cousins is a bright young man,
and I do not expect anyone fo criticize
him too much for trying to make a fast
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dollar. Throughout his journey he was
sending dispatches to the Saturday Re-
view of Literature bearing such datelines
as Tokyo, Korea, and so forth. Mr,
Cousins afforded his readers his views
on a wide variety of topies, including
deprecating Congress for demanding the
ouster of Dean Acheson, for cultivating
totalitarian postures, for political
headline hunting and crass exhibition-
ism,” and for a variety of other things,
including advocacy of Red witch hunts.
I might add that about the nicest thing
he said about Congress in one dispatch
was that it had “crackpots” among its .
Members.

But Mr. Cousins really hit the jackpot
when, under the sponsorship of the
State Department, he got an interview
with Nehru, the Prime Minister of India.
This is the same Nehru who wants Red
China admitted to the United Nations
and who holds other torturous views once
held by the late and lamented Jan
Masaryk, of Czechoslovakia. Nehru evi-
dently thinks that the way to get along
with communism is to hold hands with
the Communists in world organizations.
Mr. Masaryk paid for similar beliefs with
his life, and his country paid for his
beliefs with its freedom.

I do not know whether Mr. Norman
Cousins had a scoop or not in interview-
ing Nehru inasmuch as he does not seem
very difficult to interview. But I think
the House should know that the pub-
lishing firm of John Day Co. has just
announeced it is publishing Mr. Cousins’
interview with Prime Minister Nehru in
book form—at $2 a copy. Lest some
member be tempted to rush to the near-
est bookstore und buy this book, I will
warn him in advance that most of the
questions asked by Mr. Cousins answered
themselves and were as long as the
answers supplied by Mr, Nehru. So the
book comes out about equal parts
Cousins and Nehru.

As a Member of this House, who, like
many other members, dislikes to see the
taxpayers' money go down the drain,
and as one who is deeply distressed over
the lack of favorable world opinion
about American foreign policy, I would
say that Mr. Barrett and the State De-
partment have performed a great dis-
service to their country in fostering this
Cousins trip. It appears to me that Mr.
Cousins lined his pockets at the expense
of Uncle Sam, and if this $2 book has
any sales at all, he promises to have
further profits in addition to the free
trip he has already taken.

Finally, it is my conclusion and my
recommendation that the State Depart-
ment and its Division of Public Affairs
forget its program of dispatching rep-
resentative citizens to other parts of
the globe until such time as the State
Department has been thoroughly cleaned
out and the personnel replaced by in-
dividuals with considerable morc judg-
ment than that exercised by Mr, Barrett
and Mr. Acheson, America has reached
a low state indeed when it has to choose
an obscure edior such as Norman
Cousins to represent it in any part of
the world.
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I suppose in the final analysis that this
Cousins case should be regarded for what
it is—only another example of the com-
plete ineptness and blundering of the
bunch of bureaucrats, pinkos, and nin-
compoops who infest the agencies of our
Government, particularly the State De-
partment. The Cousins case is certainly
an excellent example of how difficult it
is for Congress to find out what is going
on in the executive branch of this
Government.

Mr. Cousins spent all his time pro-
moting a world federation and belittling
the United Nations. Is the State De-

* partment for or against the United Na-
tions? It looks to me as if, following
their usual practice, they were on both
sides of that question and were trying
to ride two horses at the same time.

I wonder how the taxpayers like that?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr, Chair=
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield.

Mr. H, CARL ANDERSEN. Do I un-
derstand that this propagandist, urging
a world government, was paid for out of
the Voice of America funds?

Mr. TABER. That is correct; $4,552.50.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Who ap-
proved such an expenditure?

Mr. TABER., Mr. Barrett.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New York has again
expired.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
the gentleman five additional minutes.

Mr, H. CARL ANDERSEN. If Mr.
Barrett has the money to throw away in
that fashion, would it not be good com-
mon sense to take twenty or twenty-five
million off of his authorization in this
particular bill and make him a little
more cautious about such procedures?

Mr. TABER. I think it would be a
little more appropriate if that were done.

Mr. SIEMINSKI. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman
from New Jersey.

Mr. SIEMINSKI. I must answer that
guestion this way, and ask one. When
we were getting out of Han Kiang about
last Christmas time, I suppose you would
like to have the fire power cut off? You
stopped your fire power, and that is where
the Reds are today.

Mr. TABER. The gentleman can get
plenty of time to make a speech. I would
have been glad to answer a question.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. In a moment.

At this time we are in this situation:
We have had this so-called Voice of
America putting out all soiis of things
on the air, some of them absolutely flat
and unable to draw the interest of people
in foreign lands; some of them by people
who have endeavored to stir up trouble
amongst the people of the United States,
like that broadcast by Raymond Gram
Swing, who went after General Mac-
Arthur. We all know what kaymond

~Gram Swing is. Frankly, during all of
the time of the first months of the Ko-
rean debacle, when we went in there,
there was not one word telling the world
why the United States wa. right in its
position. Frankly, if we are going to
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have a Voice of Ameriea, it should sup-
port the position of the people of the
United States and it should represent
them.

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. Yes; I yield.

Mr. COLMER. There is one guestion
in connection with what the gentleman
has been discussing that has concerned
me as a question of policy. What I can-
not understand is that these depart-
ments apparently havs money to pick up
any man or group of men or any group
of people and send them over to Europe
on one mission or another. If Members
of Congress want to go over to Europe
on any mission, ordinarily they have to
get approval of the Congress by proper
resolution and proper appropriation. I
am going to give the gentleman an illus-
tration of what I am talking about. I
want to say vhat I have no criticism of
that mission. I think it was a splendid
mission. Recently a group from this
body was taken over by the military or
the State Department, or both, I do not
know which, flown over to Europe, and
they did a good job over there. More
recently a group from the other body
went over under the same auspices and
came back. I do not say that was a bad
thing, but I am talking about the policy
of the departments having the right to
do that.

It was brought to my attention this
morning—and I want to say in all fair-
ness this is only hearsay, that the State
Department is now planning to take
people, men and their wives, and others,
and send them ovcr to Europe at Gov-
ernment expense to show those people
over there a few of the peopl? we have
over here. That may be a good thing,
but why does the Department have that
much leeway when we are talking about
trying to save money?

Mr. TABER. I frankly do not see.
Frankly, the thing that bothers me is
this: General MacArthur was fired be-
cause they say he said something that
did not jibe with the policy of the admin-
istration. This man goes over and he
tells these people that the United Nations
does not meet the situation of the world,
contrary to what I understand is the
policy of the United States Government;
he tells them that we should join a world
federation, or a world government. Ido
not see where a paid propagandist from
the State Department should go over and
advocate a program which is not the
United States policy, and I do not ap-
prove of that way of doing business; I
cannot get myself down to that level.

Mr. DONDERO. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, TABER. 1 yield.

Mr. DONDERO. The Voice of Ameri-
ca is asking approximately $100,000 in
this bill. Can the gentleman tell the
American people any tangible evidence of
what the Voice of America has accom-
plished since it has been established?

Mr. TABER. The trouble is that they
have not very often; there have been
rare occasions when they did have some=
thing that was some good. But I have
made it my business repeatedly and re-
peatedly to go over scripts of their broad-
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casts; I have read hundreds of them
myself. The worst curse that goes with
that is that everything they send me by
way of a broadcast script they send like-
wise to the gentleman from New York
[Mr. RooNEY] and the gentleman from
New York tells me it is ruining his eye-
sight to have to read all of them. Iam
sorry about that; I did not want to bring
that trouble on anybody.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield.

Mr. ROONEY. May I say that at the
expense of my deteriorating eyesight I
do not interpret the seripts I read as does
the gentleman from New York; I do not
reach the conclusions the gentleman
reaches after reading the seripts word by
word, and the gentleman has caused me
to read bales of them, thousands of them.
Let him point out what is wrong with
some of these scripts he has on the floor
right now. Let us see in what respects
they are wrong, incorreet, and not proper
propaganda.

Mr, TABER. I have just a few min-
utes; I have not any of them in my hand,
but there are several up at the table.

Mr. ROONEY. Why not include one
in the RECORD?

Mr. TABER. That one on MacArthur
is bad.

Mr. ROONEY. Why not insert that in
the Recorp and let the people know what
is going on.

Mr. TABER. If T were to put all of
the bad ones in the Recorp there would
be no room for other things for months
to come.

Mr. ROONEY. I will settle on 10 out
of the many thousands if the gentleman
will put 10 in the Recorp. Let the peo-
ple know what is going on and see what
you are talking about,

Mr. TABER. There will probably be
more than 10 referred to and pointed
out by speakers here this afternoon.

Mr. DONDERO. What I asked for
was tangible evidence of what the Voice
of America has accomplished for this
country after we have spent millions of
dollars in financing it. That is what I
want to know.

Mr. TABER. We have not done what
we should have done. If we had a set-up
there which would find out what the
psychology of the people they were going
to broadecast to was and is, and have peo-
ple in charge who are competent to do it,
I believe there could be a real good come
from it. It needs a first-class business-
man to run it, it needs absolute loyalty,
and not so many people.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may require.

Mr. Chairman, with regard to the re-
marks just made by the gentleman from
New York, I should like to read the fol-
lowing letter from Assistant Secretary
of State Edward W. Barrett:

. Jury 19, 1951,
The Honorable JOHN ROONEY,
House of Representatives.

DeAr Mr. RoONEY: In our conversation
last Friday I mentioned that Representative
Taser has asked for all reports dealing with
the recent lecture tour of Mr. Norman Cou=-
sins in the Near and Far Efst. As you know,
we have learned through past experience
that one of the most effective means to
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counter Communist propaganda is through
personal appearances by prominent Amer-
icans. Lecturing by Fulbright lecturers
under P. L. 584 (Fulbright Act) and other
leaders and speclalists has proved increas-
ingly eflective.

As I told you, we have sent such people
abroad before with emphasis on their lec-
turing both to specialized and to general
audiences., I should clarify, however, that
Mr. Cousins was the first to be sent abroad
for the specific purpose of lecturing to gen-
eral audiences with no emphasis on special-
ized groups. As a representative of an
American intellectual publication and a
long-time student of India, he seems to have
done a good job. Loy Henderson was en-
thnsiastic about the results.

In accordance with our conversation, I am
enclosing for your information copies of let-
ters, clippings and reports which we have
sent to Mr. TABER.

Sincerely yours,
EowARD M. BARRETT.

P. 8.—The business of sending lecturers
abroad, plus many of our activities, appears
not to be particularly new. Edward Boy-
kin recently published an analysis of the
propaganda campaign which Lincoln put on
to win British support during the Civil War,
After telling about Lincoln's distribution of
1,750,000 papers of pronorthern literature and
sponsoring 150 pronorthern mass meetings
in Great Britain, Boykin reports:

“Lincoln routed a cavalcade of American
lecturers and stump speakers through Bri-
tain, men who could speak for the North at
mass meetings of the British people. He
summoned Henry Ward Beecher, America's
most popular and powerful pulpiteer, to
Washington, gave him instructions and hur-
ried him to England.

Mr. Chairman, under the permission
heretofore granted me by the House I
shall insert in the Recorp at this point
the copies of letters, clippings, and re-
ports sent to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Taeer] and referred to by
Mr. Barrett, as well as a two-page type-
written sheet which contains material
on the same subject. I do this without
hcving read the clippings or any of this
poorly photostated material. I do this
with the idea that the American people
are entitled to hear the State Depart-
ment side of this controversy and with-
¢ t any personal opinion on my part one
way or the other.

The material referred to follows:

RECENT LECTURE TOUR oF Mgr. NormaNn Cous-
INS TO SOUTHEAST AsIA UNDER THE DE-
PARTMENT'S EXCHANGE OF PERsoNs Pro-
GRAM, PupLIc Law 402
The Department of State conducts an in-

ternational educational exchange program

to authority contained in the Smith-Mundt

Act, the Fulbright Act and the Finnish War

Debt Act, under which American professors,

research scholars, teachers, students, and

leaders and specialists in various flelds of
endeavor are sent abroad and persons in

‘these categorles are brought to the United

States on grants-in-aid awarded by the De-

partment, the over-all purposes being to pro-

mote American understanding and friend-
ship among the peoples of other countries.

The Department is, of course, constantly

endeavoring to discover means by which the

fullest possible realization of this objective
can be achleved.

In furtherance of this aim, officers of the
pureau concerned with South Asian affairs
in the Department felt that in view of his
prominence in the American world of let-
ters, Mr, Norman Cousins, editor, the Satur-
day Review of Literature, would be the type
of person who might be well suited to un-
dertake a project of lecturing on the Ameri-
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can way of life before foreign audiences,
especially in certain areas where the United
States is too little understood. It was be-
lieved that as a well-informed, successful
private citizen he could articulate the United
Btates position in world affairs, and could
commend a sympathetic reaction to our
point of view from influential groups which
have been critical of our policies. The As-
sistant Secretary of State for Public Affairs
and the Assistant Secretary for Near Eastern
Affairs approved of the cholce of Mr. Cousins
and officers in the Office of Educational
Exchange concurred. Concurrence was also
obtained from the United States missions in
India and Pakistan.

Mr. Cousins was accordingly awarded a

‘Departmental grant under Public Law 402 to

enable him to lecture on various aspects of
American life at United States Information
Centers and before other interested groups
in Ceylon, India and Pakistan. In India,

-Mr. Cousins delivered lectures in Madras,

Calcutta, New Delhi, and Bombay. In Pak=-
istan, he addressed groups in Dacca, Lahore,
and Karachi. He likewise visited Japan,
Hong Kong, and Singapore, although these
points were not included in his lecture as-
signment. Mr. Cousins’ grant consisted of
all necessary transportation, a salary com-
pensation at the rate of 500 per month, and
a per diem in accordance with Standardized
Government Travel Regulations, the stipula=
tion being that the assignment was to be for
a perlod not to exceed 75 days.

Reports from our missions covering Mr,
Cousins’ general lectureship have generally
been gratifying and indicate that it served
effectively to further the objectives of the
Campaign of Truth. Apparently the only
factor which marred the complete success of
this project was the presence on Mr. Cousins
trip of a Mr. Julius Stulman, who, it is
understood, is a personal friend of Mr.
Cousins and accompanied him at the latter’s
request. Mr. Stulman, however, paid all of
his. own expenses and was not sponsored
by the Department, although the Bureau of
Near Eastern Affairs requested the missions
in India and Pakistan to extend to him the
customary courtesies in furthering his pro-
fessional contacts with local groups. Re-
ports from Bombay and Madras indicate that
Mr. Stulman’s constant presence with Mr,
Cousins detracted somewhat from the effec-
tiveness of Mr, Cousins’ visit.

Jrinuary 25, 1951.
From: Colombo, Ceylon. i
To: The Department of State, Washington.
Reference: Lepartment’s circular telegram
312, December 26, 1950.
Suhject: Visit of Norman Cousins.

Mr. Norman Cousins, accompanied by Mr.
Julius Stulman, arrived on schedule in Cey=
lon on January 14. During his 3-day stay
he spoke twice in Colombo and twice in
Jaffna, at the northern tip of Ceylon. In
Colombo he addressed audiences at the
YMCA and at the University of Ceylon. In
Jafina he spoke in Jafina city undey, the
auspices of the Jafilna District Community
Centers and at Jafina College.

The subjects announced in Department's
telegram 312, December 26, 1950, were un-
familiar to Mr. Cousins, who had not seen
thn instruction. He spoke principally about
the world crisis and the solution offered by
the United World Federalists. One speech
in Jaffna he devoted to the Connecticut ex-
periment in education. The PAO suggested
that he list the titles he intended to use
in future talks, to be sent to other posts on
his route. The new titles are “Where the
Peace Begins,” “Don’t Resign From the
Human Race,” “The American Laboratory
for Education.”

Mr. Cousins made an excellent impression
here as a sincere, intense person with an
idenlist's hope for world peace through fed-
eral union. His platform presence 18

8759

friendly and conversational, and his ap-
proach to the dream of world government 1is
honest and persuasive, though lacking in
definiteness. His handling of audience
questions was admirable.

The visit of so attractive a person as Mr,
Cousins, representing the finest type of
thoughtful, keen-witted, sensitive young
American, has done much good here.

Press clippings reporting his talks are en-
closed.

ANGUs TRESIDDER,
Publie Affairs OfFicer

(For the Chargé d'Affaires, ad interim).

[From the Times of Ceylon, Colombo, Ceylon,
January 15, 1951]

Norman Cousins TaLx Tobpay

Mr. Norman Cousins, editor of the Ameri-
can literary journal Saturday Review of
Literature, arrived at EKatunayake Airport
yesterday by BOAC plane. He will deliver a
lecture on Conditions of Democracy in the
Modern World at the YMCA this evening.

[From the Colombo (Ceylon) Observer o
January 16, 1951]
“WorLD GOVERNMENT DESPERATELY
NECESSARY"

“] believe it is desperately necessary to
have a world-wide government in which na-
tions could maintain their own institutions,
accepting a high sovereignty in matters con-
cerned with the security of the people,” said
Mr. Norman Cousins, editor of the American
Baturday Review of Literature, in the course
of a lecture he delivered yesterday in the
YMCA forum.

He sald:

“Today the nations of the world are in
the same position as they were as far back
as the fourth century B. C. Their intention
is to find a system of world government so
that people can live peacefully. But instead,
we have a League of Nations type of organi-
zation, where the veto, a weapon which can
be used by any nation to hinder world prog-
ress, has been proposed and passed.”

Mr, Cousins continued:

“We have had wars almost continually for
the last 300 years. It is not possible for a
Russia and an America, a Communist and
& democratic state to exist at the same time.

“I believe that it is desperately neces-
sary to have a world-wide government, in
which nations could maintain their own in-
stitutions, accepting a high sovereignty in
matters concerned with the security of the
people. The World Federal Government is
the fastest growing movement in the United
States. But although the proposal could
come from the United States it would be no
use without support from Asian countries.
The future of the world depends on the
partnership between Asia and the United
States of America.

“LAST CHANCE

*“Would Russia accept? No one knows.
But this is the last chance and Indla,
Pckistan, Ceylon and the Unit:d States
could make the proposal in good faith to the
world, in an honest attempt to avert war.

“Any country acting in good faith would
have every reason to accept. If Russia does
not accept, we should not despair. The door
must be kept open at all times. There
should be no spirit of defeatism or fatalism.”

Before the commencement of the lecture,
Mr. E. W. Kannangara introduced the speak-
er to the audience. 3

Mr. H. A. J. Hulugalle also spoke.

[From the Times of Ceylon, Colombo, Ceylon,
of January 19, 1951]
CeEyLon NeEp Nor Jomw UNO
Vapuroppal, Wednesday—"We all want
peace ,and the greatest opportunity awaits
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the East to lead the world out of disorder
into peace” said Mr. Norman Cousins, editor,
Saturday Review, addressing a packed audi-
ence of teachers and students at Jafina Cole
lege. The Reverend S. K. Bunker, principal,
Jafina College, presided.

What the UNO had tried to do was to
cope with aggressive elements rather than
suppress them early and prevent war.

He then described the great atrocities per-
petrated in Korean battlefields and the feel-
ing of disillusionment prevalent among the
Eoreans. He asserfed that there was yet
hope that the UNO might work in the direc-
tion of a world federation recognizing the
sovereignty of suffering humanity and cre=
ate conditions suitable to peace.

He further sald that Ceylon was not a
member of the UNO and need not be as long
as the organization had no effective means
to suppress aggression.

ANoTHER LECTURE

JaFFna, Thursday—Mr, Norman Cousins
delivered a public address at the Jafina Cen=-
tral College Hall on citizens and education
in America.

Mudaliyar C. Thiagarajah, president of the
Jaffina District Community Centers Union,
presided.

[From the Times of Ceylon, Colombo, Ceylon,
of January 19, 1951]
RHYMES OF THE TIMES—WORLD FEDERAL
GOVERNMENT

“The world federal government is the
fastest growing movement in the United
States. I believe it is desperately necessary
to have a world-wide government” (Mr. Nor-
man Cousins in Ceylon),

The world’s contracting into a billiard ball,
America’s in the middle of Ceylon;
A world federal movement will save us all,

Southeast Asia is in the Mall,
And wicked, gay Paree at the Golden Faun;
The world’s contracting into a billiard ball,

The Colombo diplomat is Mayfair's jewel,
America’s darling, Miss Anna Wong;
A world federal movement will save us all.

The English hunt gave us our annual kraal,

And Carol Reed made the quiet place a kam-
pong;

The world’s contracting into a billlard ball.

So, Mr. Cousins, God speed towards your goal,
B8end us some federated ‘taters, tractors,

corn;
A world federal movement will save us all,

Send us federated Grable for Beira Ball,

Marx brothers to play my role, when I am
gone;

The world’s contracting into a billiard ball;

A world Tederation movement will save us all.

[From the Times of Ceylon, Colombo, Ceylon,
of January 18, 1951]
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT IS FOR PEACE, SAYS
NorMAN COUSINS

“I do not know how close we are to an-
other war. I do not know how much time
we have to avert another war. But I know
we are not doing enough to avert war”, said
Mr. Norman Cousins, editor of the Saturday
Review of Literature, during a public lecture
at King George's Hall yesterday evening.

Sir Ivor Jennings, Vice-Chancellor, Uni-
versity of Ceylon, presided.

Mr. Cousins, speaking on public opinion
In the United States, as reflected in their
peace movements, said that few voices
seemed to be raised for peace, and many
for war. He did not think newspapers and
magazines in the United States reflected the
true public opinion. Their main aim was to
convince Russia, and they meant business.
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But, he belleved, the American Government
sincerely wanted peace.

Mr, Cousins said there was a growing
movement in the United States which sald
that world law was the only way of attalne
ing peace. The people of the United States
believe the crisis that faced the world was
a human crisis, not a national one.

[From the Colombo (Ceylon) Daily News of
January 16, 19561]

NEep FOR WORLD FEDERAL GOVERNMENT
STrRESSED—"FASTEST GROWING MOVEMENT
iN UNITED STATES”

“Today the nations of the world are in
the same position as they were as far back
as the fourth century, B. C. Their inten-
tion is to find a system of world govern-
ment so that people can live peacefully.
But instead, we have a Leaguc of Nations
type of organization where the vote, a
weapon which can be used by any nation
to hinder world progress, has been proposed
and nassed.”

This view was expressed by Mr. Norman
Cousins, editor of the American Saturday
Review of Literature, in a lecture yesterday
in the Y. M. C. A. forum in which he advo-
cated the forming of a world federal gov=-
ernment,

“The League of Nations could have pre-
vented war by stopping Japan in 1932, and
again by checking the Germans on the Rhine
in 1934. Two giant powers with a vacuum
existing between can only mean that each
will be trying to prevent the vacuum from
being filled by the other.

“We have had wars almost continually
for the last 300 years. It is not possible for
a Russia and an America, a Communist and a
democratic state to exist at the same time.,”

DESPERATELY NECESSARY

“T believe that it is desperately neces-
sary to have a world-wide government, in
which nations could maintain their own
institutions, accepting a high sovereignty in
matters concerned with the security of the
people. The world federal government
is the fastest growing movement in the
United States. But although the proposal
could come from the United States it would
be of no use without support from Asian
countries. The future of the world depends
on the partnership between Asia and the
United States of America.

“Would Russia accept? No one knows.
But this is the last chance and India, Pakis-
tan, Ceylon, and the United States could
make the proposal in good faith to the world,
in an honest attempt to avert war.

“DOOR MUST BE KEPT OPEN

“Any ccuntry acting in good faith would
have every reason to accept. If Russia does
not accept, we should not despair. The door
must be kept open at all times. There should
be no spirit .of defeatism or fatalism,

“Some say that this talk of world govern-
ment is belng visionary. But what have
praagical men brought on but three practical
wars.”

Mr. Cousins pointed out that he was not
speaking for the majority of the American
people. “The majority,” he sald, “had not
yet accepted. In my State a 4 months dis-
cussion campaign on the subject ended with
a signed petition being submitted to the
President of the United States, requesting
him to take the initiative to bring about
world peace.”

“I believe,” he added, “that the peoples of
India, Pakistan, and Ceylon can join this
movement. There is a starvation of moral
leadership. If there is a volcanlc eruption
of moral force somewhere in the world, then
moral peace will prevail.”

Before the commencement of the lecture,
Mr. E. W. Eannangara introduced the speak-
ers to the audience and observed that “at
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a time when war is threatened and the demo-
cratic way of life is challenged, we are for-
tunate to have Mr. Norman Cousins to
speak.”

Mr. H. A. J. Hulugalle also spoke.

Arrin 24, 1951.
From: AMCONSUL, Bombay, India.
To: The Department of State, Washington.
Reference: Bombay's Dispatch No. 885 dated
April 4, 1951.
Subject: Norman Cousins’ interview with
Pandit Nehru.

The Sunday edition of the Bharat Jyoti,
for April 22, devoted the enclosed two
pages of space to the tape-recorded interview
of Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru accomplished
by Norman Cousins during the last few days
he was in India. The fact that a major
Bombay Sunday paper would devote this
much space to the interview is additional
evidence of the impact that Norman Cousins
had locally. This Consulate General would
again like to report its satisfaction with the
visit of this particular American leader
gpeciallst.

PrEsScOTT CHILDS,
American Consul General,

(Enclosure: Clipping, Bharat Jyoti, April

22, 1951.)

[From the Bharat Jyoti, of April 22, 1951]

A WoRLp FRee From Fear—NEHRU DIsPELS
UwniTep StarEs Suspicions: Tarxk Wira
NorMAN COUSINS—OUTSPOKEN ANSWERS TO
CRITICAL QUESTIONS ON INDIA—Many Far-
LACIES ARE EXPOSED: VALUES THAT INDIA
Prizes

(Mr. Norman Cousins was sent out to India
by the United States Government to speak
to us about the purposes and policies which
motivated America. The American people
are concerned because they feel that India
is gradually drifting away from their bloc.
The present-day world tension has created a
complex of fear. Fear has driven them into
imagining that there can be no other right
policy than one they follow. It therefore
leads them to the conclusion that those who
are not with them are against them.
India's foreign policy has therefore come
under an angry criticism and frritation.
India prefers to consider her own national
interests first, which demand that a temper
of peace is necessary before we can apply
ourselves to the problems which the world
faces. India feels that we must also realize
that means are as important as the ends.
Evil cannot be met by evil. Unfortundtely,
however, India’s independent policy is con-
sidered by many in the United States, ac-
cording to Mr. Cousins, as deliberately lead-
ing toward totalitarianism of the left or
preparations for a full partnership with
united Communist Asia. Such an estimate
of our approach has upset the otherwise
friendly feelings between the two countries.
In the heat, words fly and ignorant charges
are made against much that India stands for.
Even Mr. Norman Cousins did not escape
from its gloomy touch. Though he pleads for
better understanding and seeks to under-
stand the Indian point of view from Prime
Minister Nehru in this long interview, he
refers to petty things which, according to
him, indicated the hostility of the Indian
public to the United States. He cites the
playing up of race stories from the United
States in our newspapers. He does not re-
alize that Asia sees In race riots the evi-
dence of double standards which the west
still continues to believe in. This inter-
view Is a recorded conversation between Mr.
Nehru and Mr. Cousins. It is perhaps one
of the finest expositions of the mind of the
Prime Minister and throws light on many
things. Mr. Cousins, however, remains un-
convinced. He makes an eloquent plea in
his summing up to the American people as
follows: “It is important that we consider
carefully Mr, Nehru's responses, for a wise
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American policy with respect to India may
help to save what remains of Asia and to a
large extent may help to save the peace of
the world itself. I believe I am justified in
saying that there could be no more tragic
mistake for America than to write off India
as a Sovlet satellite. My own guess is that
the Nehru government is actually much fur-
ther from the extreme left than the people
themselves, or at least from the small section
of the people that is politically conscious
and articulate. If America, with full sense
of India’s importance and with human
values at the core of our foreign policy, pro-
poses a working partnership with India, the
results quite concelvably might be one of
the turning points of history.")

50 THE WORLD MAY KNOW

“Mr, CovsinNs. I have been Increasingly
disturbed in the past few weeks at what
seemed to be a growing misunderstanding
between India and the United States.
Reading the pr2ss of India and also reading
clippings from newspapers in the United
States, which people back home have sent
along to me, I have become deeply con-
cerned that these two people who have so
much to offer each other and, indeed, upon
whom the burden of world peace rests,
should today be drifting apart. How do you
account for this growlng misunderstanding
which, in many Instances, seems actually to
approach hostility.

“Prime Minister NEeRU, You have been
here now some weeks or months. I should
like to think of your own experiences here.
Have you in your individual eapacity experi-
enced—shall I say—any hostility toward
you yourself or toward Americans as indi-
viduals?

“Mr. CousiNs. Here In India I have had
one of the richest experiences in my life. I
feel, and I say it in all sincerity, that I
have been made to feel as much at home by
the Indian people as I am back in the
United States. Yet"—

Yes; it is this “yet” that is at the bottom
of all the misunderstanding between India
and America. The interview that the editor
of the Saturday Review of Literature had
with the Prime Minister of India is condi-
tioned by this “yet.” The irterview is re-
produced here as it has been recorded. We
offer no apology for its Inordinate length, ag
the subject discussed by the two dis-
tinguished persons is of extreme importance
and the world must know what we in India
stand for. Here is the text:

“Mr. CousiNs. I wonder whether you would
care to define for Americans the basis of
Indian and American understanding and
friendship today. :

“Prime Minister NEHRU. Well, I don't know
that it is possible to define anything pre-
cisely in the modern world. The most one
can do is to grope about and try to see a way
toward any kind of objective that one aims
at. Basically, I feel that it is of essential
importance for India and the United States
to understand and then possibly appreciate
each other's outlook with a view to as large
a measure of cooperation as possible. Hav-
ing said that, I begin to think what our more
ultimate objectives involving a large part of
Asia today and possibly the rest of the world.
But for the moment I am speaking about
India.

“We are—well, in search of our soul. We
are groping and trying some kind of adjust-
ment—integration, if you like—of our na-
tional life, our international as well as indi-
vidual lives.

“Having passed through these perlods of
transition and very rapid change, we have to
find some equilibrium, Normally this would
have been difficult enough; but in the pres-
ent state of affairs, after all that occurred
since the war in India—the partition, inde-
pendence, and so on—all this has shaken us
up a good deal. And so we are trylng to
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search to find out what our objectives are,
Some of us may have some vague notions;
others try to look at things objectively with-
out any fixed ideas so far as possible. So
when any—shall I say slogans or fixed con-
cepts—are put, we use them in a measure,
but we are rather suspicious, too, because
slogans are apt to petrify a man’s thinking.

“Mr. Cousins, Mr. Prime Minister, exactly
what slogans and fixed concepts do you have
in mind?

“Prime Minister NeHrU. Every slogan,
every word, almost, that is used by the So-
cialist, the Communist, the capitalist. Peo-
ple hardly think nowadays. They throw
words at each other. They talk about democ-
racy, but when we sit down and think about
democracy all kinds of aspects of it appear
which do not necessarily come up in the
average man’'s mind. An Englishman may
think of democracy in terms of his system;
an American in terms of his system. Russia
talks about the people's democracy, which is
completely different. They use the same
word. . People talk about equality. Equality
has a certain meaning in people’s minds—in
Western Europe, in America—a certain
meaning which is very largely political. And
certainly something aiming at economic
equality. )

“Mr. Cousmns. For purposes of this dis-
cusslon, Mr. Prime Minister, how would
you define democracy in order to give it
a universal meaning—something that peo-
ple everywhere could understand and re-
gpond to?"

THE DEMOCRATIC WAY OF LIFE

“Prime Minister Nemru. Now, I told you
just now that definitions are very difficult,
and I do not presume to define anything,
because to define anything that is big is
to limit it.

“Nevertheless, if I may vaguely suggest
something, I would say that democracy is
not only political, not only economic, but
something of the mind, as everything Is
ultimately something of the mind. It in-
volves equality of opportunity to all people,
as far as possible, in the political and eco-
nomic domain, It involves the freedom of
the individual to grow and to make the best
of his capacities and ability. It involves
a certain tolerance of others and even of
others’ opinions when they differ from
yours. It involves a certain contemplative
tendency and a certain inquisitive search
for truth—and for, let us say, the right
thing.

“That 1s, 1t 1s a dynamie, not a static,
thing, and as it changes it may be that its
domain will become wider and wider, Ulti-
mately, it is a mental approach applied to
our political and economic problems.

“Mr. Cousins. In terms of the basic equali-
ties inherent in democracy that you men-
tion, Mr. Prime Minister—not only political
equality but social equality and economie
equality—would you agree that political
equality is the means through which people
may achieve the other equalities? For If we
lack political equality then we lack the
main tools by which we can secure for our-
selves the other rights. Take, for example,
the right of protest, which is at the heart of
political democracy. I am sure you would
agree that if the right of protest is de-
stroyed no country can really call itself a
democracy. Nor can any people expect to
have other forms of equality—economic or
social—unless they maintain this right of
protest.

“Prime Minister Neurv. Yes, political
freedom or political equality is the very
basis on which you build up other equalities,
At the same time political equality may
cease to have meaning if there is gross eco=
nomic inequality. Where, let us say, people
are starving the vote does not count. They
are thinking in terms of the next meal and
not of the vote. But leaving that out for
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the moment, political equality is the basis
for other equalities,

“Mr. Cousins, Would you say, Mr. Prime
Minister, that it would then also follow that
the state must submit itself regularly to the
approval of the people? Because unless a
people have the chance to pass upon the
merits of a certain government political
equality will be meaningless.

“Prime Minister NenrvU. I agree again. Al-
though I accept that prlnclple completely,
in practice the people can be preyed upon so
much by propaganda by rousing their pas-
sions in this or that direction that you may
get some entirely wrong decisions and wrong
policies. But you must take this risk. It
l?s ;ar better to take this risk than the other
risk.

“Mr. Cousins, I suppose one thing that
democracy, as you have defined it, does do is
to protect the individual against dangerous
error by government. It is true that in the
course of sustaining free institutions many
mistakes will be made, just as there will be
many abuses—abuses which at times, I sup-
pose, will complicate the operation of a
democracy. And yet if the mistakes and the
abuses become too large, the people can use
their ultimate power to protect themselves
and, as we say in America, to turn the rascals
out. What other hope is there that, despite
the abuses and the confusions, the people can
keep decisions in their own hands, which
means that the individual must be protected
in his right to change the state?

“Prime Minister Nexru. The individual
has to be protected. Also the social organ-
ism has to be protected against the preda-
tory individual. You take steps against the
gangster or the antisocial individual. So
the process of protection is twofold. And it
is just possible—in fact not only possible
but it has taken place innumerable times—
that a group may gain power and may man-
age for some time, at least, to preserve that
power not merely by the physical means of
guns but by deluding the public by propa-
ganda or by other processes.

“Mr. Cousins. In which case you might
then also say that the people themselves
have falled rather than democracy itself?

“Wouldn't you agree that democracy is
actually a chance—a chance for the indi-
vidual, a chance to develop his own poten-
tialities, a chance to grow, a chance to ad-
vance the human procession, perhaps, even,
& chance to justify his own place in self-
government?

“Price Minister Nenru. There is an old
saying, isn’t there, that the people get the
government they deserve? And the kind of
democracy they deserve? Democracy re-
quires obviously a higher standard among
far more people than other forms of govern-
ment. If they do not reach thelr standard
it may be that their democratic apparatus
may fail.

“Mr. CousiNs. A moment ago You dis-
cussed the relationship of men to the state.
From what you sald I gather that you be-
lieve deeply that the state is made for man
and not man for the state., The Individual,
of course, does have obligations and re-
sponsibilities to soclety at large, but the
state baslcally is created to advance the wel-
fare of the individual?

“Prime Minister NeHrU. Undoubtedly.
The individual is uppermost in my mind;
but in a social organism an individual can-
not be separated fromr the rest. The rights
of the individual must be balanced by the
obligations of the individual to the social
organism. Without obligations there can be
no real rights.

“Mr, Cousins. Well, suppose we begin then
by defining—I apologize again for getting
into definitlons—suppose we begin by de-
fining what the principal obligations of the
state are to the individual. After that sup-
pose we go on to the obligations of the indi-
vidual toward society as a whole,
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“Prime Minister NegrU. This business of
definition rather embarrasses me, because I
am not a professor or a philosopher or even
a very effective politician, I have dabbled in
various things and given a great deal of
thought to matters, because they interest
me. A state’s obligations to the individual
or the individual's obligations to the state
must necessarily have varied during different
periods of history. The original state was a
very, very simple state in which, practically
speaking, all that the state had to do was
to protect the individual from a foreign
enemy or another tribe. Then, from that
develops the concept of what might be called,
without being offiensive, a police state. A
state preserves law and order, protects its
citizens from foreign efiemies, and takes taxes
to carry on its business. For the rest, it was
left to the individual or the group. The
present idea of the state has grown far be-
yond that. A state is supposed to do much
more. Every state—I amr not talking about
any particular brand of state—every state is
trying to do ever so much more for the indi-
vidual than has ever been attempted pre-
viously.

“So the state becomes more and more oOf
a soclally functioning organism—for the
good of soclety or the individual, as you like.
And the more it becomes that, the more
benefits it confers on the individual, the
more, in a sense, the individual has obliga-
tions to that state. So the two things, the
rights and the obligations, march together.

“If the state and individual are properly
integrated and organized, there is no conflict.
Otherwise, if one side goes ahead of the
other, there is a lack of balance.

“Mr. Cousins., Within that general frame-
work what would you say an individual
has the right to expect of a state—not only
as a matter of protection against a foreign
power, but in his direct dealings with the
state itself? How would you illustrate the
socially functioning organism you just
mentioned?”

EXPERIMENTAL, NOT DOGMATIC

“Prime Minister Nearu. The state, apart
from protecting the individual from foreign
enemies or internal disorders, has the duty
to undertake to provide him with opportuni-
ties of progress, of education, health, sanita-
tion—generally, everything that would give
him the opportunity to fit himself for such
work as he is capable of doing. And, you
see, the state, as everything else today, has
grown more and more centralized. The deep
problem of today, to put it in this way, is
this: you cannot escape centralized author-
ity, whether it is of the state, whether it is
of the big corporation, whether it is of the
trade union, or whether it is of any group.
They all go on being centralized authorities.
Now all centralization is.a slight encroach-
ment on the freedom of the individual. We
want to preserve the freedom of the individ-
ual, and at the same time we cannot escape
centralization In modern society. How to
balance the two?

“Mr. Cousins., Would it be fair to ask you
to answer your own question? What is the
answer to the conflict between centralization
and individual freedom?

“Prime Minister Nexru. Well, I should say
that we cannot do without a large measure
of centralization. But we should try to
limit that as far as possible, keeping the
minimum of centralization and as far as
possible decentralize the rest.

“Mr. CousiNs. Would you at this point,
Mr. Prime Minlster, care to discuss your own
program for India today, in the light of these
objectives?

“Prime Minister Nenru. I would hardly
discuss that program in any detail but the
general idea is that we—the state, that is—
try to function in a way, first of all, to pro=-
vide for the primary needs of our people or,
at any rate, to make such arrangements that
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people can get those primary needs. Then
there are the important secondary needs.
Now, the economic organization would have
to be rather a flexible one, so that we can
vary by experlence. It is inevitable that
in India, where private resources are not
great, any project must be a state project.
Our river valley schemes must be state
schemes. No one else can do them. And
any other really big project can either be a
state project or jointly owned by the state
and private enterprise with a measure of
state control, leaving a large field for a pri-
vate enterprise. Thus we get what I would
call a public sector of our economy and a
private sector and maybe a sector where the
two overlap, with part state control and
largely a private sector managing under
state control. So we have these three
branches of our economy. There need not
be any rigid lines between them, and we can
see which functions better and more suc-
cessfully and allow- them to develop. Our
approach is experimental and not dogmatic.”

LAND REFORM IS FIRST ON LIST'

“Mr. Cousins, You sald a moment ago, Mr,
Prime Minister, that as a state increases its
centralization in certain sections of the na-
tion’s economy it becomes all the more im-
portant to safeguard and Increase the rights
of the individual. Would you care to dis-
cuss India's position on that matter today—
what 1ndia is doing today to sefeguard and
enlarge the rights of the people at a time
when it is imperative for India to develop
projects requiring centralization?

“Prime Minister NEnrvu. 8o far as politieal
rights are concerned I suppose that our con-
stitution has gone as far as any constitu-
tion can go toward safeguarding the political
rights of the individual. So far as economic
questions are concerned it is a question of
a state Interfering to protect, rather than
keeping away, because in rather undeveloped
economies there is a tendency to certain
groups of vested interests to override the
interests of the large groups by whatever
methods they have. Now we are very largely
speaking, an agricultural agrarian country.
And one of our first programs is land re-
form; that is, to change the old big landlord
system here—rather semifeudal landlord sys-
them—in favor here and there of coopera-
tive farms, which we wish to encourage.
That removes one out-of-date system—the
big landlord system—which came in the way
of our growth. The change-over has been
complicated because we have done it by con-
stitutional means and by giving compensa-
tion, which is a heavy burden. Nevertheless,
that is clearing the way for other reforms—
plans for Industrial growth, agricultural
growth—in many ways collaborating the two
as far as possible and thus bringing about
gome kind of a balance between industry
and agriculture today. There are far too
many people on the land. We have to draw
some of them into industry—big industry
or small industry or both.

“Mr, Cousins, In connection with India’s
projected industrial development, is there
anything that you believe the United States
might be able to contribute fo India’s need
today or in the near future?

“Prime Minister Nexru. It is obvious that
a highly industrialized and techpically effi-
cient nation like the United States can give
the greatest help to any underdeveloped
country like India. After all, industrializa-
tion is limited, as it must be by various
factors. There is the factor of the resources
we can apply to it, which ultimately means,
let us say, annual savings to be put into
future growth. It also depends on the tech-
nical personnel that we can traln. Per-
haps that is an even more important factor.
And so our progress is bound to be regulated
by the resources at our disposal. If we
have greater resources—technical, financial,
or other—our progress will be faster. That
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we realize. At the same time, that real prog-
ress cannot be superimposed—it has to grow
in the country, carrying the people with it.
It is not teaching somebody at the top or
Just putting up a machine. We must grow
up to it. While we want to grow fast, we
want that progress to be solid and not just
showy and superficial.

“The United States can help us In terms
of capital goods and technical personnel.
After all, in the nineteenth century a good
deal of the development of both North and
South America took place with help from
Europe. That process to some extent can
be applied to Asia now. That type of help
can come which will develop Asia and which
will enable her to solve her own problems.

“Mr. Cousins. This brings up a question
we discussed at the outset of our meeting
today, Mr. Prime Minister, I refer to Amer-
fcan-Indian relations. I have been increas-
ingly disturbed In the past few weeks at
what seemed to be a growing misunder-
standing between India and the United
States. Reading the press of India and also
reading clippings from newspapers in the
United States, which people back home have
sent along to me, I have become deeply con-
cerned that these two people, who have
so much to offer each other and, indeed,
upon whom the burden of world peace rests,
should today be drifting apart. How do you
account for this growing misunderstanding,
which in many instances seems actually to
approach hostility?

“Prime Minister Nemru. You have been
here now some weeks or month. There are
many Americans who have visited India
during the last few months and kave met
all kinds of people—members of govern-
ment, our officials, our people in the flelds
and factories, peasants, and the rest. I
should like to think of your own experiences
here, Have you in your individual capacity
experienced—shall I say—any hostility
toward you yourself or toward Americans
as individuals?”

THE AMERICAN IS DISTURBED

“Mr. CousiNs. Mr. Prime Minister, here
in India I have had one of the richest ex-
periences in my life. I feel, and I say it in
all sincerity, that I have been made to feel
as much at home by the Indian people as
I am back in the United States. Nowhere
in the world outside America have I known
such warm friendship. Yet at the same time
I have observed, especially during the ques-
tion period following my talks, in the com-
ments that came at me from the audiences,
and in reading some of the newspapers, I
have observed misunderstanding about the
‘Uniteq States that can result in hostility.
I know this—that if I were a citizen of India
and read the newspapers here and if my im-
pressions of the United States were derived
mainly from those newspapers I am afraid I
would have a rather distorted idea of the
United States. I know that I might then be
increasingly vulnerable if someone came at
me with propaganda against the . United
States, I might feel that what he said would
be correct, because I would have been con-
ditioned in that direction. So I would say,
based upon my experience, Mr, Prime Minis-
ter, that while I have nothing but the warm-
est feeling for the Indian people who have
offered their hand in friendship wherever I
have gone, I am, as an Amerlcan, disturbed
at what I have read in the press and what
I have heard about America and the American
people as a whole.

“Prime Minister Negru. I asked you that
rather personal question because I wanted
vyou to appreciate a certain difference between
what might be called personal reactions and
reactions in regard to some vague impersonal
policy.

“Mr. Cousins. Yes.

“Prime Minister NEHRU, Now, look at our
history vis-a-vis England. For 150 years or
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more there was a great deal of hostility, as
was natural, against the British occupation
of India. To some extent that was trans-
ferred to the Englishmen or the English
officers here, too. But—not too much. Now,
after this change in India to independence,
you have no doubt found that there is very
little hostility—practically none—to England
and certainly none to any individual English-
man.

“Mr. Cousins. That is reassuring, espe-
cially since I have felt at times here in In-
dia as though Americans were being held
accountable for all the colonial and impe-
rialisiic abuses of the English during the pe-
riod of their rule. Is it wrong to say that
America may have replaced Great Britain as
a villain in the eyes of some Indians, at
least? Is that a fair statement?

“Prime Minister NEgru. Well, I don't think
go. Not in that sense, because the English-
man came in contact as an officer with the
masses of our people. America is something
distant about which our newspaper readers
may read and talk. It does not sink to the
level of the large masses. But what I was
pointing out was this: That one must dif-
ferentiate between what might be called the
basic feeling of difference in outlook or pol-
icy, which for the moment may be expressed
strongly but which does not represent any
basic hostility. So far as Indla is concerned
I do not think we are very good at long-con-
tinued or sustained hostility.”

OUTLOOK AND APPROACH

“Apart from that (for at least 30 years or
morc we have been conditioned by Mahatma-
Gandhi. He was continuously telling us
that we were fighting against British imperi-
alism, but that we must treat the English-
man as our brother. Well, we did not learn
this lesson very well, perhaps, but it did af-
fect our minds and ways of thinking. Any-
way, the whole point is this—that I do not
think there is any basic hostility against
America, or, for that matter, against any
country here in India. Certain things, cer-
tain, policies, which may not be clear or
which may not fit into our policy, may create
criticism—which is a completely different
thing.

“Now our policy, I should like you to re-
member, our present general world policy is
the natural outgrowth of all our thinking
during the last 30 years or more. If you
took the trouble to read the resolution our
National Congress passed—25 years ago, 30
years ago—you would find a certain way of
thinking which we repeated again and again.
So that it was quite natural for us to carry
that on—varying it, of course, adapting it to
changing conditions in the world. Then
came our independence. Again, the reaction
of a newly independent country is not to get
entangled; to keep going itself; to protect
its own Interest in terms of its larger friend-
ship in the world. So that we had all this
background. Not that we are ignorant of
world conditions; we are friendly observers
of them. Then again, there is this aspect of
it; if you dislike a thing or disapprove of
it, how are you to meet that particular con-
tingency now? We have felt all along that
the right approach must be as far as possible
an approach of friendliness even to the other
wrong approach. Not appeasement. We
make distinction between the two. One
must not appease evil, but we have to con-
vert evil as far as possible. Therefore we
have to be firm and yet courteous and
friendly. The evildoer may not be convert-
ed, but remember there are vast numbers of
people who are not evil but are conditioned
by the evildoer.

“Mr. Cousins. I cannot, of course, speak for
the American Government and I certainly
cannot presume to speak for the American
people. But I would guess that the Ameri-
can people would thoroughly agree with you
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in what you have sald about appeasement.
In our own relations with the rest of the
world today we do feel that we are con-
fronted with a fmatter of principle which it
is difficult to put aside or ignore. We be-
lieve these principles are related not only to
American security but to the security of free
people of the world today, for the two are
interdependent. We cannot advance com-
mon security for the world's peoples through
a policy of appeasement. Would you agree?

“Prime Minister NeHRU. I agree with you
entirely when you say that there should be
no appeasement of evil. Having said that, it
depends how you deal with evil. It depends
also what is evil and what is not and to what
degree a thing is evil. Very few things are
100 percent evil—just as very few things are
100 percent good—and if condemning some-
thing which is mixed good and evil you con-
demn the whole thing you might get slightly
entangled in condemning the good, too.

“Mr. CousiNs. But what happens when you
are threatened by the whole thing?

“Prime Minister NEHRU. Well when you are
threatened by the whole thing you resist
that threat, but you try to distinguich never-
theless, because otherwise you confuse peo-
ple’s minds and make them think that you
are against the good, too.

“Mr. CousiNs. So far as the need to dis-
tinguish between the whole thing and its
parts is concerned I believe that we in Ameri-
ca do try to make distinctions. We do make
a distinction I think, for example, between
the Russian people and the Russian Gov-
ernment. I don’t think there is any hostility
in the United States toward the Russian
people. We regard the Russian people as
human beings who are entitled to the same
fair share of the good things of life as we
want for ourselves. But some peoples in the
world today are harnessed by their govern-
ments to purposes which threatens the peace.
Under these circumstances would you agree
that even if we do make distinctions the
threat to world peace can continue? How
are we to deal with this threat—again, with-
out uncertainty or appeasement?

“Prime Minister Nemru. Well, that is a
big question that you have raised. I should
have saild that the basic threat today in the
world was fear, And fear is the most dan-
gerous companion for any individual or for
any country to possess. Fear clogs the mind,
and fear leads often to Impassioned action.
As you have sald, we must not give in to evil,
but we must also remember that evil is not
surmounted by wrong methods which them-
selves produce more evil., Therefore, the
method becomes very important. It may
sound—well, shall I say—like preaching a
sermon, I have felt more and more that the
basic lesson that Gandhi taught was right,
and that was that means should never be
subordinate to ends. I know that these say-
ings cannot easily be translated into life.
A politician or statesman cannot function
like a prophet, whether it is in a democracy
or any other type of government. He has to
limit himself to people’'s understanding of
him and people’s appreclation of what he
says, otherwise he cannot function at all.
Nevertheless, this basic idea seems to be
most important: that the right means
should be employed and firmness should be
allied always to a spirit of friendliness and
conciliation, not of appeasement. I do
make a distinction .

“Mr. CovusiNs. What, then, is a policy
that could rcpresent firmness without ap-
peasement? What can we do to keep from
spreading in the world that very doctrine—
that the end justifies the means?

“Prime Minister Nearu. Well, negatively
speaking, the first thing to do is to follow
means which can be justified. And not to
adopt the same argument that in order to
meet evil one can adopt any means to meet
that evil. Then one stands on a stronger
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moral foundation and can meet that evil
much more effectively. For the rest, it is a
question of balance all the time—that in the
context of things one at least does not do
the wrong thing. Then, again, one thing is
always possible—it is that one can be firm,
shall I say, courteous, when need for firm-
ness is not shown by viclent language, which
really, especially when countries are dealing
with each other inflames popular passions
so much that 1t becomes impossible to think
calmly and dispassionately. Vioclent lan-
guage inflames the minds of others—not
only of the evil people but even of the good
people, even of the good people on the other
side. There is a wall created which abso-
lutely prohibits understanding.

“Mr. CousINS, As you observe the develop-
ment of the United Nations, Mr. Prime Min-
ister, do you believe that it does offer the
means of creating an atmosphere of reason
and checking the spread of such doctrines
in the world—the doctrine, in particular,
that the end justifies the means? In asking
that, I suppose I am also asking how we can
check and combat aggressive totalitarianism,
Isn’t this the primary job of the United Na-
tions?

“Prime Minister NEHRU. The United Na-
tions was formed with an objective defined
in its charter. Its structure was both de-
fined and proclaimed by its founders. It is
essertially an instrument for peace. If that
structure is changed and if it becomes an
instrument for war then it does not func-
tion as United Nations but as something else
whick may really not be necessary; but it
is a different functioning and different
structure. The whole idea of the United
Nations, in the minds of President Roose-
velt and others, was that people in countries
of different ways should come together
around the table, that, in fact, every coun-
try in the world should come there and
hammer out solutions instead of fighting on
the battlefields. Now, if that structure is
changed and a good part of the world is not
there, then a very different situation 1s
created; that other part of the world doesn't
participate in that hammering out and it
has to be dealt with by other means. The
United Nations at the present moment is
the only organization which can deal with
such problems. But it does seem that its
effectiveness is growing less. Its basic, I
should say its spiritual, effectiveness is grow-
ing less because it is working in a field
which is rather foreign in its conception.

“Mr. Cousins. Yet isn't it possible that
the existing structure of thn United Nations
is such as to make it difficult for all the
nation of the world to sit around the same
table? If one nation can set aside the will
of the others through the veto, for example,
then there is not much iuducement to sit
around a table for the purpose of coping
with fairly fundamental problems. Then
too, so long as there are no obligations that
are compulsory and binding, which could
make it possible for the United Nations to
implement and enforce its decisions, there
is every tendency for nations which feel
insecure to strengthen themselves through
armament programs or military alliances.”

TUNITED NATIONS AND POWERS

“This in turn makes it difficult for one
bloec to see the other bloc attempt to bulld
up its position. Much attention has been
paid to the refusal of the west to admit
China. Yet Russia has consistently op-
posed the admission of Ceylon, which is cer-
tainly a representative government.

“Russia takes the view, no doubt, that to
admit Ceylon would add strength to the
opposing side. For perhaps some of the
same reasons and a great many others the
West feels justified in opposing the entry of
China. Isn't there some way of resolving
the problem by making the United Nations
stronger than any possible combination
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within 1t? In such a United Natlons, bullt
upon clearly defined rights and obligations,
might we not have the basis for the uni-
versal design you seek?

“Prime Minister NerrU, Doesn’'t that
mean a change in the basic conception and
structure of the United Nations, leading up
to a United Nat'ons which presents, by and
large, countries of one way of thinking?

“Mr. Cousins. The original conception of
the United Nations, of course, is still the
ideal. That is to say, an organization which
can make the world safe for its differences.
Any United Nations which would attempt to
steamroller differences out of existence
would—inevitably, I believe—result in war,
But if, on the other hand, Mr. Prime Minis=-
ter, the United Nations could be given ade-
quate power, protecting the world against
the violator rather than attempting to cope
with aggression after aggression occurred,
then we may be able to raise the United
Nations to a plane where world peace does
seem within sight. I suppose the big ques-
tion for such a strengthened United Nations
is not which nations are to be left out but
how to get all the nations in the world to
come in.

“Prime Minister NEHrU. Surely the United
Nations cannot claim two things at the same
time. One is to ignore a country within its
counsels and at the same time try to im-
pose its will on that country which has been
ignored. The two are contradictory. The
United Nations, by keeping out some coun-
tries, whether China or Ceylon (both, I
think, are equally wrong), in a sense denies
itself the moral right to deal with that coun-
try. For that covrntry it is a simple reply
that ‘,ou do not recognize us for this pur-
pose; therefore, we have nothing to do with
you.! The United Nations puts itself in a
wrong position thereby. If you cannot deal
with a country within the form of the United
Nations, then the only alternative is to deal
with it outside ultimately by force of arms.”

WHAT HOPE FOR THE WORLD?

“When you talk about bloes, it is rather
difficult to define what a bloc is. Any mili-
tary alliance is a very close bloc. Any two
or three or four countries joining together
is a bloc—whether for military or other rea-
sons. So either on the one side you must
put an end to any association of two coun-
tries for any purpose—other than maybe
cultural—or some kind of alliances will take
place ultimately. Such things have to be
met by an improvement of the world situa-
tion; because much of this is due to fear—
whether fear of uppression, fear of other
countries spreading out and attacking the
interests and privileges of their neighbors,
The basic way to move is to create conditions
of lessened fear. Having done that, you can
then build up that type of United Nations
you have suggested.

“Mr. Cousins. Yes, all over the world, Mr.
Prime Minister, wherever I have gone I have
found the fear of which you speak. I have
found it in individuals everywhere. In some
places that fear resulted in futility, in
others defeatism, in others desperation or
acute anxiety. Would you agree that the
place to start 1s by ellminating today the
cause of fear? What better way to do that
than by working inside the United Natlons
itself to give it the required strength within
tne required time? What other hope for the
world is there?

“Prime Minister Nr=aru. That is true. But,
again, I repeat that if the United Nations it-
self in the minds of large numbers of people
does not represent the world as a whole it
becomes a part of the world and the other
part 1s out of it. That part of it then is not
subject to its jurisdiction, and you can only
bring it in or deal with it by the policemen's
methods—which countries resent. So that
instead of assuring peace you are gradually
drifting to greater conflicts.
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“Mr. CousiNs. I do get your point, Mr,
Prime Minister; I was merely anxious to find

out from you whether you believe that a

proper starting point might perhaps be in
the form of a call for a revision conference in
the United Nations under articles 108 and 109
of the Charter. Such a revision conference
might represent something of a fresh start
inside the United Nations, trying to finish
the job begun at San Francisco—enormously
difficult though that may be. It would bring
together—before it 1s too late—the nations of
the world in order to find out to what extent
it is now possible to define the basic prin-
ciples on which workable universal world
organization must rest. Assuming that
weakness tends to create crisis, how can such
weakness as may now exist in the United
Nations be eliminated?

“Prime Minister NExHRU, You are referring
to a possible revision of the United Nations
Charter?

“Mr. CousiNs. Yes, sir,

*“Prime Minister NEHRU, Well, perhaps that
may be desirable and it may help. Person-
ally, I do not find anything wrong about the
United Nations Charter itself. There may be
minor procedural matters. It is a very fine
charter, The objectives are fine, but still,
if a revision is required, certainly we should
consider it to make the United Nations more
of a universal body. That would no doubt
help.”

FOREIGN SERVICE OF THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA.
To: Department of State.
From: Bombay 885, April 4, 1951,
Reference: Voluntary.
Subject: Leader specialist program, Mr,
Norman Cousins,

This consulate general has the honor to
report on the successful visit of Mr. Norman
Cousins to Bombay during the period Feb-
ruary 22 through February 28. By the time
Mr. Cousins reached the end of his rapid itin-
erary he was of course a sick man, having
contracted amoebic dysentery in Calcutta.
Although this consulate general had made
long-range advance plans involving a reason-
ably heavy schedule for Mr. Cousins, the
Embassy in Delhl warned this office 1 day in
advance that Mr. Cousins should be handled
carefully and should be given as much op-
portunity to rest as possible. With that
warning this office had serious doubts about
the possible success of the week, but Mr.
Cousins’ firm determination to carry through
his commitments his physical condition did
not seriously interfere with the successful
completion of his mission in this area.

Mr. Cousins’ public appearances included
a press conference on Thursday, February
22, attended by approximately 30 representa-
tives of the major papers in the city, and
later on the same day a speech on the sub-
Ject of “American Public Opinion and
Peace” for the Bombay branch of the In-
dian Councll of World Affairs. Approxi-
mately 60 members of that organization at-
tended the lecture which was given in the
Board room of Bombay House, headquarters
of Tatas. On Friday, the 23d, under the
sponsorship of the Progressive Group, Mr.
Cousins talked to an audience of approxi-
mately 300 on the subject of where the peace
begins. A speech scheduled in Poona on
Saturday the 24th was canceled on the basis
of Mr. Cousins' health. On Monday, Feb-
ruary 26, Mr. Cousins spoke to 150 people
at a meeting arranged by the newly formed
Democratic Research Service with his topic
“Who Speaks for Peace.” On Monday after=
noon Mr, Cousins also made a brief appear=-
ance in the office of the Unlted States Infor-
mation SBervice and spoke to assembled staff
members. February the 27th involved two
speeches for Mr. Cousins—one at noon for
200 Rotary Club members with his topic,
*“Don't Reslgn From the Human Race,” the
other later that day was a question and
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answer period concerned with literary sub-
jects arranged by P. E. N. for approximately
70 members and friends.

This catalog of public appearances clearly
indicates a deliberate move on the part of
this office inasmuch as local organizations
were approached to sponsor Mr. Cousins’ ap-
pearances. The consulate general made no
attempt to hide the fact that Mr. Cousins
was visiting Bombay under the auspices of
the United States Government but it was
thought wise to arrange for a recognized
local assoclation to actually sponsor his
public appearances.

Members of the press attended all of the
public lectures and the reporting was in
most instances adequate. Typical press
reports on the several features are for-
warded as enclosures for this dispatch. Few
editorial comments appeared pertaining to
Mr. Cousins' visit but three are attached as
enclosures for this dispatch. A note in
Bharat, Congress-owned dally, February
24, inspired by comments made by Mr,
Cousins at his Indian Council of World Af-
fairs speech, an editorial in the frequently
anti-American Free Press Bulletin, February
28, criticizing Mr. Cousins for his lack
of understanding of the basis of India's
neutrality, and a favorable brief note in the
Bombay Chronicle dated March 1 con-
gratulating Mr. Cousins for his tactfulness
in recognizing and commenting on the feel-
ing of frustration found during his visit in
India. As usual the party line, Blitz, pro-
vided the one false note in reporting Amer-
ican activity in the area. In the issue of
March 3 that publication wused a brief
reference Mr. Cousins had made to the geo-
graphic spread of communism as & jumping-
off point for additional castigation of the
United Stutes. In relation to the extent of
Mr, Cousins’ activity during the time he was
in Bombay it is only surprising that Blitz
falled to devote more attention to his visit.

In all his public appearances Mr. Cousins
was lmpressive and although he is not a
brilliant orator his texts were more than
satisfactory and were delivered with a sin-
cere convietion which impressed his audi-
ences. Im each instance Mr. Cousins
emerged as a brilllant performer when it
came to the question-and-answer period.
It was the general consensus of most people
who heard him that that portion of each
lecture period was by far the most impres-
slve, The questions at one or another ses-
sion ranged the full gamut of local current
thinking about the United States in inter-
national relations. Some of the questions
recurring more than once were: Why does
the United States support reactionary re-
gimes such as Chiang? Why has the United
States refused Nehru’s mediation? Mr.
Cousins’ personal views on One World Gov-
ernment? The explanation for the United
States refusal to accept China as a U. N.
member? Why not leave the Koreans to
solve thelr own problems? And an explana-
tion of the differences in the definitions of
peace. -

The most hard-hitting speech made by
Mr, Cousins during the week he was in Bom-
bay was that for the Democratic Research
Service. Before Mr. Cousins’ arrival the
Democratic Research BService had cleared
with him asking that he prepare a special
speech almed at an exposé of the phony
Soviet peace campalgn. Mr. Cousins used
it as an opportunity to describe the state of
thinking in the United States in the early
part of the 1930's and then the progressive
disillusionment of America with the inter-
national attitude of the Soviet. He also
pointed a parallel that he has seen in India
today, the current state of confused think-
ing which he has found similar to that in
our own country during the 1930's. The full
text of this particular speech was transcribed
by tape recorder and is available to the De=-
partment if the Department is interested in
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seeing it. During the question period imme-
diately after that speech the first question
was concerned with Mr. Cousins’ appear-
ance at the Waldorf-Astoria Peace Meeting
in 1947. Mr. Cousins explained at consid-
erable length in an off-the-record fashion
the full story behind his invitation from
the Peace Committee and the exact sequence
of events at the actual meeting at the Wal-
dorf-Astoria. It was one of the most inter-
esting ansvers given by Mr. Cousins during
;he whole time he was in the city of Bom~
ay.

An additional interesting press reaction
appeared in the Bombay Gujerati daily, Hin-
dustan, a reasonably influential local lan-
guage newspaper with a circulation of 15,000
coples, In the February 23 issue in a three-
column story on Norman Cousins in the lit-
erary section of the editorial page, the edi-
tor made the following statement:

“Following the visit of the British Coun-
cil's drama group, the arrival of an author
from across the Atlantic will find welcome
from all interested in literature. It seems,
in this trip Mr. Cousins is going to appear
more as a political expert than a man of
letters. The topies of his talks deal mainly
with democracy, peace, -American public
opinion, and so on. It is a matter of regret
that Bombay will not come to know about
the artistic personality of a man who has
been editing for 10 years a first-rank literary
magazine like the Saturday Review of Litera-
ture. If a public talk on some literary sub-
ject can still be arranged, it would be worth
while. Either at Mr. Cousins’ meeting with
P. E. N. members or at another suitable occa-
sion, it is necessary to arrange a talk that
will throw light upon him as an author and
give some idea of contemporary trends in
American literature. We hope the USIS will
think about this.”

One of the staff members in the Gujerati
translation section of the office caught the
article the morning it appeared and without
reference to Mr. Norman Cousins the.cultural
affairs officer wrote immediately to the editor,
The text of the answer is given in full:

“Your article concerning Mr., Norman
Cousins has been called to our attention and
we would like to report that we ‘completely
sympathize with your point of view. In rela-
tion to that point of view we deliberately
saved one evening of Mr. Cousins’ crowded
schedule for an opportunity for the members
of P. E. N. to meet him, We assume and we
early promised Madam Wadia that Mr,
Cousins would talk informally at that meet-
ing about the American literary scene and
will then be only too glad to answer ques-
tions pertinent to the literary field.

“As you are aware most of Mr. Cousins’
appearances are concerned with the subject
of peace, In relation to the situation of the
world in 1951 and in relation to Mr. Cousins’
personal convictions this consistent concern
should not be a surprise to you or your read-
ers. Mr. Cousins' whole literary life has been
concerned with literature as a living force
and with, in 1951 forces in the world threat-
ening life itself, it should not be a surprise
to you that much of Mr, Cousins’ thinking
and talking time is concerned with the
= + ¢ TUnfortunately the editor did not
choose to publish the answer, but fortu-
nately Mr. Cousins heartily approved of the
text and requested a copy for his personal
files inasmuch as he regarded it as a clear-
cut explanation of the philosophy of his
trip.

Mr. Cousins was satisfled with the press
conference, which was an extremely lively
one in relation to Bombay standards, much
as it was off the record, which surprisingly
enough reporters did appreciate. The press
conference was remarkably free from the
needling variety of questions visiting Amer-
icans frequently face, and the chief expla-
nation seems to be the sincerity of Mr,
Couzins In talking to individuals and groups.
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He gained the respect of many of the re-
porters immediately, and held that respect
throughout the conference, which lasted for
1 hour and a half. During the week Mr,
Cousins was also interviewed for an All
India Radio broadcast. The interview was
accomplished by Mr. Frank Moraes, the edi-
tor of the Times, of India, and the majority
of the questions were, of course, literary,
Inasmuch as All India Radio keeps clear of
political commentary,

A fine statement by Mr. Cousins was made
during his brief appearance at the United
States information center. He told a story
concerning his visit to a refugee camp in
Delhi during which he encountered a rea-
sonably active Communist propagandist.
He used that story as typical of the propa-
ganda campaign being fought in India and
finished with a statement which has been re-
peated to USIS employees throughout India.

“Within a week I shall be leaving India,
and you will be here to fight out the battle,
It will be easy enough for me back in the
United States to talk about the problems
and to get American support, because that
is easy enough to do at a distance. I do not
know whether I will get it, but at least I
can talk about it. But you will be here on
the firing line, and so I would say to you
that in all the world today I can’t think of
a group of people who have a greater cause
to which to dedicate and consecrate them-
selves than you have, because a lot more is
a stake than merely the preservation of this
nation or that nation. What is at stake is
the preservation of human wvalue. We
have got a very tough fight on our
hands. But I think it is a fight in
which we actually have and can bring great-
er force to bear than the other side can
bring to bear on the problem, I think we
have the greater force because I think we
have history itself on our side. I do not
think that we can do more than fight the
good fight. I don't think indeed we can do
less than that. But I do think, however,
that to do less than that would be treason
to the human race.”

Based on instructlons from Delhi this
Consulate General kept Mr. Cousins' social
engagements to an absolute minimum. Be-
fore word reached this office of the state of
his health several gocial Tunctions had been
arranged. Mr. Cousins insisted on carrying
through with those functions although he
possibly should not have. On Thursday, the
22nd of February, Mr. Minco Masani, the
Chairman of the Indian Council of World
Affairs, Bombay branch, gave a dinner party
involving numerous local personalities Mr.
Masani was anxious to have Mr. Cousins
meet. On Friday the 23d, the Consul Gen-
eral and Mrs. Childs entertained at a formal
buffet supper for Mr. Cousins, That dinner
party coincided with the one evening that
Mr. and Mrs., George McGhee were in the
city on their way to the Colombo Conference
and they were of course added to the dinner
list. It gave Mr. Cousins an opportunity to
give first-band impressions to Mr. McGhee
of his full Indian experience. On Sunday
evening, the 25th, the Cultural Affairs Of-
ficer, in the ahsence of the Public Affairs
Officer, entertained 50 press people at a re-
ception in Mr. Cousins’ honor, e balance
of the schedule was kept in the clear and
except for small scale luncheon and dinner
engagements and numerous private inter-
views Mr. Cousins was able to obtain some
rest during the period he was in the city of
Bombay. The best evidence that the Bom-
bay experience was not as disastrous as it
could have been is the fact that Mr. Cousins
regained four of the seventeen pounds he
had lost earlier in India.

. In public meetings and in private con-
tacts Mr. Cousins demonstrated to virtually
everybody his abllity as a thinker and his
genuine talents as a person. Few Americans
who have visited in this area have made
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as much of an impression as Mr. Cousins did
during the week that he was in the city. The
only limitations on the effectiveness of his
visit were that of the condition of his health
which did prevent him from following the
energetic 24-hour-a-day schedule he usually
follows and the constant presence of Mr.
Julius Stulman, his traveling companion.
Mr. Stulman is the subject of a separate
despatch, £

This Consulate General would like to go
on record that the Government-sponsored
visit by Mr. Cousins was completely success-
ful and would also like to recommend similar
visits arranged by the Government for peo-
ple as well qualified as Cousins is. Local
organizations welcome American speakers
and if those speakers are of the caliber of
Mr. Cousins the effectiveness of the USIE
program will be extended. Additional en-
closures to this despatch consist of 4 pic-
tures taken at the press conference and 3
pictures taken during Mr. Cousins' quick
visit to the USIS office.

W. CLypE DUNN,
American Consul.

(Enclosures: 1. Clipping, Free Press Jour-
nal, February 23, 1951. 2. Clipping, Times
of India, February 23, 1951. 3. Clipping,
Bombay Chronicle, February 23, 1951. 4.
Clipping, Bharat, February 23, 1951. &
Clipping, Free Press Journal, February 24,
1851. 6. Clipping, Times of India, February
28, 1851. 7. Clipping, Free Press Journal,
February 28, 1951. 8. Clipping, National
Standard, February 28, 1951. 9. Clipping,
Bombay Chronicle, February 28, 1951. 10.
Clipping, Free Press Bulletin, February 28,
1951. 11. Clipping, Bombay Chronicle, March
1, 1851. 12. Clipping, Blitz, March 3, 1951.
13, Photographs, 4 pp.)

[From the Bombay Free Press Journal of
February 23, 1851]

ForRMATION OF WORLD GOVERNMENT, MR,
CousiNs’ PLEA

Bompay, Thursday.—The need for the for=
mation of a world government functioning
under world laws to be evolved by a world
body was emphasized by Mr. Norman Cousins,
editor of the Saturday Review of Literature,
published in the United States, at a press
conference here today.

The world government, he said, would en=
force ‘peace on all its member nations with
a control on common security of individuals
and the people.

Mr. Cousins, who is on a lecture tour of
India, further stated that the United States
had committed a mistake in accepting the
right of veto for the Big Five in the Security
Council. He regretted that America had
followed the policy of isolationism in the
past.

The American journalist was emphatically
of opinion that a world war was not in-
evitable, but added: “I will not subscribe,
under any circumstances, to a peace which
will cost the moral values.”

Referring to the preservation of peace,
Mr. Cousins said that only a working part-
nership between India and America for peace
would help the world in maintaining it.

Later, addressing a meeting of the Indian
Council of World Affairs at the Bombay
House this evening, Mr. Cousins observed
that the American press did not necessarily
reflect the public opinion in the country.
He was speaking on Public Opinion in the
United States of America and the Peace.

UNITED STATES NEWS

- He sald he was disturbed to see news from
the United States treated in the Indian press
as though it actually represented the real
opinion of the American people. American
news reaching Indian newspapers had to be
understood with a proper background to
evaluate it in proper perspective, he said.

There were many things in common be-
tween the two countries, and the press in
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both countries which had tremendous re-
sponsibilities should work toward bringing
about better understanding between the
peoples of America and India, Mr. Cousins
pleaded.

While asserting that “bad news from
America was not the real news,” he said
that he saw signs of rift between the people
of ‘both countries, and this rift would be
exploited to create ‘“real rift between us.”
Mr. Cousins said that he found very little
of American literature in the libraries and
educational institutions in India, and he
thought that more and more American pub-
lications should be read by Indians.

He admitted that *“shady magazines,”
which were sold in India in large numbers,
had much higher circulation in the United
States than the serious type of publications.

[From the Times of India, Colombo, Ceylon,
of February 23, 1951)
ESTABLISHMENT OF WORLD PEACE—VALUE OF
INDO-UNITED STATES AMITY

An active working partnership between
India and the United States is the only
effective means by which the present drift
toward another global conflict, could be
avoided and universal peace established, ac-
cording to Mr. Norman Cousins, noted au-
thor and editor of the American Saturday
Review of Literature.

Addressing a press conference in Bombay
on Thursday, Mr. Cousins, who is on a
United States Government-sponsored lecture
tour of India, said that these two nations—
one representing the east and the other the
west—should join hands within the frame-
work of the United Nations and endeavor to
work for peace through principles and not
through power politics.

Mr. Cousins advocated the development of
the United Nations as an organization having
the authority to make, enact, enforce and
interpret world laws. “Otherwise the United
Nations will die and with it the last best
hope for achieving peace,” he added.

Declaring that another war is not inevi-
table, the American author, however, added
that he did not believe in achieving peace
at any price.

KNOW EACH OTHER BETTER

Later In the evening, speaking to, the
members of the Bombay branch of the-In-
dian Council of World Affalrs, Mr. Cousins
referred to the lack of proper understanding
between the peoples of India and the United
States.

He remarked that the press and public
opinion polls in the United States did not
truly reflect the thoughts and views of the
people. News, which was considered unim-
portant in one country, was prominently
displayed in the newspapers of the other
country, while really important items of
news were either treated with scant respect
or ignored totally.

Referring to the great part that the two
nations had to play in the coming years in
shaping world opinion, Mr. Cousins said:
“There is a great similarity between America
and India. These two couniries must work
in closer cooperation in the cause of world

Asked to clarify the general misunder-
standing that Americans were trigger happy,
Mr. Cousins said it was an injustice to the
United States—indeed to the human race to
say that Americans were war happy.

Mr. M. R. Masani, chairman of the council,
presided. 4

[From Bharat of February 24, 1951|

Mr. Norman Cousins, editor of the Satur-
day Review of Literature, is obviously a great
believer in Indo-American amity. His forci-
ble plea for a better understanding between "

the two nations will be widely endorsed in
this country. It was surprising to hear an
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outstanding American journalist asking this
country not to take the American press as
reflecting the public opinion there. His plea
to the Indian press to be more broad based
in its news treatment of America is unneces-
sary. The Indian press barring a miero-
scoplc minority has never tampered with the
weights and measures of news reporting.
And toward America, it cannot be said that
elther the people or the press of this country
are hostile in any way. As for Mr, Cousins'
assertion that anybody who makes a fool of
himeself in America gets a front page in
India, it may be said that this is the result
of the dictum attributed to Northcliffe that
when a dog bites a man it is not news, and
when a man bites a dog it is news. After
all the public are interested in the unusual
and the unexpected. There can be no doubt
that a working partnership between India
and America would increase the chances of
peace. This is exactly what Prime Minister
Nehru has been attempting, and it was in this
spLit that he undertook a tour of the Amer-
ican Continent 2 years ago. Differences of
opinion and shifts in emphasis will always
mark the relations between two countries;
but on the fundamental alleglance to the
d>mocratic ideal there can be and ought to
be no difference whatsoever between India
and the United Etates.

[From the Free Press Journal of February
24, 1951]
OvER-ALL FPower For U. N.—Way 1o Save
PEACE, BAYs Me. CoUsIiNs

Bomeay, Friday.—A mandate to the U. N.
Organization to exercice effective control over
all nations was the only way to enforce peace
in the world and make aggression impossible,
stated Mr. Norman Cousins, editor of the
American Saturday Review of Literature,
here today.

Mr. Cousins, who has been deputed by the
Government of the United States to make
the American viewpoint known to the Indian
people, was addressing a meeting under the
Progressive Group at the Taj Mahal Hotel
this evening,

This end could be achleved, in Mr. Cousins’
opinion, through a working partnership be-
tween the people of India and the United
States inside the United Nations Organiza-
tion to correct the errors of the past few
years and to find the basls of a revised U. N.
in which it would be possible for all nations

to come in without alining themselves into
power blocs.

UNITED STATES INTENTIONS

The much maligned and much misunder-
stood Government of the United States, Mr.
Cousins sald, was working for peace, and it
was not true that it was concerned only with
war. There was a tremendous movement for
Peace in his country, the speaker declared.

Mr. Cousins urged that the frightful possi-
bilities of atomie warfare should impress on
the people of the world that they could no
longer afford to make any mistake which
would have frightful results. Looking at
the pattern of culture of the twentieth cen-
utry which was a pattern of destruction, the
people had the right to ask, “Where are the
forces In the world that speak peace, speak
for man?” And yet, Mr. Cousins wailed, all
over the world the people were indulging in
the luxury of nationalism in the awful game
of power politics.

Peace was possible even at this late day if
the United Nations was strengthened so as to
have powers of law and compulsory jurisdic-
tion over nations, he declared.

[From the Times of India, Colombo, Ceylon,
of February 28, 1851]
“INDIA Is HOPE oF WORLD” UNITED BTATES
Eprror’s View
Mr. Norman Cousins, editor of the Satur-
day Review of Literature, told the Bombay
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Rotary Club on Tuesday that there was no
scope for mediation of the problems facing
the world today.

Mr. Cousins, who was speaking on the sub-
ject Don't Resign From the Human Race,
eaid that India today was in a unique posi-
tion, not to mediate, but to create or design
a framework within which it might be pos-
sible to prevent the world “from blowing up
in one last explosion.”

Wherever he had been, particularly in
France, Germany, Austria, and the Scandi-
navian countries, during the last 3 years,
he had observed a feeling of fatallsm—*ex-
istantialism” and “inevitabillsm” were the
synonyms Mr. Cousins used—a feeling of res-
ignation from the problems facing the entire
human race.

“Today in India,” Mr. Cousins said, “I feel,
on the basis of my very short trip that there
is a summing up of almost everything I found
elsewhere. But India may be the last place
in the world to reflect the feeling to resign
from the human race. India is the hope of
the world. No nation throughout history
had more to offer to humanity at large than
India has today.

“India today is the hope of the world. No
nation in history, ‘indeed, had so much to
offer for the building up of an enduring
peace and for the defense of the basis for an
enlargemeént of the human species. I leave
India with very high hopes.”

India, Mr. Cousins added, In solving her
problems, could be an inspiration to the en-
tire world. India was the laboratory of the
future. India was the largest nation in the
world outside the totalitarlan “bloc”—a
nation which could provide an answer to
totalitarianism. India had the means to ad-
vance the ccuse of world peace, not by media-
tion, but by the creation of a framework
within which the rights of people could be
enforced.

Rotarian-President Niren N. Ghose was in
the chair. Rotarian Dr. P. P. Antia pro-
posed a vote of thanks.

[From the Free Press Journal of February
28, 1951]
“Give Up FALSE NEUTRALITY,” UNITED STATES
Eprtor’'s Tre To INDIA

Bomeay, Tuesday—India should give up
its path of mediation and false neutrality
and take the lead in establishing peace and
order in the world by creating an enduring
framework of law within the United Nations,
Mr. Norman Cousins, Editor of the American
Saturday Review of Literature, stated here
today.

Mr. Cousins, who was addressing the Ro-
tary Club this afternoon, declared that there
was no common meeting ground between
the two different groups of the world. World
peace and order could be established only if
a strong and fearless attitude was taken up
in the United Nations. He advocated a
strong approach to the problems at present
facing the world.

Mr. Cousins was of the opinion that India
could rightly take the lead in the U. N. as no
nation had more to offer to itself, and to
the world than this country.

His impression of the country, he said, was
that wuncertainty, defeatism, helplessness
and inertia, which were the bane of Euro-
pean countries, were more apparent in India
than anywhere else.

[From the National Standard of
February 28, 1851]

Inp1A ABLE To PREVENT WoRLD FroM BLOWING
Up, Says UNITED STATES EbDITOR

“India is in an unique position to create
the framework within which it is possible
to keep the world from blowing up,” declared
Mr. Norman Cousins, editor of the American
Saturday Review of Literature, when he ad-

dressed the Rotary Club in Bombay on
Tuesday.
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Mr. Cousins added that to create such a
framework of world laws to provide a struc-
ture within which the rules of the game
would be properly observed, the path of
mediation and false neutrality should be
given up and a straight and fearless attitude
be taken up before the United Nations.

Mr. Cousins said, no nation has more to
offer to itself and more to offer to the world
at large than the people of India.

Summing up his impressions, Mr. Cousins
observed that whatever problems he had
found elsewhere in the world, the prevailing
feeling of uncertainty, defeatism, helpless-
ness, and inertia, were present in India in a
more intense form.

FALSE NATIONAL BARRIERS

-Elaborating on the subject of his speech,
Don't Resign From the Human Race, Mr.
Cousins said that in France, Germany, Aus=-
tria, Scandinavia, and other countries, the
same attitude of despair and defeatism pre-
vailed and people were taking refuge behind
false national barriers instead of facing what
was happening around them in the world
squarely.

Stressing the need for resolution and a
strong approach to the present world crisis,
Mr. Cousins observed that Indla today was
the hope of the world. Calling for a positive
approach he stated that there could be no
mediation as there was no common ground
between the differing groups. Either there
was aggression or there was not. “If there is
aggression, let us meet it fearlessly,” he de-
clared. The only way to meet aggression was
by creating an enduring framework of world
laws and their enforcement by the United
Nations.

[From the Bombay Chronicle of February
28, 1951]
Inpia Is Hope or FREE WorrD, Mg, COUSINS'
ViEw

Bomsay, Tuesday.—"As the largest free na-
tion outside the totalitarian regime, India
is the hope of the world,” declared Mr. Nor-
man Cousins, American journalist and au-
thor, addressing the Bombay Rotary Club
Tuesday afternoon.

“India is in a unigue position to design
the framework within which to keep the
world from blowing up in one great explo-
sion,” he added. .

Mr. Cousins pointed out that India was
an Inspiration to the rest of the world in
that she was striving to build up a stable
economy and to raise the general standard
of living of the masses without infringing
human freedom.

The speaker sald that wherever he visited
there was a feeling of defeatism and fatal-
ism discernible. All these problems in a
most complicated, complex and intensified
form faced India. No nation in history had
to face such great difficulties in the post-
independence era than India and he paid a
tribute to the leadership of the country on
their achievements in these trylng times.

“I am leaving India in very high hopes,”
he concluded.

Rotarian president, N. N. Ghose, was in the
chair. A vote of thanks was proposed by
Dr. F. P. Antia.

[From the Free Press Journal of February
28, 1951]

FaLSE NEUTRALITY

Mr. Norman Cousins, editor of the Ameri-
can Saturday Review of Literature, has been
at considerable pains to tell us that our neu-

trality is false and our path of mediation-

wrong.

He would probably like us very much to
join hands with the United States of
America.

Obviously, our learned guest has neither
understood nor probed more deeply into the
reasons that have motivated India to take
the stand she has consistently taken so far.
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Even a casual study of India’s foreign pol=-
icy will show that her main desire has been
to maintain peace, to promote understand-
ing among the peoples of the world.

Inevitably, this leads to misunderstanding
and heartburnings.

India has decided to risk unfriendliness.

She has been accused of siding now with
the democratic bloc and again with the
Communist bloe.

This only proves the contention that India
has been playing fair with the peoples—not
with governments.

India has been playing an unenviable role,

She can at best take comfort in the
thought that she has been playing true to
herself.

» Polonius’ advice is good as much for na-
tions as for individuals.

India has never been neutral toward the
people.

She has consistently championed their
cause in the United Nations Organization.

This is a positive policy, as contrasted with
the constant shifting that the United States
has been indulging,

Mr. Cousins might read the Bible (St.
Matthew, ch. 7) :

“And why beholdest thou the mote that is
in thy brother's eye, but considerest not the
beam that is in thine own eye?”

“Thou hypocrite, first cast out the beam
out of thine own eye; and then shalt thou
see clearly to cast out the mote out of thy
brother's eye.”

[From the Bombay Chronice of March 1,
1951]

A MATTER OF CONFIDENCE

Mr. Norman Cousins who has just con-
cluded a brief visit to India, managed with
supreme tact to convey pleasantly to Indians
that he found predominant here a sense of
frustration. Mr. Cousins is not the only vis-
itor to make this discovery though others
hesitate between politely suppressing their
feeling and brusquely disclosing it. It is
not always that a distinguished foreigner
on a flying visit trusts his own judgment
sufficiently to risk hurting the feelings of his
host on what might very well be a mistaken
opinion. And those who remain longer,
when they do not change their ideas, have
several valid reasons for not speaking with
candor. But it is a general impression with
foreign visitors that the mnational spirit
which one would expect to see in a country
that has just gained freedom, was not very
evident. One observer felt that the middle
classes who should be the foremost in this
kind of enthusiasm, were strangely lethargic
and even indifferent. “Labor,” he said, “and
the peasantry can be roused to disinterested
national effort when the occasion requires it;
but the middle classes are different.” There
is a great deal which is brought into con-
troversy by this analysis, and the middle
class in India has had very little to feel
pleased about.

[From Blitz of March 3, 1851]
Worps AND DEEps

Addressing the inaugural meeting of the
Democratic Research Service (whatever that
may be-—but we have our own suspicions) at
(your guess is right) the Indian Merchants
Chamber, Bombay, Mr. Norman Cousins,
American author and editor of The Saturday
Review of Literature, urged Indians to judge
those who claimed to work for peace not by
their words but by their deeds. So we shall,
krudder! But you won't like it.

Disregarding words of Mr. Cousins and his
compatriots, let us judge the American's
professions of peace and democracy by some
of their deeds—e. g. (1) Hiroshima. (2)
Lynching. (3) Poll tax. (4) Atom-bomb
manufacture. (5) Atom-bomb Russia propa-
ganda. (6) War bases all over the world,
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(7) American rearmament of Fascist Japan
and Nazi Germany. (8) American troops,
planes, and armament in Britain, France,
Belgium, Holland, Turkey, Greece, etc.

Another simple test, Mr. Cousins to judge
the comparative peaceful intentions of Soviet
Russia and the United States of America:
How many American troops today are to be
found outside the frontiers of the United
States of America? How many Russian
troops are to be found outside the frontiers
of U. 8. 8. R.?

We shall judge your deeds, Mr. Cousins but,
suppose the verdict is “Guilty?"

FOREIGN SERVICE OF THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

To: Department of State (for IEP).

From: New Delhi, India, No. 2237, March 30,
1951.

Reference: Depeirtel 312, December 27, 1950.

Subject: Exchange of persons: American
leader program, visit of Mr. Norman
Cousins to Delhi area.

Mr. Norman Cousins arrived on February
10, 1951, from Lahore and left for Bombay on
February 21. He returned to Delhi on Feb-
ruary 28 and left again on March 3. During
that time, Mr. Cousins gave seven lectures,
was entertained at two teas, one dinner, one
reception and at quite a large number of
unscheduled social engagements. Also Mr.
Cousins gave his time to all who wanted to
see him and had several appointments with
government officials, cabinet ministers, and
one luncheon engagement, one dinner en=-
gagement, and two other appointments with
the Prime Minister., He made two tape re-
cordings with the Prime Minister, granted
only on condition that they be used by
NBC in the United States. He also made
two recordings for All India Radio and
toured some of the refugee camps.

Mr. Cousins was ill with dysentery while
here, and therefore much of his tour was
canceled. He also preferred a light schedule
here so that he could devote more time to
talking with an inverviewing Government
officials,

The tour program (see enclosure 1),

RADIO BROADCASTS

His first broadcast was an inferview with
Harindranath Chattopadhyaya, one of In-
dia's leading poets and a pronounced Com-
munist. The full text of approximately 30
minutes was edited down to 12 minutes.
The interview was planned to be on cul-
tura! subjects, mostly writers and their
works, but many “loaded” questions were
asked. However, because of the policy of
All India Radio, all objectionable material
was deleted. The first broadcast was effec-
tive, and Mr. Cousins handled himself very
well.

The other broadcast was on the Brains
Trust program. Here questions are placed
before a panel for discussion. The panel
consisted of Mr. Jack Hughes, master of
ceremonies, and from the British Informa-
tion Service, New Delhi, Dr. K. G. Saiyadain,
of the Ministry of Education, Dr. K. S,
Erishna, director, National Physical Labora-
tory, Pather D'Souza, Catholic priest and
member of Parllament, and Mr. Norman
Cousins. The questions ranged from *“If
science keeps advancing at its present rate,
man will eventually destroy himself,” to
“Discuss the statement that ‘Women are the
better half.'"

In this second broadcast the discussion was
extremely interesting, and with Mr. Cousins’
sharp wit and humor, there was favorable
comment among those who heard it.

He was requested to make further broad-
cast recordings, but found it impossible be-
cause of lack of time.

Press coverage (see enclosure 3 and press
clippings.)

Enclosed are two press releases put out by
USIS on Mr. Cousins’ tour of the Delhi area.
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Mr. Cousins’ visit recelved extensive coverage
in the majority of the Delhi area newspapers,
Enclosed also is a press release of one of Mr
Cousing’ _interviews with Prime
Nehru.

FOINTS OF EMPHASIS

1, Mr. Cousins stressed the point that there
must be a peace with justice through a world
federation, and that  this federation must
be supported by all nations of the world
which will give the federstion power to make
and enforce laws,

3. He said that there must be better Indo-
American relations since India has all the
potentialities of becoming to the East what
America s to the West. Therefore, the two
countries must cooperate to create a better
world,

3. He said that to achleve better relations
(and he stressed this point in every speech),
there would have to be a truer writing of the
news. He said that if he were an Indian
reading the Indian newspapers, he would
have nothing to do with America because
they (Indian newspapers) give front page
headline coverage to American news items
such as murder, rape, and statements by ir-
responsible nitwits, but some really impor-
tant philanthropic event is hidden in the
back pages in a two- or three-line article.
He admitted that the same was done in some
American newspapers but that the true facts
could also be read in many others.

4, He expressed the opinion that after
there is a working world federation, there
must be a respect among all nations and all
peoples for the rights of the individual and
of the nations as individuals. He said that
the United Nations could be such an organ-
ization if the nations of the world would drop
all selfish aims and ambitions and work to-
gether for the benefit of mankind to abolish
greed, want, and fear, and settle by discus-
sion any misunderstanding that might arises.

Following every lecture, there was a ques-
tion-and-answer perlod, and in his replies
Mr. Cousins was at his best. Those ques-
tions most frequently asked were:

1. Is there discrimination against Negroes
in the United States?

Yes, We have racial discrimination in the
United States. But after a people have been
kept in slavery for a hundred years and then
are granted their freedom, it is not easy for
those who have been masters to accept them
as equals. You have the same problem in
India with your untouchables,

In America, during the past 25 years, there
have been great forward strides to abolish
discrimination. However, you in your news-
papers read nothing about this. You read
only the bad aspects of discrimination and
cannot know what forward steps have been
and are being taken to do away with dis-
crimination.

2. Why was Pakistan not considered an
aggressor in Kashmir when China was
branded as such in Korea?

I do not feel qualified to discuss the Kash-
mir question since I do not know the many
intricacies involved and am not an expert on
the subject, However, I hope that India
and Pakistan can settle their dispute ami-
cably tetween themselves.

3. Is it true that civil rights are becom-
ing non-existent in the United States?

No. It is not true. From your newspaper
accounts of the Martinsville Negroes and the
Communist incidents (things which were
always cited by the audience), it is no wonder
that you have such ideas. However, we have
been going through a bad time—a time of
unrest and readjustment. We are beginning
now to come out of it. India is going
through such a time now, and I am sure she
will come out of it.

4. Did the United States drop the atomic
bomb on Japan because of racial discrimi-
nation?

No. There was no discrimination involved.
I have szen the cities of Europe, and the dam-
agy done there by bombings was much worse

than that done by the atomic bomb in Japan.
In Europe, it was not just a few cities but
many or all of thyg large ones. I feel that
perhaps Japan shou.d have been warned and
given the opportunity to end the war before
the bomb was dropped. However, if everyone
could see the destruction in both Europe and
Japan, as I have, I feel sure there would be
no feelings whatsoever about racial prejudice
unless it were against Europe.

5. Do you think the United States Con-
gress will grant the wheat to India? What
is American public opinion on this?

Yes. 1 think the wheat will be given
to India. However, we are damned if we do
and damned if we don't. It is the same all
over the world.

If we give someone something, they damn
us for giving it because we are showing our
superiority as the "haves" over the “have
nots.” Also, If we don’t give it, we are
damned because we have it and won't give
it. However, since it is a matter of con-

sclence and since In a thing of this sort™

Americans are ruled by consclence, I feel
that public opinion will be in favor of the
wheat grant.

EVALUATION

The embassy regards short-term visits of
American lecturers of the highest priority
value for both short-term and long-term ob-
jectives. This informal person-to-person ex-
change of prominent, mature American
leaders is invaluable, by supplementing the
existing official exchanges, in increasing in-
ternational understanding.

Particularly in India, where there i5 so
much soclal, economic and cultural change
during the first years of its national life,
American leaders, by first-hand contacts and
frank discussions with important people and
organizations, will learn how Indians think
about the rest of the world.

The embassy believes that these leaders
should not only be sponsored by the De-
partment, but also by private organizations
and foundations possibly subsidized for this
purposa by the United States Government,

Mr. Cousins’ impact in Delhi was noticeable.
Audiences and private interviewers llked him
and seemed to be swayed, at least for the
moment. He was sincere in his approach and
in his interest in the opinions of others.
He met and talked with all who wanted to
see him.

His speeches were extemporaneous and var-
ried in their appeal. However, he devoted
much of his time to answering questions,
and at this he was very adept. He occa-
sionally showed himself somewhat too glib
but gave no real offense. His listeners were
always interested, If not always satisfied by
his answers.

The total observable effect of the visit
has convinced the embassy that it is im-
portant to have in India many alert and
Iiberal leaders—talking, talking, talking,
They should be tireless in their patience,
but quick to present effectively American
principles.

SUGGESTIONS

Because Mr. Cousins was under the spon-
sorship of the Department of State, many
of the Indians felt that his speeches and
discussions were strictly propaganda. It
might be possible, in the future, to get some
nongovernment organizations or institu-
tions to sponsor some of the leaders officially
with unofiicial departmental backing.

It is suggested that something of the per-
sonality and habits of the leader be for-
warded to each post for use in the prepara-
tion of the tour program. Along with this
should be sent the leader’s biography to be
used by the posts in the preparation of press
releases and other material. Those organi-
zations and groups to whom the leader is to
speak might make use of the bhlography in
the selection of topics for the speeches.

Whenever possible, each visiting lecturer,
at least those under the Department of
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State's program, should visit Delhi first for
briefing and the working out of an inte-
grated and well-planned program throughout

India.
Public Affairs Sectlon:
Crare H. TIMBERLAKE,
Counselor and Chiej Public Affairs
Officer,
(For the Ambassador).
(Enclcsures: 1. Tour program of Mr, Cou-
sins. 2. Clippings: (a) Times of India, Fel-
ruary 17, 1851. (b) Times of India, Fe
15, 1951. (¢) Indian News Chronicle, Feb-
ruary 17, 1951. (d) Statesman, February 17,
1961. (e) Indian News Chronicle, February
20, 1951, (f) Hindustan Times, February 20,
1951. 3. Press releases.)

UNITED STATES INFORMATION SERVICE,
American Embassy, New DeIM.

(For release in the morning papers of
Wednesday, March 7, 1851)

New DELHI, March 6, 1951.—Mr. Norman
Cousins, editor of the Saturday Review of
Literature, who has just completed a 2-
month good-will tour of India, had several
conversations with Prime Minister Nehru.
During the course of the conversations they
discussed the proposal now before the
United States Congress providing for the
shipment of wheat to India. Prime Minister
Nehru authorized Mr. Cousins to release to
the press the following statements from
their conversations:

“Mr, Cousniis. Mr. Prime Minister, before
we conclude these discussions, } wonder if
I might ask you a question that has to do
with Indian-American relations. Some of
the newspapers I happened to have seen here
in India during the past few weeks have sug-
gested that if Amerieca sends wheat, It will
do so out of purely selfish motives. Would
you care to comment on that?

“Prime Minister Nemrvu. You have been
here for 2 months or more and no doubt
you have read many of our newspapers. No
doubt you have seen that a good many of
them have criticized our government—some-
times vigorously, sometimes quite violently,
sometimes even worse. Well, I hope you
realize that we have some freedom of the
press here, Secondly, that some of the news-
papers are very good and some of them not
s0 good. Anyhow, to answer your question,
just do not understand any individual or
newspaper saying that. We have always
wated not only the general cooperation of
America but particular assistance in - the
things we reed.

“A year and a half ago, whan I went to
the United States, food was the basic need
and I mentioned it, and I have often' been
surprised to hear that people were saying
that they gathered the impression that we
never really wanted help. It amazes me. We
want all the help in the world from everyone
in the world. But it is also true; and this
is what Mahatma Gandhi taught us, that we
must learn to stand on our own feet. Too
much reliance on outside help means that
you do not grow properly, that you do not
strengthen yourself. That is true, but in
the matter of wheat, we have wanted it; we
w.nt it badly; we are facing a very severe
crisis. We don't shout about it quite so
much perhaps as we might; it is unbecoming
to shout. But the fact is that our need is
very great. We welcome the suggestions
made in America—in the Congress there—
that a large quantity of wheat will be com-
ing, and we shall look forward to 1t."

Mr, Cousins' visit to India was made under
the auspices of the United States State De-
partment Cultural Exchange Program. His
lecture tour took him to Madras, Calcutta,
New Delhi, and Bombay, where he made
numerous addresses to university, college,
and civie groups on American Public Opinion,
Democracy in the World Today, and many re-
lated subjects. He left New Delhi last Sat-
urday for Bombay to enplane on his return
trip to the United States. He expected to
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visit Cairo, Athens and several other Euro-
pean eitles before reaching New York City
on March 15.

UNITED STATES INFORMATION SERVICE,

AmMEeERICAN EMBASSY,
New Delhi.
o (For immediate release)
Mgr. NormaN CoUsINS ON WVISIT TO DELHI

New Devmr, February 10, 1951.—Mr. Nor-
man Cousins, noted American author and
edlitor of the Saturday Review of Literature,
is visiting Delhi for a series of lectures and
informal discussions with educational and
civic groups. He also will meet prominent
Government officials and Indian cultural
leaders to discuss various aspects of better-
ing Indo-American relations.

From February 13 to February 16, Mr.
Cousins will go to Lucknow, Kanpur, and
Allahabad. In Lucknow, he will lecture
at the Lucknow University. The lectures
at Kanpur and Allahabad will be given
under the auspices of the Indian Council of
World Affairs, He will also speak at the
university in Allahabad.

When he returns to Delhi on Friday,
February 16, he will address the Indian
Council on World Affairs on the philosophy
of American democracy.

Mr. Cousins will travel to Aligarh on Sat-
urday, February 17, where he will speak at
the Muslim University.

On February 19 and 20 respectively, Mr.
Cousins will lecture at the University of
Delhi on Public Opinion in the United
States and at St. Stephen's College on Con=-
ditions of Democracy in the Modern World.

During his stay Mr. Cousins plans to see

a and other ancient historical monu-
mente in the Delhi area.

Well-known in world literary circles, Mr.
Cousins is making a tour of India under the
sponsorship of the Department of State of
the United States, in the interest of ce~
menting friendship and understanding be=
tween the peoples of India and America.

Thirty-eight-year-old Mr. Cousins gradu-
ated from the Teachers' College, University of
Columbia in 1933. Though trained to be a
teacher, he joined an editorial position in
the New York Post and a year later he be=-
came the book critic of the magazine, Cur-
rent History. Five years later he was ap-
pointed as the executive editor of the Sat-
urday Review of Literature. Here he won
fame by his outspoken and realistic writings
which linked literature with current events.
His feature articles broke the monotony of
straight book reviews and set a new pattern
o journalistic writing.

Mr. Cousins has lectured extensively on
books and world affalrs, He is also an au-
thor of repute. The Good Inheritance and
Modern Man Is Obsolete are two of his well-
known works,

A member of the board of directors of the
Great Books Foundation, Mr. Cousins is also
the vice president of the PEN, the interna-
tional organization of authors. He is deeply
interested in music and has composed over
half a dozen musical scores.

Mr. Julius Stulman, an American econo-
mist and industrialist, is accompanying Mr.
Cousins in order to observe and study eco-
nomic conditions in India.

Tour PROGRAM

1. February 12, 1951, 5 p. m.: Tea at Am-
bassador’s. (Present were Government offi-
cials and leading newspaper and magazine
editors.) Mr. Cousins made a short speech
on Public Opinion in India and in the United
States.

2. February 14, 1951: Lectures at Mahan-
and Mission Harijan College at Ghaziabad,
and at Central Institute of Education on
Foreign Policy of United States of America.

3. February 16, 1951, 6 p. m.: Lecture be-
fore Indian Council of World Aflairs at Con-
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stitution Club, New Delhi, on Philosophy of
American Democracy. (Note clipping from
Times of India of February 17, 1951. The
last paragraph misquotes Cousins altogether,
It has made Mr. Cousins responsible for
what was really the text of Mr. Ayyanger's
speech during the 50-minute rebuttal period
following Mr. Cousins' 40-minute speech.)

4. February 17, 1951: Motored to Aligarh
where he met and talked with the vice chan-
celor of Muslim University, Dr. Zakir Hus-
sain. He also visited the ¥Yogl school in Ali-
garh where he gave a short unscheduled lec-
ture.

5. February 19, 1851, 6 p. m.: Lecture at
the University of Delhi, Convocation Hall,
on Public Opinion in India and in the United
States. The attendance here was very poor.
Because of the death of a minister, classes
had been dismissed in the morning. This
office was not notified nor was the university
willing to reschedule the speech.

6. February 19, 1951, 7:30 p. m.: Cocktail
party at William C. Bourne's (information
officer and attaché) residence to meet the
representatives of the local press.

7. February 20, 1951, 9:356 a. m.: Lecture
at St. Stephen’s College, Assembly Hall, Delhi,
on Condition of Democracy in the Modern
World.

8. February 20, 1951, 7:30 p. m.: Dinner at
Bt. Stephen's College students’ dining hall,
followed by an informal discussion period
in the students’ lounge with 20 of the lead-
ing students.

[From the Hindustan Times of February 20,
1951]

INDIAN CONGRESS FOR CULTURAL FREEDOM

Dr. Norman Cousins, editor, Saturday Re-
view of Literature, will lead a discussion on
the world movement for cultural freedom.
Constitution Club, 5 p. m.

[From the Times of India of February 15,
1951]

INCREASED POWER FOR UNITED NATIONS—
UNITED STATES JOURNALIST's VIEW

Mr, Norman Cousins, editor of the Satur-
day Review of Literature, of New York, said
in an interview in New Delhl on Wednesday
that the “United States and India could
save the peace by coming together in a work-
ing partnership inside the United Nations."

Such partnership, he said, could lead the
way to an enforceable system of world law
through the fullest development of the
United Nations. In particular, he urged
that both countries, in their respective posi-
tions of leadership in east and west, should
make a joint proposal to the world for an
early revision conference of the United Na-
tions almed at a drastic strengthening of
the U. N. Charter,

“The United Nations must be vested with
the powers to make, enforce, and interpret
world law,” he said. “It must enjoy com-
pulsory jurisdiction only in clearly defined
matters related to world security.”

Mr. Cousins is on a lecture tour in India
and Pakistan under the cultural exchange
program sponsored by the United States
Government.

[From the Indian News Chronicle of
February 20, 1951]

Inpia Can HeELr U. 8. A, KEer WoRLD PEACE

DevLHI, Monday.—That America had not
been properly understood and represented
and "no one really speaks for U, 8. was
revealed by Dr. Norman Cousins, a visiting
American editor, in a lecture this evening
in the Delhi University. He was speaking on
American Public opinion. Dr. 8. N. Sen,
vice chancelor, presided.

Dr. Cousins said that several misunder-
standings had cropped in India leading to dis-
trust of Americans. He urged for a better
understanding of the Americans by the peo-
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ple of this country. He said this was essen-
tlal for world peace.

Dr. Cousins added that it was true that
America had not responded to India's needs
with the promptness and Iin a measure as
was expected. But it was not due to any
apathy or for any “political” consideration
on the part of the Americans. It was due
only to the fact that very little was known
there about Indian needs and conditions in
general. 3

He referred to the recent appeal for wheat
by India. He sald that no American knew
as to what India's real needs were,

He however promised that when he returns
to his country he would take up the matter
with United States newspaper men, writers
and also in the next meeting of the PEN.

PSYCHOLOGY OF PEOPLE

Dr, Sen in his presidential remarks said
that to understand Indian opinion it was
essential to understand the psychology of the
Indian people. Indians he added were es.
sentially for peace for theilr very salvation
lay in peace. He hoped that the Indian Gov-
ernment would cooperate with the United
States Government in the maintenance of
an “honorable peace.”

[From the Statesman of February 17, 1951]

CONDITIONS FOR DEMOCRACY—UNITED STATES
EDITOR'S ADDRESS

Addressing a meeting of the Indian Coun-
cil of World Affairs in New Delhi on Friday,
Mr. Norman Cousins, editor of the United
States magazine, the Baturday Review of
Literature, said that if the democratic way
of life was to be maintained and enlarged,
it must form part of a world structure.

Speaking on the Conditions for Demoec-
racy, he said that the world had become a
geographic unit, To make it fit for human
habitation, there was need for both an over-
all economic integration and adoption of
measures to safeguard the individual’s rights
against the State. This could be achieved
only if the threat of aggression was removed
and for this a world organization with pow-
ers to enact and enforce international law
was essential.

He suggested that a revisionary confer-
ence of the U. N. be called and provision made
for a world federal government with powers
to prevent aggression. It was not worth
while, he pointed out, to have peace at the
cost of justice.

As leaders of the East and the West, India
and the United States of America had a
great responsibility in mobilizing public
opinion and working in partnership for the
achievement of world conditions in which
demacracy could spread.

[From the Times of am]dia. of February 17,
1851
PLEA FOR WoORLD GOVERNMENT—ERADICATION
OF RACIAL BARRIERS URGED r

The Indian people would support the ideal
of a World Federal Government only if the
participating white nations shed all colonial-
ism and removed all barriers—soclal, politi-
cal, economic, and geographic—against all
colored peoples, said Mr. Ananthasayanam
Ayyangar, deputy speaker of Parliament, in
New Delhi on Friday.

He was presiding over an Indian Council
of World Affairs meeting, addressed by Mr.
Norman Cousins, editor of the Saturday Re-
view of Literature, New York, who empha~-
sized the need for Indo-American coopera-
tion for a revision of the United Nations
Charter to provide for a World Federal Gov-
ernment.

Mr. Cousins sald that unless the world dis-
covered a design for itself as a whole the
strains and stresses on democracy in each
individual country would continue to in-
crease.
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Only by solving the world problems in a
democratic manner and by treating the
world as a single unit could the problems of
individual democracies be solved, he sald.
“The world has become too small for provin=-
clalism,” he emphasized.

What mattered was not the mere super-
structure of a world government, but the
character of the law on which it was to be
based. Such a system, he said, should not
rely merely on western conception of de-
mocracy, which, he sald, had condoned the
oppression of colonial people, as in South
Africa and the barring of the entry of col-
ored people into countries such as Australia
and Canada. Even the western economic
system involved the concentration of wealth
in a few hands, a system that could not work
in eastern countrles, where the pressure of
population was high. He wanted the west-
ern system of political and economic democ-
racy to be developed to sult eastern condi-
tions. Such an experiment was already be=-
ing tried in the East, particularly in China,

[From the Indian News Chronicle of Feb=
ruary 17, 1951]

Natrons Urcep To STRIVE FOR WORLD PEACE—
CoUSINS AFPEALS FOR INDO-UNITED STATES
COOPERATION

New DeLHI, Friday.—A fervent appeal to
the people of the world to come together and
dissolve their differences and help the cause
of peace was made this evening by Dr. Nor-
man Cousins, a visiting American editor. He
was speaking on “Conditions of Democracy
in United States of America and Other
Countries” at the Constitution Club under
the auspices of the Indian Council of World
Affalrs, Mr. Ananthasayanam Ayyangar
presided.

Dr. Cousins said that it was time that the
people of the world realized how tragic an-
other war would be. If they falled to pre-
vent it, then in his view they had no right
to call themselves civilized and democratic.
The only manner in which they could help
bring about peace in the world was, he sald,
that all nations strengthen the hands of the
U.N. He made a special appeal to India for
cooperation as the leader of the eastern
countries. He thought that if the United
States and Indla could work together for the
cause of peace then much could be achieved
both in and outside the U. N.

He added that if the majority of the mem-
ber nations of the U. N. wanted peace then
they could call for the holding of a revision
conference by a two-thirds majority in the
U. N. The declsions of such a revision con-
ference, he said, would not be subject to
veto. In this manner a headway could be
made toward forming a world federal govern-
ment, which could both enact and enforce
laws for the maintenance of world peace.

DESIGN FOR DEMOCRACY

In the course of his lecture, Dr. Cousins
said that there were three baslc provisions
for the functioning of a democratic govern-
ment in any country—existence of a design
for democracy both in that country and in
the world at large economic integration on
8 large scale with the rest of the world (this
he termed as substance for world peace);
and some unity of concept in the relations
between the state and the individual, mean-
ing thereby freedom of individual’s body and
mind.

He said here that in Japan the first pre-
requisite for a democratic set-up had been
somewhat realized. The present-day Japan,
he said, was a much more industralized
country, a healthier place to live in—the
death rate having fallen from 27.7 to 114
percent—and was economically fast pro-
gressing, But he added that unless the gen=
eral atmosphere in the world did not change,
nothing much could be accomplished by in-
dividual nations in completing their demo-
cratization.
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Concluding, he told the gathering not to
be misgulded by exaggerated press reports
and start thinking that the Americans had
gone hysterical due to the pressure of the
present world situation and the power of
their arms.

Mr. Minoo Masani, M. P., speaking on the
occasion, said that Dr. Cousins' ideas and
bellefs were greatly affected by those of
Mahatma Gandhi who also was opposed to
war and wanted an honorable peace for the
people of the world,

[From the Forum of March 11, 19851]
CREATION OF A WORLD INSTITUTE
(By Jullus Stulman)

The world has struggled a long time to find
its answers and it has had to grow up. Man
has fought and competed for the world’s
goods and glory with an utter disregard of
the fact that he is part of the human family
and that in the ultimate end he can only
create chaos, depressions, suffering, and revo-
lutions by building individual pyramids for
himself and his close associates.

What we have to learn about our free
economic system and democratic order is
that the indlvidual is entitled to rise higher
and higher only as he helps to broaden and
widen the base below him, so that the whole
structure rises together., He has to work on
this principle: That his goal is not alone to
erect a sharp pinnacle of personal wealth and
special privilege for himself—which inher-
ently leads to self-destruction—but to guide
the building of that broader, stronger struc-
ture in whose benefits he and all the others
will share,

The world is hungry today for limitless
quantities of goods and is starving for the
productive skills, the administrative genius,
the technical know-how which the leaders
of our free enterprise system can provide.
Must they be swept aside by revolution?
Must they be shackled by the bureaucratic
rules and regulations of self-keeping politi-
clans? Must they always be gulded and
goaded by legislation? I say they need
not be.

Our businessmen are not demons. Most
of them have excellent intentions. But a
great many of them are men who fail in
their thinking, They fail to see their re-
sponsibilities to their fellow men and to the
very democratic, free enterprise system from
which they have extracted such profit.

To correct this kind of error, we have to
start by recognizing that there is purpose

"and plan and function in God's order for the

universe and for man.

In the economic realm we have to act on
the assumption that the purpose of an eco-
nomic system is to call forth and organize
the productive skills and powers of men, to
create abundance and to see that that abun-
dance is fairly distributed. We will not have
that kind of economic system if we leave
matters to blind chance. And we will not
get that kind of system if we try to legislate
it into being, if we try to create it through
a glant Government bureaucracy. We must
also warn ourselves against thinking in
terms of labels, of taking words for the real
thing.

A VOLUNTARY ASSOCIATION

It is with thoughts like these in mind that
I have proposed the creation of a world in-
stitute, a voluntary association of men dedi-
cated to the integrated, ethical, and mate-
rial development of man. That is a tall
order, I know, but this is a time for tall
deeds if we are to survive at all.

Cutting across the artificial boundaries of
race and nationality, the world institute
would, on the one hand, promote the study
of the new integrated science of human
behavior and the study of scientific and
technical developments needed to lift world
living standard. On the other hand, it
would also attempt to take concrete meas-
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ures, area by area, to promote educational,
economic, and soclal development.

Here is how it would work. The world
institute would be directed by outstanding
men and women drawn from many lands.
One of their primary responsibilities would
be to determine what educational program
and research studies should be made and
what development projects should be under-
taken in each afea. They would endeavor
to become a great cooperative body for the
common good. Rising above the limitations
of personal greed and the speclal interests
of the nation, the class, the private corpora-
tion, they would devote their skills to plan-
ning out what needs to be done to raise the
level of life—and how to do it.

Specifically, perhaps the first projects of
the institute, in addition to its educational
program, would involve the establishment
of enterprises and local institutes in under-
developed regions in Asia or Latin America.

[From the Bombay Chronicle of February
27, 1851]
IN A CHINA SHOP
(By Taurus)

I walked into a room in the Taj Mahal
Hotel one day last week. As I was some 10
minutes late for a press conference, I walked
in as quietly as I could, little realizing that
I had interrupted a veritable barrage of
words by walking right across the line of
fire. Wayne Hartwell who was seated
farthest from the door, murmured that I
must have met Mr. Stulman already. As I
sat down in a chair next to Wayne, I looked
around for the man and missed him because
I was looking in the wrong place. Then I
knew.

“* * * that is the point,” said a soft
volce which seemed to have been at it like
the ticking of a clock eternally and untir-
ingly. “I see everywhere around me in India
s0 much possibilties: In the sun, in the air,
in the sea, and even in the earth at our feet.
And the people are so intelligent. Yet there
is so much frustration around.

“It is simple and all things are simple, if
you will only understand them. Take an
ordinary typewriter. If, when I am typing
at it, my man walks in and sees me doing
my work and watches me and I ask him,
‘Can you do this?’ sure, he will answer, ‘Yes,
I can.’ And being intelligent, thinking to
himself, "‘What Sahib can do, I, too, can do;
why not,” he will set himself down to bang
away at the keys. And the machine will
break down and he will not know what just
must be done to set it right. And he will
feel quite puzzled. If he were just plain
stupid, he would not suffer like this. He
will say, ‘I can't do this by myself,’ and he
will sit down to see the machine broken
down into bits and to understand every-
thing about it until he has got it all in.

“I am not blaming him. Why I would
do the same thing myself. So would all in-
telligent persons. Wouldn't you do that
yourself, Wayne?"

From Wayne, who was looking at the ceil-
ing in a slightly befuddled state, came the
discret affirmation, *Sure, that's just what I
would do.”

“Sure, you would,” continued the gentle
purr, as though Wayne had not spoken at
all. “Why, so would all of us. So do Indians,
I don’'t blame them. Would you blame
them? Why, no. No one can blame them.
And there we are all stuck, like a precocious
child which, after he tried to imitate the
grown-ups, develops all kinds of fixations
and ends up at the psychiatrists. How must
we get out of this? What must we do to
escape from this vicious circle?”

I looked furtively at my watch. Mr, Stul-
man had covered a great deal of ground and
done it all single-voiced, except for Wayne's
gallant support unnecessarily rendered at
one brief second. And he seemed good for
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another day. I had another appointment.
Dimly I cursed myself for coming and shook
myself to catch up with that voice which
raced endlessly through solar boxes, mo-
lasses utilization, a huge Heath Robinson
pipe across the island of Bombay which
would filter the seawater of all its valuable
minerals and pour out the water at the other
end. ,

It was all more than I could take in at
one sitting and more than any man should
give out at one, either. But Mr. Stulman’s
million-dollar ideas were inexhaustible. At
one point, the soft voice alarmed us by say-
ing that it had not yet begun.

Then with one superhuman effort, we all
staggered out. Fearful, says the Gita, is the
dharma of another. Certalnly, Mr. Stulman
had established the principle.

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr, Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COOLEY. I yield to the gentle-
man from Nebraska.

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Ihave been
told just recently, this morning, in fact,
that the Voice of America is now putting
on considerable emphasis on the article
that appears in the morning paper, that
the American boys going to Europe were
going to fight under one flag and that
the American flag, with the Stars and
Stripes, would not be in evidence. I
wonder what effect that would have on
the mothers and fathers of American
boys in this country when they have
to send their sons to Europe to fight un-
der a flag other than their own. I un-
derstand the Voice of America is featur-
ing that very thing.

Mr. ROONEY. Is General Eisen-
hower proposing that? I have not seen
ghe article to which the gentleman re-

€ers.

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I saw it in
the paper, and it makes my heart sick.

Mr. ROONEY. Has the gentleman
the newspaper article to which he
refers?

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Yes; I
have.

Mr. ROONEY. Is that a proposal of
General Eisenhower?

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I do not
know. I understand the Voice of Amer-
ica is putting it in No. 1 headlines today.

Mr. ROONEY. Would it make any
difference to the gentleman whether it
was proposed by General Eisenhower?

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska, Yes; it
would. If my son goes over there, I
want him to fight under the Stars and
Stripes and not under some foreign flag.
I will say that to the gentleman without
any hesitation.

Mr. ROONEY. At first blush I might
be inclined to agree with the gentleman.

Mr. Chairman, on yesterday the gen-
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Avresl gave
quite a dissertation on the need for
bringing advertising men into the Voice
of America program. He implied that
this program would be much better if it
had an advertising man in a key posi-
tion.

Apparently the gentleman from Ohio
does not know that the present general
manager of the program, Mr. Thurman
L. Barnard, is a top-flight advertising
man who, in the past, has handled most
of the advertising for the Ford Motor
Co. and for the Procter & Gamble Co.
He also had psychological-warfare ex-
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perience during the last war. Mr. Bar-
nard, incidentally, took a salary cut of
about 80 percent in order to do this
important work.

Incidentally, Mr. Barnard and other
top-flight advertising men claim that
the amount of money spent on evalua-
tion of the Voice of America program is
not too excessive. They point out that
it has been proposed to spend only about
3 percent of the total budget of this pro-
gram for evaluation and that major net-
works of this country and major radio
advertisers spend at least as high a pro-
portion on audience surveys, market re-
search, and other evaluation techniques.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to a veteran of the Korean
war, the gentleman from New Jersey
[Mr. SIEMINSKI].

Mr, SIEMINSKI. Mr. Chairman, per=
haps I am disqualified from making any
remarks on Voice of America broad-
casting.

In Italy I was called to the front to
broadcast when bullets failed, just before
the Battle of the Bulge. General Clark
sent word that he wanted live German
prisoners. I was called on, and with the
grace of God, by broadcasting to the
enemy we got a few, and with some in-
formation gleaned thereby checked a
break-through around Christmas time.

I have also made a broadcast on the
Voice of America to Poland. I have been
there; studied there, and I ask you to
study my broadcast. I think it will do
a job. :

My wife, who was in Warsaw when the
bombs fell in 1939 and in Vienna in 1945
when American bombs fell, has also
made a Voice of America broadcast.
They are available for your inspection.

I was in Korea and it seems to me in
discussing the Voice of America that we
have started out on the wrong foot. Per-
haps the Voice of America talks too
much about Amerieca, as though this one-
hundred - and - seventy - five-some-odd-
year-old country can tell people with
thousands of years of history and cul-
ture what they should do. To that
extent I say perhaps we are a little ego-
tistical.

We learned much in Korea. We are
not fighting a third-class enemy, as some
would have you believe.

The enemy has shown us cards in
spades. We found enough field artillery
pieces buried in a river bed, cosmolened,
to supply a whole infantry division. We
discovered four caves filled with enough
demolition to load 67 army trucks. In
some caves, cattle was stored. The en-
emy slept in civilian homes by day and
marched by night.

Their propaganda is vicious. They
really hate. You have to match them,
else you are going to lose.

Granting everything you say about the
Voice of America, that it is in a coffin
corner, does that mean that the Voice
of America is not opposed to tyranny and
that you are going to let it down?

Did you do that to General Walker
when he was in a coffin corner on the
Pusan perimeter and we went from
Kaesong to Taejon to Taegu? When we
came out of Hungnam, did you throw
in the towel? Not Congress.
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Sure, some did. One wonders whether
they spoke like fighting Americans or
were in Stalin’s boat, unwittingly.

‘When I got back from Korea, my reac-
tion to them was, “Unfavorable.,” Now,
today, they and their followers seem to
say, “Go to the Yalu.” We need a little
consistency.

The Voice of America is cut down to
$85,000,000. There should not be a one
of us that wants it cut more. Do you
know what six leading American corpo-
rations spent in advertising in 19509
Eighty-nine million dollars, or $4,000,000
more than you are asking the Voice of
America to spend.

And what is the income of these six
corporations? What is the income of
the United States?

The corporations sell products and
good will. All we sell is the Bible, the
flag, and the Constitution, and what each
means. That is America. Our Bible
says, “Be kind”; our flag, “Be loyal”: our
Constitution, “Be fair,” Can you put a
price on America? I dare you to. :

I say if you tamper with the Voice of
America, instead of studying it and giv-
ing it help, you will defeat the purpose
for which we dedicate our lives, and that
is freedom for all the world.

Mr, ARMSTRONG. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIEMINSKI. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Missouri.

Mr, ARMSTRONG. I was greatly im-
pressed by what the distinguished gen-
tleman said in regard to the use of for-
eign-language broadcasts. In a recent
visit to Formosa I was informed by the
leaders of the Nationalist troops that
they would be delighted if they could be
permitted to send those Chinese troops,
those loyalist, United Nations Chinese
troops to Korea. Those leaders said if
they did not carry a single gun they
could be most effective by, broadcasting
to those Chinese Red troops. I want
to know if the gentleman does not think
we could make effective use of these Chi-
nese allies of ours in the very way he has
indicated.

Mr. SIEMINSKI. That is going into
foreign affairs. The Voice of America,
I dare say, implements foreign affairs,
I answer that this way.

If we have patience, perhaps the jus-
tification in not going across the Yalu
will become evident. The military has
set a precedent by limiting its operations
to Korea, and not allowing Chinese Na-
tionalist troops to go there.

You are now putting the State Depart-
ment in position to demand that all
diplomatic discussions be Ilimited to
Korea.

That means that you are not going to
sell out Formosa with its Chinese troops,
and you are not going to discuss the ad-
mittance of Red China to the United
Nations,

If you bring Chiang Kai-shek’s troops
into Korea, you are going to compromise
the strong stand you now have, the ace
in the sleeve. If you do not ask Chiang
for help, the Reds cannot justifiably
bring in any extraneous problem for
solution in Korea.

In that sense, I think Marshall and
Acheson are right. Perhaps America
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will yet acclaim their brilliant direction
of Korean hostilities and negotiations,

Mr. STEFAN. My, Chairman, I yield
20 minutes to the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. DoNDERO].

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, as
long as I have been a Member of this
body, which has been quite a number of
years, I have always tried to have de-
cent respect for the opinions of others,
That brings me to an answer, an answer
from a State Department official him-
self, as to what that official thinks of
the Voice of America, for which we are
asked today to appropriate $100,000,000
for its continuation.

I do not think anybody wants to cut
off the Voice of America immediately,
but we do question its methods, its ma-
terial, and its subjects for broadcasting
to the nations of the world the message
of this country, in order to influence
people abroad to be friends of our coun-
try and not our enemies.

I am going to read to the House a re-
port on the very question before us; a
repors from our Minister to Rome, Italy,
a report which he made to the State De-
partment expressing his opinion of the
Voice of America broadcasts at least to
Italy. It is rather revealing, and comes
in sharp contrast to what I have just
heard on the floor of the House from the
gentleman who just preceded me.

Mr. ROONEY., Mr. Chairman, will
the distinguished gentleman yield?

Mr. DONDERO. I yield to the gen-
tleman from New York.

Mr. ROONEY Has the gentleman
mentioned whose report it is?

Mr. DONDERO. I will mention the
Minister's name.

Mr. ROONEY. Fine.

Mr. DONDERO. What do the Ital-
ian people think of the pamphlet ma-
terial of the United States Information
Service? Her'e is the answer, in the
words of an official of the State Depart-
ment itself, Llewellyn E. Thompson, Jr.,
who is our Minister to Rome: “The aver-
age Italian is tired of looking at well-fed
and well-clothed Americans.” And what
does Mr. Thompson prescribe? “Ma-
terial that is more directly anti-Com-

munist.

Mr. ROONEY. Is this not the same
matter that was discussed in detail here
on the floor of the House some time ago?
Is this not the matter where valid, prop-
er, constructive ecriticism was used
within the Voice of America for the
purpose of improving' it?

Mr. DONDERO. This report was
made this year.

Mr. Chairman, I would rather not yield
at this point, as I would like to preserve
the continuity of my remarks,

Mr. Thompsor’s comments are con-
tained in an official report to the State
Department in Washington, dated
March 7, 1951. He said:

‘We have received the two pamphlets, Meet
Some Americans and A Community in Ac-
tion. It is our belief that both these pam-
phlets are too broad in treatment for use in
Italy.

The pamphlet, Meet Some Americans, is
much too scattered in subject matter and
not specific enough in its approach to the
Italian scene. It would have been more use-
ful if the various types or groups were treated
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separately, by occupation, for example; we
then might have been able to adapt or treat
the material more directly in terms of Italian
life and problems. Each story should be
complete with a beginning and an end. The
present pamphlet is too much a collection of
photographs of American faces.

With regard to the second pamphlet, A
Community in Action, this same objection is
immediately apparent. Again the approach
was too broad; the pamphlet would have
been more effective if examples of commu-
nity action through a democratic approach
were illustrated. To be of use to us, however,
these examples should have some meaning
and application to Italian life and commu-
nities. An American community that solved
its own housing problem would be one pos-
sibility. Community methods of handling
adult education or safety are others that
might be applicable. In any event, any pam-
phlet prepared about life in America should
be very specific in its treatment of subject
mnltter and should have some applicability in
Italy.

Italian criticism has been directed against
some aspects of our media program to the
effect that the average Itallan is tired of look-
ing at well-fed and well-clothed Americans,
He feels that he knows all about American
prosperity and American good living.

In connection with our future program, we
are in need of pamphlets or pamphlet mate-
rial that is more directly anti-Communist.
In our attempt to reach the Italian worker,
we must tell him of forced labor conditions
in the U. 8. 8. R. and its satellites. 'We must
be able to convince him of the dire conse-
quences to him personally of a Communist
take-over in Italy. To do this, we need great
quantities of material (in most instances it
need only be research or preliminary texts
and photographs) telling of the effect of com-
munism on the life, labor conditions, pur-
chasing power, diet, clothing, etc., of work-
ingmen in the U. 8. 8. R. and its satellites.

At this time, the main concern of the aver-
age Itdllan worker is economic security, for
which he believes he would be willing to
trade much of his civil liberties and freedom.
We must convince him that the coming of
communism to Italy would not provide him
with this economie security nor better his lot.
It would only force him to work longer hours
at less pay and under labor conditions im-
measurably worse than his present ones.

While a continuing propaganda effort
should be made to educate the Italian worker
to value all civil rights, freedom of oppor-
tunity to select his job and other similiar
rights that affect his economics are the ones
to emphasize in the immediate propaganda
period ahead.

I want to emphasize that the report I
have just read was written by an official
of the State Department itself, a man
who would be presumed to have a
friendly attitude toward another activity
of his own department. Yet, Mr.
Thompson’s opinion of the pamphlet
material is that it should be made di-
rectly anti-Communist. This eriticism
goes, I believe, to the heart of the de-
ficiencies of the Voice of America and
related activities. The officials of the
Voice have no real conception of the
enemy they are fighting, and they are
therefore completely helpless in mount-
ing the weapons that are required to
fight that enemy.

The best way to be anti-Communist is
to understand communism—something
that has never occurred to officials in
the Voice of America. The best way to
put the Voice of America on its feet
would be to put it in the hands of per-
sons who know the score when it comes
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to communism. If the present Voice
management persists in staying in
power, the least it can do is read 5 or 10
out of the hundreds of available books
on communism,

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may require,

Mr. Chairman, in connection with the
remarks just made by the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. DonpErol, I shall
here insert, under the permission here-
tofore granted me by the House, what
are alleged to be typical broadcasts on
the subject Life Behind the Curtain.

(The matter referred to is as follows:)

Lire BEHIND THE CURTAIN No. 23

REPORTS FROM: RUMANIA, U. 8. 5. R., BULGARIA,
HUNGARY, ALBANIA, POLAND, CZECHOSLOVAKIA,
AND SOVIET ZONE OF AUSTRIA

(Eprrors NoteE.—Sources for each item are
given in the margins.)

FEPS—Frre European Press Service.

FBIS—Foreign Broadcast Information
Service.

NYT—New York Times.

CDN—Chicago Daily News.

ANNOUNCER. We present now a special fea-
ture based on reports reaching the United
States from the Soviet Union and its satel-
lites—a brief glimpse at the lives of the
men and women under communism. Today,
you will hear reports fromm Rumania, the So-
viet Union, Bulgaria, Hungary, Albania, Po-
land, Czechoslovakia, and the Soviet zone of
Austria,

NarraTOR. Bucharest, Rumania. The Com-
munist government’s capital police force has
instituted controls for checking on the iden-
tity and activities of all citizens in Bucha-
rest which are reported to be even more
extreme that the old “police report” meth-
ods of the Nazl pericd. A police decree was
recently published requiring all owners of
property, housing superintendants, man-
agers of business houses, and sublessors to
report within three hours anyone moving
into their premises without a police identity
card. Punishment for failure to report
violators is 1 to 6 months' imprisonment
and a fine of five~-t0-20,000 leis. This fine
amounts to 1 to 4 months' pay for the
average Rumanian industrial worker.

Moscow, U. 8. S. R. Observers in Moscow
report that the Communists are having dif-
ficutly in getting Soviet youth to respond
to their campaign of “peace through bel-
ligerency.” At a recent Youth-for-Peace
rally in Moscow, they said, the young peo-
ple participated lustily in the singing of love
songs and Russian folk songs. But their
response to a song about the “instigators
of a new war” was noticeably unenthusiastic,
Although the song was led by a Communist
Youth leader and the words of the propa-
ganda tune were held up before the audience
on a large banner, they reported, few of the
Moscow young people joined in the singing.
Most ignored the music and fell to talking
among themselves.

Eharkov, Sovlet Ukraine: Life as a profes-
sor in a Soviet unlversity is not easy, ac-
cording to a professor who formerly taught
at the University of KEharkov. Former So-
viet Prof. Yuri Sherekh, now a voluntary
exile in Sweden, told a lecture audience
the other day that under the Bolshevik
regime scientists and academicians must ex-
ercise constant vigilance to assure that they
are serving the party’s interests. As a result
no academician would read a paper or de-
liver a lecture which did not succeed at some
point in unmasking deviationists, how-
ever abstract the subject or however far-
fetched the connection. A psychologist
speaking of the mechanism of aperception
is expected to warn his listeners against
the crimes and errors of the spiritualists,
Professor Sherekh said. An engineer speak-
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ing on industrial construction must thunder
denunciations against someone who has
done a faulty construction job somewhere
sometime in the past. Creative scholarship
and scientific research are retarded, he said,
because professors and scientists are having
to look for scapegoats to satisfy the party's
constant demand for Socialist vigilance,

Bofia, Bulgaria: The Bulgarian radio's
broadcast of August 28 announcing slogans
of gratitude for what it described as the
Soviet Union’s fraternal aid and selfless
daily assistance to Bulgaria is reported to
have left most Bulgarians cold. Neutral
economic observers in Sofia report that the
decision of the Kremlin-controlled Commu-
nist puppet government to tie Bulgaria’s
economy to the needs of the Soviet Union
has transformed the satellite nation into
little more than a colony for Soviet ex-
ploitation. As an example, they said, the
Soviet Union has forced the Bulgarians to
export the bulk of their commodities such
as tobacco and rose oil to the U, 8. 8. R.
at cut rates and then has resold them on
the world market at a low profit, virtually
eliminating Bulgarian competition. On the
other hand it has flooded Bulgarian mar-
kets with surplus Soviet goods of inferior
quality which the subservient Bulgarian
puppet regime has made no effort to pre-
vent. Meanwhile, they said, Bulgaria’s am-
bitious postwar plan for the industriali-
zation and electrification of large areas of
the country has been scuttled by the So-
viet Union's failure to support the idea. As
an evidence of this they pointed to the
drastic restrictions which have been imposed
on the use of electric power due to the
failure of the Soviet Union to send promised
power generators and spare parts. Slogans
about the Soviet big brother being the
sun and air of Bulgaria and Bulgaria's
guaranty of independence cannot lessen
the clear and present reality that Bulgarians
are underpaid, underclothed, underfed, and
economically demoralized largely because of
Soviet exploitation, they said.

Budapest, Hungary: Newspapermen in the
capital cities of Moscow’s satellites report
that one of the most sensitive parts of the
Cominform’s machinery for spreading the
“big lie" is the Editorial Office for Foreign
News, A branch of this office, they report,
operates in each of the Communist capitals
and exercises a rigld control on all news
printed by the captive press. Newsmen
familiar with the operations of the EOFN
report that these offices receive direct re-
leases from Moscow for distribution to the
satellite press, complete with translations of
significant articles from the Soviet press.
Translations of items from the western press
are also provided, but these may only be
used after they have already appeared in the
Soviet press. No other foreign items are
permitted to be printed. The EOFN exercises
a rigid scrutiny of the national press to see
that this rule is observed.

Valona, Albania: The Soviet Union’s high-
handed trade tactics with one satellite coun-
try are not working out very well. Accord-
ing to reports from Valona on the Adriatic
Sea, Russian ships are putting in frequently
at Valona and taking on cargoes of crude
oil, copper, chrome, timber, leather, meats,
cheese, and industrial herbs. The loading
is being done at night by troops of Albania's
Communist army, and civillans are not al-
lowed near the dock area. This is reportedly
due to the widespread unrest caused by the
Soviet Union’s one-way handling of its pres-
ent trade agreement with its smallest satel-
lite. Under the terms of a long-standing
agreement the Soviet Union had promised to
provide Albania with extensive textile ma-
chinery, a sugar reflnery, an oil refinery, and
‘other equipment, including sufficient oil pip-
ing to connect Valona with the oil fields
in the Kossovo area. Thus far, it is re-
ported, it has only delivered the oll pipes,
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which are now being used to drain Albania’s
oil for transshipment to Russia.

Lublin, Poland: Mention of the Polish Na-
tional Liberation Committee’s famous mani-
festo issued on the date of the wartime com-
mittee’s founding on July 22, 1944, was con=-
spicuously absent from the speeches which
marked the Communist sixth anniversary
celebration at Lublin recently. Loyal Poles
recalled that the Soviet-sponsored commit-
tee, formed while the European conflict was
still going on, promised to promote friend-
ship between Poland and Great Britain and
thie United States. It also promised to pre-
serve civil liberties “especially freedom of
the press, associations, gatherings, profes-
sional organizations, and freedom of reli-
glon.” And it assured that private owner-
ship would be preserved in all walks of
life. Polish observers pointed out that the
signers of the manifesto are now as obso-
lete as the manifesto’s provisions. Of the
13 who signed it 6 years ago, only 2—Rad-
kiewicz, minister of public security, and
Skrzeszewski, minister of education—re-
main in high posts. The others have died,
falien into obscurity, or been placed in minor
positions by their Communist bosses.

Prague, Cgzechoslovakia: Communist mu-
sic-maker Jaroslaw Barwick has completed a
cantata based on the Moscow slogan “Hands
off Korea.” Orchestras and choirs through-
out Czechoslovakia have been ordered to
learn the cantata and report back to Prague
the date of the first performance,

Soviet sector, Vienna, Austria: Austrian
officials are worried about attempts by So-
viet officers to exert pressure on Austrian
law courts. Chancellor Leopold Figl recently
submitted evidence of 214 instances cover-
ing 25 out of 26 courts In the Soviet occu-
pation zone in which Soviet officers had
phoned Austrian judges instructing them on
sentences which should be handed down and
demanding acquittals for Communists and
stiffened sentences for anti-Communists.

ANNoUNCER., You have just heard another
in our series of on-the-spot reports of life
as it is lived in the countries under com-
munism. Tune in regularly on this same
meter band for our frequent reports on life
behind the curtain.

Mr. ROONEY. This broadcast shows
how difficult life behind the iron cur-
tain is and how unpopular Communists
are. It is a typical broadeast, I have
been given to understand, on this sub-
ject, having emanated from the Voice
of America under date of September 1,
1950.

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROONEY. I yield to the gentle-
man from Michigan.

Mr. DONDERO. It is my uauerstand-
ing that in the last election in Italy,
while they did not gain as many votes
in their official body, yet the Communists
carried by a larger vote than they did
in the preceding election.

Mr. ROONEY. May I say this to the
gentleman with regard to the Voice of
America in Italy. I have been in Italy
a half a dozen times in the last 7 years.
I have spoken to the highest American
officials, to the highest Italian officials.
I have spoken to the man in the street.
I have spoken to the clergy. It was
practically unanimously agreed, all
along, since the election troubles with
the Communists started in 1946, that
the Voice of America contributed heavily
to the success of the anti-Communists,

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROONEY. I gladly yield to the
genfleman from California.
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Mr. JOHNSON. I have been briefed
with groups a number of times regarding
the unrest in the countries behind the
iron curtain. What can the gentleman
tell us, if anything, regarding the activ-
ity of the Voice of America in stirring
up and amplifying that unrest?

Mr. ROONEY. I think if the gentle-
man will read the hearings before this
Subcommittee on Appropriations, not
only on the pending bill for 1952 regu-
lar appropriations, but on the third sup-
plemental appropriation bill, he will find
some answer to that question. Most of
the testimony, however, has necessarily
been off the record.

Mr. JOHNSON. May I ask just one
further, question: Could you give us for
the Recorp here any specific instance
where it is thought that the activities of
the Voice of America have amplified and
increased the unrest?

Mr. ROONEY. The following article
from the Washington Star covers one
instance:

BEVENTEEN ANTI-RED POLES Escape IRON

CURTAIN IN IrRoN HORSES

BrusseLs, BeLcium, April 28.—Broadcasts
by the Voice of America and the British
Broadcasting Corp. inspired 12 Polish rail
worke:s to flee their Communist homeland
in two stolen locomotives and seek refuge in
Western Europe, it was learned last night.

With the help of a forged collective pass-
port, -the freedom-loving 12 broke through
the iron curtain and made a 17-day journey
across Germany to Courtral, Belgium. Not
even the Russian border guards in East Ger-
many questioned their credentials.

Five of the escapees have becn given asy-
lum in Belgium.. The other seven continued
on to France.

One of the railroaders, Stanislav Oles, told
newsmen this version of the escape:

Two Belgian-made locomotives broke down
and Polish officials ordered them sent to Bel-
gium for repairs. Six good Communists were
supposed to take the engines, but the 12 non-
conformists steamed off In them instead.
And with the help of their forged passport
and the connivance of a minor railroad offi-
cial they made their escape without being
questioned.

Oles said he and his friends, several of
whom had been threatened with arrest for
their opposition to the Red regime, had
heard about the free labor organizations of
the Western World through Voice of America
and BBC hroadcasts.

Oles said some 2,500 Polish railroaders are
under arrest for antigovernment activity.
He added:

“You can imagine how many more are tak-
ing part in the anti-Communist under-
ground fight in Poland.”

The fact that the Russians spend so
much money for jamming the Voice of
America is proof of the fact that the out-
put of the Voice of America is very, very
damaging to their cause behind the iron
curtain and causing unrest. Contrary
to what some speaker said earlier today,
the cost of jamming the Voice of Amer-
ica exceeds the cost of putting out the
Voice of America. The operation is more
expensive to the Russians than the Voice
of America is to us because it demands
the use of their transmitters which are
not then in use in behalf of their propa=
ganda against us.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman
from New York has used 3 minutes.

Mr, STEFAN, Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Mary=
land [Mr. DEVEREUX].



8774

Mr. DEVEREUX. Mr. Chairman, one
of the chief arguments that was used in
favor of our shipping grain to India was
the alleged propaganda value to the
United States and the cause of democ-
racy generally, But there is good reason
to believe that on this question, as on
dozens of others, the Voice of America
has missed the boat completely.

I would like to read excerpts from an
Associated Press story from New Delhi
in India, that appeared in the New York
Times on May 15, 1951. This story said:

United States officials are chagrined at the
pro-Soviet feeling engendered here by the
shipment of Russian wheat to this nation,
announced on the same day that Prime
Minister Nehru accepted the terms for much
larger United States aid.

The United States had been shipping
100,000 ‘tons of wheat to India each
month, and in addition had just voted a
relief shipment of 2,000,000 tons. The
Russians, on the other hand, sent a trivial
50,000 tons, yet they were reaping all the
propaganda benefits. The Associated
Press story told exactly where the blame
‘belonged. It said:

The Indian Government and the United
Btates information services have falled to get
across to the Indian people that the United
States has been doing for a long time on a
large scale what the Soviet Union proposes
to do on a small scale.

If the State Department's information
services are unable to present to the In-
dian people the elementary facts about a
simple matter like our grain shipments,
it will never be able to do an acceptable
job with more complex matters in other
countries. 'The State Department’s
propaganda failure in India is typical of
many others that are taking place every
month. This House ought to make a
thoroughgoing investigation of the
State Department’s failure in India so
that something may be done to prevent
any more of these fiascoes from taking
place. The stakes are too high to permit
the State Department to continue its
endless blundering.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Min-
nesota [Mr. MARSHALL].

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, I
would like to read at this time a portion
of an unsolicited letter which I received
from Hon. Richard P. Gale, a former
Member of this body. Mr. Gale had
made a trip at his own expense over into
the area which was referred to by the
gentleman from Maryland who just pre-
ceded me, which I think has some bearin
upon the matter: Y

Last winter we had quite a trip through
southeast Asia and came in totich with the
USIS everywhere; I thought they were do-
ing a swell job. The personnel was good
and were working with considerable enthu-

In Bombay, Clark and Hartwell looked
good—in their reading room there averaged
about 550 readers a day and believe me, they
were getting a cross section of American lit-
erature—f{rom the Saturday Evening Post to
Agriculture yearbooks.

In Delhi, Remington in charge of moving-
picture shorts was hitting 300,000 Indians a
month; he had 300 films in 7 dialects, some
of these films were in commercial channels,
some were shown before small groups, others
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by mobile units, 4 of which were operating
out of Delhi.

In Jakarta, Hannah was plugging the movle
shorts. He also had small-size illustrated
throw-away magazines which were doing
well,

In Singapore, Henry Laurence, in Ceylon,
Tressider were doing much the same type
of work,

The reading rooms were covered with pic-
tures of American life, especially the fact that
Negroes were a part of our communities.

Walt Disney plctures were the most popu-
lar and have a real following throughout
the East.

Printed matter is not quite so important
because of the extremely high illiteracy.

Our Voice of America was weak because
of technicalities and remote broadcasting
stations. I am sorry to say that I heard radio
Moscow much more clearly and often than I
did the Voice. I think we should get going
on radio broadcasts. The Indonesians and
Malayans do not have to read or write for
this.

In other words, I was very much encour-
aged with the USIS effort. - It should be kept
up and intensified.

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. Chairman, peo-
ple want peace. Every citizen in this
country wants peace. I think that it
is safe to say that in the hearts and
minds of individual citizens of other
countries there is a similar yearning for
peace.

Grasping this concept better and more
quickly than we have here in the United
States, Russia has beat us to the peace
offensive. She has misled people in
other parts of the world into thinking
that communism is a peace-loving doc-
trine; that those who preach com-
munism are honest crusaders for world
peace.

Russia’s peace offensive has strength-
ened her position not only behind the
iron curtain but also abroad—in Ger-
many, in Asia, and everywhere else
where Russia propagandizes her aims
and actions.

In the battle to capture the minds of
men, Russia is leading the United States.
She has not won the battle because this
Nation had the foresight to adopt an in-
formation program of international
broadcasting, exchange students, motion
pictures, libraries, and so forth. But
being new to the field of propaganda, we
have made mistakes. Some of these
mistakes have been unavoidable, others
have not.

But the important point is that we are
not winning the war of ideologies. And
if Congress decides to cut back the pro-
posed plans to expand the Voice of
America and other information media
designed to cope with the present peace
offensive that Russia is waging, then the
United States is going to lose the cold
war by default. I think that this is ex-
actly what the Soviet Union wants. We
must not play into their hands; we must
take the offensive away from them, and
we cannot do this by cutting back funds
necessary to achieve our information
goals.

Mr. Chairman, I think that every man
in Congress will agree that there should
be some sort of an information program
abroad—that the United States’ leader-
ship in the free world would be mean-
ingless unless we campaigned to ex-
plain to those of foreign lands what the

JULY 24

world threat of communism really is
and what we of the free world are do-
ing and must do to check this threat to
our freedom and our security.

But many people have raised the
question, “What should our message
be?” They agree that there should be
some sort of propaganda but they are
not sure just what kind of propaganda
we should use.

I want to call to the attention of every
Member of Congress a statement en-
titled “What Should Our Message Be?"”
that was written by several leading so-
cial secientists in the United States.
This heretofore unpublished statement
which I inserted in the CoNGrRESSIONAL
Recorp on May 2, 1951, represents one
of the clearest, most concise, and con-
structive” analyses of our propaganda
problem that has ever been written. I
hope that those Members who say that
we should not invest money in ideolog-
ical warfare, who say that it is useless
to wage campaigns of truth, that we
should not expand our information
media—will read this document. I feel
certain that they will gain perspective
and feel as rewarded as I did after I
studied this statement.

Knowing the importance that this
statement can have to our policy
makers, I have sent this statement to a
number of Government officials includ-
ing the President and the Secretary of
State. Today I received a letter from
Assistant Secretary of State Barrett who
is in charge of our information pro-
grams, I intend to put this letter in the
REeccrp so that you can see just what
our State Department is doing to im-
prove our present program.

Mr. Chairman, before I close I want
to reiterate my earnest hope that Con-
gress will rally behind our information
programs, that we will reinstate the 90
percent cut the Appropriations Commit-
tee made in the Voice of America’s plans
for expansion during the next fisecal
year.

This campaign of truth is as impor-
tant to us and our allies as our entire
mobilization program. It is as impor-
tant as guns and bullets and tanks.

It is vital to our defense.

It is vital to our security.

It is vital to the survival of the enlire
free world.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may desire to the gen-
tleman from Colorado [Mr. HiLrl.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, the infor-
mation service of the State Department
had on its payroll an average of 5956
employees during the last fiscal year.
For this year the information service
submitted a budget calling for 9,883 em-
ployees—an increase of almost 100 per-
cent. Despite this huge payroll the in-
formation service spent $1,471,593 last
year for the purchase of various kinds
of free-lance material, and it requested
$1,502,355 for this year. The amount
paid to free-lance writers alone last year
was $443,926.

I can see no possible justification for
spending such a sum on outside writing
and other material when the informa-
tion service is already bursting at the
seams with 6,000 employees. Tt is pos-
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sible that extraordinary situations may
arise when an outside writer might have
to be retained to produce a highly spe-
cialized piece of work that the regular
employees could not turn out, but these
cases should happen only on very rare
occasions. If the 6,000 employees on the
information service payrolls are worth
their salt, they should be competent
enough to handle virtually any task that
might come along. The only conclusion
to be drawn, therefore, is that the in-
formation service’s employees have been
hired haphazardly and that they are
-unable to perform the duties of an effec-
tive propaganda program,

I am especially concerned about an-
other phase of this free-lance matter. I
have studied a long list of the free-lance
writers employed by the International
Broadcasting Division during the fiscal
year 1951 and I have found the names
of several well-known radio commenta-
tors. They ineclude Charles Colling-
wood, who received $900; William
Downs, who received $100; Griffing Ban-
croft, who received $50; and Eric Sev-
areid, who also received $50. All four of
these men are political commentators
in the Washington bureau of the Colum-
bia Broadcasting System.

! In hiring these men the State Depart-
ment, to put it mildly, has placed itself
in a highly dubious position. As political
commentators they frequently have oc-
casion to pass judgment and express
opinions regarding the same State De-
partment that is making cash payments
to them, In this regard I should also
mention that the Columbia Broadcast-
ing System has the reputation of being,
through its so-called news programs and
commentaries, a strong supporter of the
Truman administration and of socialis-
tic tendencies generally. The Columbia
Broadcasting System has been well
treated by the Truman administration;
it was Columbia’s color television sys-
tem that received the approval of the
Federal Communications Commission
and is now being adopted as the standard
color system for this country. Columbia
stands to gain many millions of dollars
from this decision. The agency that
handed down the decision, the Federal
Communications Commission, is, of
course, the same agency that holds the
power of life and death over radio sta-
tions through its licensing requirements.

There is one additional well-known
name among the free-lance writers on
the payroll of the £tate Department.
He is Ben Grauer, who received $680
auring the last fiscal year. Ben Grauer
is a commentator and announcer for
the National Broadcasting Co. His
commentaries during the televising of
the meetings of the United Nations in
New York attracted considerable atten-
tion for seeming to go out of their way
to present the Russian viewpoint in a
favorable light.

Mr. Grauer has a lengthy record of
affiliation with Communist and Com-
munist-front organizations. According
to the House Un-American Activities
Committee, he was a sponsor of the
Artists’ Front To Win the War, which
has been cited as a Communist front
by the House committee. The Daily
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Worker of June 17, 1946, listed Grauer
as a signer of a statement of the Action
Committee To Free Spain Now, which
has been cited as a Communist front by
the California Committee on Un-Ameri-
can Activities.

Grauer has been especially active with
the Independent Citizens Committee of
the Arts, Sciences and Professions,
which has been cited as a Communist
front by the California Committee on
Un-American Activities. According to
the Daily Worker, he was one of the
sponsors of the organization. He also
became a member of the board of direc-
tors and a member of the executive com=-
mittee of the radio division.

To give you some idea of Grauer’s
close relationship with this so-called
Citizens Committee, I will list his con-
nection with some events sponsored by

> G

In 1945, he was a speaker at a dinner
for Jo Davidson. In 1946, he attended
a dinner for United Nations delegates,
was a speaker at a Broadway for Mead
and Lehman dinner, anc was a speaker
at a One World or None rally. In 1947,
he was the narrator at a show called The
Fashion in Politics.

Grauer has been a delegate to the New
York State convention of the Progres-
sive Citizens of America, which has been
cited as a Communist front by the Cali=
fornia Committee on Un-American Ac-
tivities. He was also a sponsor of a
dinner of that organization in 1947,

Grauer was a sponsor of a Win the
Peace Conference in Washington in
1946. The Attorney General of the
United States cited this organization as
subversive and Communist on December
4, 1947, and September 21, 1948.

If the State Department persists in
buying free-lance material from outside
writers, the least it can do is make sure
of their background.

Two years ago some small-town Illi-
nois newspaper editors and reporters

were castigated from one end of the-

country to the other for receiving as
little as $8 a week from the State gov-
ernment. In fact, the two newspaper-
men who dug up the story about their
colleagues received a Pulitzer prize. I
do not expect to be awarded a Pulitzer
prize for my efforts here today buf I do
hope that the newspapers and radio sta-
tions of the country, and particula_rly
the pious breast beaters who shook with
rage at the Illinois sitvation, will pen_nit
their blood pressure to rise regarding
the State Department payments.

Mr, STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
92 minutes to the gentleman from In-
diana [Mr. BROWNSON].

Mr. BROWNSON. Mr, Chairman, I
want to speak briefly about another
activity under the State Department
budget, namely, UNESCO.

As a member of the Subcommittee on
PFederal Relations with International
Organizations of the House Committee
on Expenditures in the Executive De-
partments, I believe there is a real place
for a well-run, carefully coordinated ac-
tivity like UNESCO was intended to be.

I do not believe there is any place in
the field of international organization
for boondoggling, and I am afraid that

\
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boondoggling has gone international,
and, as usual, it is the American tax-
payer who is footing most of the bill.
The United Nations Scientific and Cul-
tural Organization, commonly known as
UNESCO, is the ‘“fond baby” of the
American clique of Caucasian interna-
tionalists who presently dominate State
Department thinking., I call them Cau-
casian internationalists because their in-
ternationalism stops with their interest
in the profitable areas of Europe domi-
nated by the white race.

The State Department’'s budget re-
quest included $2,785,400 for this year’'s
dues for UNESCO, plus $209,945 for em-
ployees to handle UNESCO matters in
the Public Affairs Division of the State
Department. This makes a total cost to
the American taxpayers of $2,995,345.
For this sum we are entitled to expect
UNESCO to function efficiently and ac-
complish its worthy objectives.

Naturally the United States is paying
the largest share of the UNESCO hill.
OQur proportion is 35 percent—or three
times as much as the next largest con-
tributor, Great Britain. What are we
getting for this money? A good answer
was presented in a story, not from the
United States but from a French source,
quoted in the Washington Star July 15,
1951, by Marcel Wallenstein. UNESCO,
according to a European ediftor who was
quoted in the Star article, is a “crackpot
carnival.” The Star article also said
that UNESCO employees “have the soft-
est jobs in the world, at gnod pay and
tax-free.?

I will quote a few other excerpts from
the Star article to establish my point
that UNESCO, a worthwhile project in
itself, is being woefully mismanaged:

The chief beneficiaries of this organiza=
tion, according to critics in Europe, are the
employees, They get fat salaries. They are
paid traveling expenses to and from all parta
of the world and receive a per diem of $25 a
day. They pay taxes to no government.
They get whisky, wine, and cigarettes duty=-
free and have other diplomatic priv-
ileges. * * *

An investigator in Paris wished to find
out what the UNESCO stafl does to earn a
living. This iz what he discovered: The
organization seriously put forward a plan
to take information criticizing any country
out of school books throughout the world.
* * = Tt suggested a new Garden of Eden
on the Amazon River, the funds to be sup-
plied by members of the United Nations,
It studied the case of an African tribe which
extracted the front teeth of children so
that they could pronounce words of the na-
tive dialect.

This is not the UNESCO concept I
have supported.

He discovered that Miss Myrna Loy, the
Hollywood actress, a member of the organi-
zation, was concerned with explaining to the
world certain international customs—such
as why Englishmen carry umbrellas. * * *
UNESCO sent a delegation to study news=-
papers in Brussels which is said to have
reported three newspapers were published
in a city that has none. In the same re=-
port it praised what it believed was a news-
paper when actually the institution con-
cerned in the report was a lunatic asylum.

The Star article concluded with the

case of a retired English politician in
France who found it difficult to bring
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money from England for his living ex-
penses. This man got a job -with
UNESCO at $1,500 a month, plus travel-
ing expenses of $25 a day. He has jun-
keted repeatedly to New York. This
summer, wishing to vacation in North
Africa, he arranged to receive his travel-
ing expenses from UNESCO. TUnder
unanimous consent, I include the com-
plete Star article at this point:
[From the Washington (D. C.) Sunday Star
of July 15, 1051]
UNESCO Domnes CAUsSE EUROPEAN GRUMBLING
AT “CRACKPOT CARNIVAL"
(By Marcel Wallenstein)

Par1s, July 14.—Men and women who have
the softest jobs in the world at good pay—
and tax free—are beginning to worry. A fire
has been lit under the United Nations Edu-
cational, Scientific and Cultural Organiza-
tion; which has been meeting here in plenary
sesslon. \

The British, who pay one-eighth of
UNESCO’s expenses and the French, who
pay less, are beginning to grumble. The
United States taxpeyer, who pays twice as
much as anybody else for what one European
editor bas called the “crackpot's carnival,”
seems not to be worried about the drain on
his small change.

Next year UNESCO will spend £8,500,000.
Since 1946 it has spent $34,000,000. What
have the nations which have footed the bill
obtained for their money? It is doubtful if
they have had anything except the infor-
mation which the UNESCO committee mem-
bers have sought in muny parts of the world,

EMPLOYEES GET GOOD PAY

The chief beneficiaries nf this organiza-
tion, according to eritics in Europe, are the
employees. They get fat salariess They are
paid traveling expenses to and from all parts
of the world and receive a per diem of $25.

They pay taxes to no government. They
get whisky, wine, and cigarettes duty free
and have other diplomatic privileges.

Investigating the fnances of UNESCO re=

' cently Viscount Simon, former British Sec-
retary of Foreign Affairs, complained: “They
keep books in a haphazard manrer.”

An investigator in Paris wished to find out
what the UNESCO staff does to earn a living.
This is what he discovered: The organization
geriously put forward a plan to take infor-
mation criticizing any country out of school-
books throughout the world. It supplied
cash to numerous strange causes, including
a search for mythical Inca treasure. It sug-
gested a new Garden of Eden on the Amazon
River, the funds to be supplled by members
of the United Nations. It studied the case
of an African tribe which extracted the front
teeth of children so thay could pronounce
words of the native dialect.

EXPLAINING CUSTOMS

He discovered that Miss Myrna Loy, the
Hollywood actress, a member of the organi-
zation, was concerned with explaining to
the world certain national customms—such
as why Englishmen carry umbrellas. John
Gordon, editor of the London Sunday Ex-
press, who is attacking UNESCO as a use-
less and wasteful group, suggests Miss Loy
explain why Americans chew gum.

UNESCO has sent scientists to many parts
of the world to study the causes of war. It
has published a report on education and
agriculture in remote places in Mexico and
Africa. It sent a delegation to study news-
papers In Brussels and is said to have re-
ported three newspapers were published in
a city that has none. In the same report it
praised what it belleved was a newspaper
when actually the institution concerned in
the report was a lunatic asylum.

The critics list many such cases.
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HE NOW DRAWS $1,500 A MONTH

Last year a retired English politician in
France found it dificult to bring money from
England for his living expenses. He knew
officials of the UNESCO and succeeded in
having himself nominated to its Paris staff,
He draws $1,500 a month. When he fravels
he is pald expenses of $25 a day. He has
been repeatedly to New York. Wishing to
spend a holiday this summer in North Africa,
he applied for and recelved traveling ex-
penses from UNESCO.

The positions are obtained by nomination
by members within the organization. The
staff 1s an international body drawn from
most nations which are members of the
United Nations., The Director-General is
Torres Bodet, a Mexican poet, who draws
$20,000 a year and has a very large expense
account and other privileges. Becretaries,
messengers, and other minor employees are
paid three times the salaries such work
normally brings in Europe. All salaries are
payable In Unilted States currency.

Another case in point is the recent
junket to Paris by Howland H. Sargeant,
the Deputy Assistant Secretary of State
for Public Affairs. Mr. Sargeant was
married to Miss Myrna Loy, the movie
actress, on June 2, 1951. Five days later
they left for Paris, where Mr. Sargeant
was chief of the United States delega-
tion at a UNESCO meeting. His bride

“1s a member of the United States Na-

tional Committee for UNESCO. Mr. and
Mrs. Sargeant returned to Washington
on July 19.

1 admire Mr. Sargeant’s choice of
Paris as a place to honeymoon. My only
regret is that the average American tax-
payer is not able to arrange a honey-
moon there at the Government’s expense.
In fact, I think most of the free Gov-
ernment-paid trips to every corner of the
globe have become a racket. The for-
mula is merely to get oneself appointed
a delegate to some convention or other
such as UNESCO. And the way to ar-
range that is to have the proper “in” at
the State Department,

What is the answer to those of us who
want an operative and effective UNESCO
to replace this mismanaged socialite
travel club? We must curtail appro-
priations for UNESCO until it has
cleaned out its own house.

Congress should adopt a bill such as
S. 1166 which the Senate passed this
week and H. R. 3406, introduced by the
gentlewoman from Illinois [Mrs,
CrurcH] which provides for the creation
of a commission to make a study of the
administration of all overseas activities
of the Government and to make recom-
mendations to the Congress. No nation,
however virtuous and powerful, can
have the mandate to make the world over
in its own image. It is time we surveyed
our activities in the current light of real-
ity and abandoned the spongy sentimen-
talism of the State Department. In pro-
moting and encouraging the present
frivolous activities of UNESCO, over the
protests of responsible representatives of
France and Great Britain, we have again
exhibited that in world affairs there is
too much voice of America and not
enough ears of America. Let us listen
to our allies’ warnings and insist that
UNESCO be revitalized before we con-
tinue appropriations at a level which
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supports such waste, extravagance, and
parasitism.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr, Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Idaho
[Mr. Bupcel.

Mr. BUDGE. Mr. Chairman, the
budget for the State Department’'s in-
formational activities includes an item
of $630,717 for publishing the Russian-
language magazine Amerika, which is
distributed in Moscow to the Russian
people. A few years ago the plan for
this magazine was sold to Congress on
the basis that the publication would be
sold to the Russian people and would be
on a self-sustaining basis as far as Amer-
jcan taxpayers are concerned. Under
an agreement reached with the Russian
Government 50,000 copies of each issue
of Amerika were to be distributed.

Today, according to testimony before
the Appropriations Committee, only
22,642 copies are being distributed in
Russia because of obstacles put in the
way of its sale by the Russian Govern-
ment. Yet the State Department is
continuing to print and ship 50,000
copies, even though it is a foregone con-
clusion that more than half of them will
never reach the Russian people. In
other words, the American taxpayers are
paying $630,717 to reach only 22,642
Russians.

I shall not comment on the State De-
partment’s failure to make the Russians
live up to their agreement—but the
State Department’s stupidity in contin-
uing to print 50,000 copies of the maga-
zine Amerika, when only 22,642 are dis-
tributed, is worthy of calling it to the
attention of the House. If the State
Department could adjust its operations
to reality, it would be able to make a
substantial cut in its annual cost of
operation.

Mr. Chairman, I listened with a great
deal of interest to the remarks of the
gentleman from New Jersey which were
not such as should be uttered in this
Chamber, i

If we on this side could be convinced
that the Voice of America is spreading
the words of the Bible, emphasizing the
American flag and the Constitution of
the United States, we would not object
to $100,000,000 heing spent. As a mat-
ter of fact, we would want to up it 5
or 10 times that amount.

Why does the State Department con-
tinue to throw suspicion on itself? Why,
yesterday, in a United Press release, we
find that they are protecting the repu-
tation of this man John Patton Davies,
Jr., the man who was sent home from
China by General Stilwell and General
Hurley because they thought that he
was too close to the Communists of
China, and yet the State Department
has kept that man employed ever since.

In these 2 minutes I think that we
should observe, too, the propaganda that
is going on in the Chamber. I noted that
when the gentleman from New York,
[Mr. TaBer] made some remarks here
relative to the State Department appro-
priations, the gentleman from New
York [Mr. RooNeY] immediately had an
answer and he said that the State De-
partment forwarded him copies o every-
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thing that they sent to the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Taserl. On
every speech that has been made since,
the gentleman from New York, or some-
one sitting at the committee table, has
placed in the Recorp information
which they said came from the State
Department. There is your propaganda.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Idaho has expired.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
the gentleman one additional minute.

Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. BUDGE.
from New York.

Mr. ROONEY. The gentleman is
grossly misinformed and I am sure he
does not want to misrepresent things,
Does the gentleman mean to criticise the
gentleman from New York for being pre-
- pared in this debate? Why, the matter
mentioned by the last speaker concerning
an article in the Washington Star is stale
stuff. I have a file here full of satisfac-
tory answers to the sort of nonsense
being passed out here today.

Mr. BUDGE. And each of them, ac-
cording to the gentleman’s own admis-
sion, comes from the State Department.
There is your propaganda.

Mr. ROONEY, That is not so. Some
of the material comes to me from the
State Department at my specific request
and it is so mentioned as coming from
the Department when inserted in the
Recorp. The gentleman surely would
expect the committee to be prepared to
defend its action when we so vigorously
and economically cut this bill, reducing
the so-called Voice of America item from
$115,000,000 to $85,000,000. Apparently
the gentleman is displeased because we
cut it as much as we did and he does not
have enough to talk about.

Mr. BUDGE. Will the gentleman an-
swer this question? .

Mr. ROONEY. I will, if I can.

Mr. BUDGE. Why does the State De-
partment send the gentleman a copy of
everything requested by the gentleman
from New York [Mr. TaBER].

Mr. ROONEY. Because I demanded
it of the State Department, and that is
my prerogative as the chairman of this
committee. I want to know what’s going
on. I think that is my responsibility.

Mr. BUDGE. If I ask for something,
do they send the gentleman a copy of
it, too?

Mr. ROONEY, If it amounted to any-
thing, they would.

Mr. Chairman, I must point out that
the mimeographed speech of the gentle-
man from Idaho with regard to the
Russian language magazine Amerika is
old stuff. This committee through the
gentleman from New York addressing
you, recounted that whole story here on

I yield to the gentleman

the floor of the House last April when

we considered the third supplemental
1951 appropriation bill. Not a detail of
his speech was disclosed at that time.
Every one of the facts in regard thereto
were fully considered by this committee
in marking up the bill now before you
and the substantial cut the committee
made was based on a number of instances
of mismanagement uncovered by the
committee, including the one with re-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

gard to the magazine Amerika. The
gentleman and most of the gentlemen
who spoke here today do not seem to
understand that they are talking about
amounts requested in the department’s
budget and not the amounts provided in
the bill we are debating.

Mr. Chairman, a previous speaker here
this afternoon mentioned an article pub-
lished in the Washington Star with re-

gard to UNESCO. I include in this ex- "

tension the Department's answer to the
charges contained in that article, which
I had immediately demanded of the
Department when I read it in that news-
paper. The Department’'s analysis fol-
lows:

ANALYSIS OF ARTICLE BY MARCEL WALLENSTEIN
IN WasHINGTON SUNDAY STAR, JULy 15, 1951,
EnTtITLED “UNESCO DoiNes CAuse Euro-
PEAN GRUMELING AT 'CRACKPOT CARNIVAL' ™
DATELINE PARIS, JULY 14

BACKEGROUND

1. The Marcel Wallenstein article purports
to have been written in Paris on July 14, thus
giving the impression that it is an analysis
and a conclusiou based upon the Sixth Gen-
eral Conference of UNESCO which was held
in Paris, June 18-July 11. Actually, the piece
is based almost entirely upon an article by
John Gordon which appeared in the London
Sunday Express on July 1.

2, The Gordon article was avallable to the
United States delegation which investigated
it while in Parls. It concluded that the piece
was biased, not factual in content and that
parts were based on certain episodes which
took place in UNESCO as long ago as 1946.
The leader of the British delegation at the
Paris conference, David R. Hardman, mem-
ber of Parliament and parliamentary secre-
tary to the ministry of education, issued a
statement based on the British delegation’s
investigation of the allegations made by John
Gordon. Mr. Hardman charged that Mr,
Gordon's article was both misleading and in-
accurate, and challenged the Sunday Express
to print his reply which contained specific
point-by-point refutations of the greater
number of John Gordon’s allegations. Up
to July 11, 1951, the Sunday Express had not
printed Mr. Hardman'’s reply.

3. Although we do not know whether Wal-
lenstein ever went near UNESCO during the
Bixth General Conference to do any original
investigation or reporting, the following facts
are clear:

(a) Wallenstein derives most of his mate-
rial, usually without identifying his source,
direct from the John Gordon article of July
1 in the Sunday Express;

(b) Wallenstein at no time consulted the
chairman of the United States delegation at
Paris, or, 3o far as can be ascertained, any
other member of the United States delega-
tion;

(e) Many of his statements are not only
completely inaccurate, but could have been
demonstrated to be false if Wallenstein had
made the slightest effort to check the facts.

These are important considerations because
the original Gordon article makes no pre-
tense at having sounded out opinions prev=
alent in Paris or in Europe—whereas the
Waellenstoin plece, derived almost entirely
from the Gordon column, is carried under
the headline, “UNESCO doings cause Euro-
pean grumkling * * *" and conveys the
misleading impression that Wallenstein is
reflecting a wide range of European opinion.

4. Since Wallenstein had added an orig-
inal inaccuracy, namely, that “The United
States taxpayer seems not to be worried
about the drain on his small change,” it is
important to note, that so far as can be as-
certained, Wallenstein never approached any
member of the United States delegation to
ascertain the opinions or the actions being
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taken by the delegation. As noted below,
the United States delegation took firm ac-
tions in a constructive spirit on many
matters relating to the budget and the
scale of contributions. In fact, the United
States delegation led a vigorous fight to keep
the 1952 UNESCO budget down to the cur-
rent level of activity, and successfully waged
a campaign to reduce the United States con-
tribution to UNESCO from 35 percent to
8314 percent.

5. Each of the 56 delegations present at
the conference was an official delegation of
its government. The members of the United
States delegation heard no grumbling among
this official group of the kind mentioned by
‘Wallenstein.

ANALYSIS

First paragraph: “Men and women who
have the softest jobs in the world at good
pay—and tax free—are beginning to worry.
A fire has been lif under the United Nations
Educational, Sclentific, and Cultural Organ-
ization, which has been meeting here in
plenary session.”

The facts: Pay received by employees of
UNESCO is in line with that received by
employees of the U. N. and the other special-
ized agencies. The conference did not at-
tack the wages paid employees nor the size
of the Secretariat. There was no indictment
of the manner in which the employees have
been carrying out the program.

Second paragraph: “The British, who pay
one-eighth of UNESCO's expenses, and the
French, who pay less, are beginning to
grumble. The United States taxpayer, who
pays twice as much a. anybody else for what
one European editor has called the crack-
pot’s carnival, seems not to be worried about
the drain on his small change.”

The facts: The British and the French
voted at the general conferencz in favor of
an increase in UNESCO's budget to $8,700,-
000. The United States and two other na-
tions voted against this proposal. The
United States delegation argued strongly
that a lower budget of $8,500,000 would be
sufficient to enable UNESCO to carry out its
programs in 1952 at the same level as this
year, even taking into account increased
costs due to price rises. In addition, a
vigorous and effective presentation by the
congressional adviser acting as spokesman
for the United States delegation resulted in
a decision by the general conference to re-
duce the United States percentage of con-
tribution from 35 percent to 33% percent.

Third paragraph: “Next year UNESCO will
spend $8,600,000. Since 1946 it has spent
$34,000,000. What have the nations which
have footed the bill obtained for their
money? It is doubtful if they have had any-
thing except the information which the
UNESCO committee members have sought in
many parts of the world.” !

The facts: Although UNESCO's job is in
many respects a long-term one—just as is
the task of the schools and educational sys=
tems of the United States and other coun-
tries—UNESCO's work has provided many
practical and immediate benefits to its mem-
ber states during t..e first 5 years of its
existence.

Some examples: UNESCO established and
administered a book coupon plan which has
permitted the exchange of over §1,000,000
worth of books, films, and scientific equip-
ment among the nations of the world, and
which cut through the red tape and diffi-
culties of currency restrictions and dif-
ferences. The hooks were largely medical
books going to countries which had been un-
able to obtain such works since before the
war. The United States has benefited di-
rectly as the largest seller of these books.
In the United States the book coupon trans-
actions have teen handled by the American
Booksellers Association,
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UNESCO has assisted in raising millions
of dollars for the reconstruction of the edu-
cational institutlons of war-devastated areas.
It published a Book of Needs which advised
nations in a position to give of the needs of
the devastated areas. It assisted materially
in the reconstruction of the ruined schools
and libraries in many of the war-torn coun-
tries of Europe. For example, voluntary
groups in the United States contributed

- $25,000,000 for educational reconstruction in
1950 alone—three times the amount of the
entire UNESCO annual budget.

UNESCO has established a center in Mexico
which is training teachers of many of the
Latin-American countries in methods of
is producing teaching materials which will
be used throughout Latin America in a con-
fundamental education. This same center
certed effort of fundamental education to
reduce illiteracy throughout the area—an es-
scatial for laying the ground work for ims=
proved standards of living and of heaith.

UNESCO has sent educational experts to
some of the newly independent countries of
the world to advise them on methods of
establishing educational systems, Missions
have gone to Burma, Afghanistan, Thailand,
and the Philippines, and results of their work
are already being reflected throughout the
schools in those countries.

UNESCO has established field science co=
operation stations in New Delhi, Manila,
Cairo, and Montevideo, to make available to
those less-developed areas of the world the
sclentific information necessary for their
economic development.

Fourth paragraph: “The chiet peneticiaries
of this organization, according to critics in
Europe, are the employees. They get fat
salaries. They are pald traveling expenses
to and from all parts of the world and re-
ceive a per diem of $256 a day. They pay
taxes to no government. They get whisky,
wine, and cigarettes duty free and have other
diplomatic privileges.”

The facts: UNESCO salaries are not “fat.”
In fact it has been the experience that it is
often difficult or impossible to recruit com-
petent employees in the United States be-
cause the salaries for certain types of work
are inadequate by United States standards.

Per diem pay by UNESCO is as follows:
The Director General and the Deputy Direc-
tor General, $20; department heads, 815;
high level staff members, $12.50; all others,
$10. The average per diem paid to persons
on UNESCO missions is $12,50. This amount
includes all expenses of the employees, in-
cluding hotels, taxis, and incidentals.

Taxes on the salaries of. UNESCO em-
ployees are paid by the Organization to any
nation which levies such taxes. This is
necessary in an international organization
in order to equalize the salaries of the em-
ployees in the same classifications. If this
were not done, employees doing the same
work would receive substantially different
net pay, depending on the tax assessed by
their countries.

The privilege of duty-free articles does not
extend to any employee outside the immedi-
ate office of the Director General.

Fifth paragraph: “Investigating the finan-
ces of UNESCO recently Viscount Simon,
former British Secretary of Foreign Affairs,
complained: ‘They keep books in a hap-
hazard manner’.”

The facts: This statement is completely
misleading. It refers to a condition in
UNESCO in 1946 which was promptly cor-
rected by the Executive Board and the Direc-
tor General.

The internationally-known firm of Price,
Waterhouse & Co. audited UNESCO's ac-
counts in 1948 and 1949, and the Comptroller
and Auditor General of Great Britain audited
the accounts for the financial year 1950.

This is the statement made by Price,
Waterhouse: “So 1ar as was disclosed by our
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tests of detalled operations and by inquiries
we have made, money has not been ohligated
or expended for purposes other than those
for which the appropriations vited by the
general conference were intended to provide
except so far as the Director General and the
Executive Board have authorized transfer
within the budget, and the expenditure con-
forms to the authority which governs. it.”

This is the statement made by the Auditor
General of Great Britain, whose audit is in
accordance with the United Nations plan of
establishing a joint panel of public auditors
for the purpose of auditing the accounts of
the United Nations and the specialized
agencies:

“1. Report of the auditors on the accounts
for the financial year 1950: (A) Sir Ronald
Adam (Chairman of the Finance Committee
of the Executive Board) introduced the re-
ports of the Director-General and the Exter-
nal Auditor on the accounts of the organi-
zation for the year ended December 31, 1950
(Doc. 6C/ADM/2 and addendum). He ex-
pressed the conviction of the executive board
that the accounts were in good order. The
External Auditor, Sir Frank Tribe, made a
brief statement on the scope of his audit
and reported that the financial accounts of
the organization were in order.”

Sixth paragraph: “An investigator in Parls
wished to find out what the UNESCO staff
does to earn a living.”

The facts: This may refer to Mr. John
Gordon. It would have been possible to
estimate UNESCO activities from three con-
venient sources: The report of the Director
General, the reports of member states, and
the draft program for 1952 which was being
considered by the conference when the Gor-
don article was published in London. This
could have been supplemented by inter-
views and by attendance at the public ses-
slons of the various commissions which
were considering budgets, program, and ad-
ministration.

While it Is almost Impossible to identify
precisely those activities which Wallenstein
chose to extract from the Gordon plece, the
irtent appears to be to hold these activ-
itles up to ridicule.

Tixth paragraph (continued): “The or-
ganization seriously put forward a plan to
take information criticizing any country out
of schoolbooks throughout the world.”

The facts: This must refer to the con-
structive efforts being made for the improve-
ment of textbooks, a step applauded by edu-
cators in many countries. Part of this is
an effort to eliminate nationalist bias, espe-
cially in textbooks. Generally, the approach
is toward an improvement in teaching mate-
rials, for example, in geography and history,
Forty-six representatives from twenty-four
countries attended a seminar in Brussels in
1950 on the improvement of history books.
As a first result of the seminar, several Bel~
gian publishers have declared themselves
willing to apply certain of the suggestions
put forward. Arrangements are being made
to set up nine schemes for bilateral text-
book exchange and criticism. Five member
states have undertaken a systematic survey
of their school textbooks from the stand-
point of their bearing on international un-
derstanding.

Sixth paragraph (continued): “It supplied
cash to numerous strange causes including
a search for mythical Inca treasure. It sug-
gested a new Garden of Eden on the Amazon
River.”

The facts: It is evident that Mr. Wallen-
stein had no knowledge of these matters
himself and that he lifted these two errors
from the John Gordon article. ;

UNESCO has never contributed a dime
to a search for mythical Inca treasure.
UNESCO has never suggested a new garden
of Eden or any other garden on the Amazon
River.
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These two misstatements of fact undoubt-
edly refer to UNESCO's efforts to bring about
a study of the untapped resources and possi-
bilities for development of the vast wooded
area known as the Hylean Amazon.

It is the contention of many scientists
that this is a region of great resources and
that a concerted effort would reveal new
sources of important strategic raw materials
and provide the answer to some of the popu-
lation pressures in other areas of the world.

To get such a study under way, the first
session of the general conference of
UNESCO in 1946 approved the establish-
ment of an international institute of the
Hylean Amazon in which Brazil, Colombia,
Bolivia, Ecuador, Peru, and Venezuela would
cooperate.

UNESCO did not plan to finance or oper-
ate such an institute, but it has offered
assistance to the countries involved in find-
ing the technical experts to carry out the
work of the institute, and has provided a
limited grant in order to enable the institute
to be organized.

Sixth paragraph (continued): “It studied
the case of an African tribe which extracted
the front teeth of children so they could
pronounce words of the native dialect.”

The facts: Evidently Wallenstein is trying
to ridicule one of UNESCO's fundamental
educational missions. In some areas where
UNESCO carries out campaigns against 1llit-
eracy both a native language and a secondary
language are used. In teaching the ele-
ments of reading and writing, public health,
improvement in agricultural methods, ete.,
UNESCO encourages the use of native lan-
guages in order that a larger percentage of
the population can be reached.

Wallenstein deliberately tries to mislead
his readers as to the purpose of UNESCO's
fundamental education efforts,

Seventh paragraph: “He discovered that
Miss Myrna Loy, the Hollywood actress, a
member of the organization, was concerned
with explaining to the world certain national
customs—such as why Englishmen carry um-
brellas. John Gordon, editor of the London
Sunday Express, who is attacking UNESCO
as a useless and wasteful group, suggests
Miss Loy explain why Americans chew gum.”

The facts: Whether or not the reference to
Miss Loy is correct as stated, the process of
explaining national customs is a legitimate
enterprise. Miss Loy is & member of the
United States National Commission for
UNESCO and has been active in a voluntary
capacity.

Eighth paragraph: “UNESCO has sent sci-
entists to many parts of the world to study
the causes of war. It has published a report
on educatlon and agriculture in remote
places in Mexico and Africa. It sent a dele-
gation to study newspapers in Brussels and
is said to have reported three newspapers
were published in a city that has none. In
the same report it praised what it believed
was & newspaper when actually the institu-
tion concerned in the report was a lunatic
asylum."”

The facts: (a) In a limited way, inquiries
have been carried out into social tensions.
For example, there is an important India-
UNESCO tensions project which is making
important findings and which is, at the same
time, laying the basis for the development
of social-science studies in India. (Full de-
tails can be supplied on this group of
activities.) .

(b) While the precise reports referred to
have not been identified on agriculture in
Mexico and Africa, UNESCO has been praised
for its share of the technical assistance work
which is also related to the fundamental
education campaigns in agricultural and
other areas.

(c) In 1947 UNESCO undertook surveys of
the needs of the press, the radio, and the
film in_a number of war-devastated coun-
tries. Thus far 61 countries and territories
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have been studied. In 1850 UNESCO pub=-
lished the first single-volume survey ever pre=
pared of such facilities under the title “World
Communications: Press, Radio, Film,” These
surveys have been concerned both with ma-
terial factors and with the professional train=-
ing of journalists and technicians. These
surveys have been widely used. We are not
able to identify the factual errors reported
by Wallenstein.

Ninth paragraph: “Last year a retired Eng-
lish politician in France found it difficult to
bring money from England for his living ex-
penses. He knew officials of the UNESCO
and succeeded in having himself nominated
to its Paris staff. He draws $1,500 a month.
When he travels he is paid expenses of $25
a day. He has been repeatedly to New York,
Wishing to spend a holiday this summer in
North Africa, he applied for and received
traveling expenses from UNESCO.”

The facts: This is poppycock. The Direc~
tor General of UNESCO is the only employee
of the organization who has a salary of
$1,5600 a month. Except for the Director
General and his deputy, the highest salary
paid in UNESCO is $11,000 per year. These
salaries are fixed and no exception may be
made. The only other type of employment
is that of highly qualified consultants or ex-
perts who may be employed on a short-term
basis under fee or contract. As noted above,
no employee, including the Director General,
receives $25 per diem, and only the Director
General or his deputy receive above $15.

Tenth paragraph: “The positions are ob-
tained by nomination by members within the
organization. The staff is an international
body drawn from most nations which are
members of the United Nations. The Direc-
tor General is Torres Bodet, a Mexican poet,
who draws $20,000 a year and has a very large
expense account and other privileges. Sec-
retaries, messengers, and other minor ems-

«ployees are paid three times the salaries such
work normally brings in Europe. All salaries
are payable in United States currency.”

The facts: UNESCO recruits through mems=
ber states, national commissions for UNESCO,
and qualified organizations and experts in
the field of competence desired.

Torres Bodet, in addition to being a scholar
and a man of letters, was formerly Minister
of Education and Foreign Minister of Mexico.
His salary is $18,000 a year.

Since January 1, 1951, secretaries, messen=
gers, and other minor employees are hired
locally at prevailing local rates under the
new local salary schedule adopted by the
organization.

All salaries at the headguarters in Paris
are paid in French francs, with permission
for a limited proportion of the salary to be
paid in the currency of the employee’'s home
country, as provided in regulations,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Idaho has expired.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr, Chairman, I yield
such time as he may desire to the gentle-
man from New Jersey [Mr. HoweLtl.

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks immediately following those of the
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Magr-
SHALL].

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New Jersey?

There was no objection.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Minne-
sota [Mr. MARSHALLI,
¢ Mr. MARSHALL., Mr. Chairman, I
would like to say that I am sure that the
former Member of this body, the Honor-
able Richard P. Gale from Minnesota is
going to be quite shacked when he learns
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that the remarks which I put in the
REcorp were instigated by the State De-
partment. Mr. Gale is an able, experi-
enced man and is not a stooge of the
State Department. It is merely a matter
of his being over in Asia seeing it first-
hand on a trip that he took through that
area and submitting to me unsolicited
information, feeling that it was in the
interest of the United States, like the
good American he is, he sent the infor-
mation to me.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. MARSHALL. I yield to the gen-
tleman from California.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Gale was on a
trip at his own expense, is that right?

Mr. MARSHALL. That is right.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. HAVENNER].

Mr. HAVENNER. Mr. Chairman, I
ask unanimous consent to proceed out of
order.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
California?

There was no objection.

Mr. HAVENNER, Mr, Chairman, the
private power interests of America can-
not escape a major share of responsi-
bility for the appalling disaster in the
flood-stricken areas of Kansas and Mis-
souri, And every American Congress in
recent years must accept a share of that
responsibility, together with a number of
State governments and a large segment
of the American press.

The private power interests, through
their lobbying organizations, have suc-
cessfully opposed every effort to enact
legislation for an adequate flood-control
program in the Missouri River Basin,
such as was proposed by President
Franklin Roosevelt,

The obstructive tactics of the private
power lobby were supported by a number
of State governments on the pretext of
opposition to Federal authority over
flood control, and by many newspapers
which receive large advertising contracts
from the power companies. It is an
ironical fact that the power companies
make the American people pay for these

‘advertisements in their bills for elec-

tricity. This is a practice which the late
United States Senator Hiram Johnson
once described as “picking the people’s
pockets to poison their minds.”

Instead of adopting President Roose-
velt’s recommendation for a Missouri
Valley Authority similar to TVA, Con-
gress in 1944 approved a weak substitute
known as the Pick-Sloan plan, which is
subject to no central planning authority
and has made little progress. During
the past few days the Chief of Army En-
gineers told a congressional committee
that the construction of additional dams
at a cost of $300,000,000 could have
averted last week’s disaster, which has
caused property damage estimated at
more than a billion dollars.

I freely admit that there is little to be
gained in an hour of disaster by trying to
place blame upon any individual or group
of individuals. Blame cannot repair
damage nor cure the wounds of disaster.
The only worth-while thing that Con-
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gress can do now is to proceed forthwith
to establish and finance an efficient con-
trol authority in the Missouri Valley
which will prevent any recurrence of
such flood catastrophes in the future.
Similar authorities should be established
in every hazardous flood area in the
country.

A large part of the cost of these proj-
ects would eventually be repaid from the
proceeds of the sale of the hydroelectric
power developed and from the sale of
water for irrigation purposes. Every
properly conceived flood-control project
can be at least partly self-liquidating,
and enormous benefits to the American
people and the national economy can be
accomplished without any imporfant
cost to the taxpayers. It is up to this
Congress to act now, and it is up to the
American people to observe and remem-
ber what we do in this vitally important
matter.

Mr, STEFAN. Mr, Chairman, I yield
such time as he may desire to the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. HunTER].

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, how
many voices speak for America?

How many international information
and education programs and propaganda
machines d§ we operate within our Gov-
ernment?

How many foreign public relations of-
fices and publicity men do we maintain
abroad?

How many Federal agencies have in-
ternational programs underway?

It would take another Hoover com-
mission to ferret out the coriplete pic-
ture of confusion and duplication that
exists in these overlapping activities.
Just by going through the budget I found
a multitude of overlapping international
programs, each with a voice in interna-
tional affairs and each claiming to speak
for its segment of American activity.
Let me give you a few illustrations of
duplications that I found.

The Department of Agriculture has an
office of foreign agriculture relations. I
suppose it is the voice of the American
farmer.

The Federal Security Agency is ex-
panding its international health pro-
gram so it can more efficiently compete
with the point 4 program and UNESCO.
I suppose it wants to be the voice of
American medicine,

The North Atlantic Treaty organiza-
tion has its publicity bureau.

The Army, the Navy, the Air Corps
and the Marine Corps all have their
foreign press bureaus.

ECA has its far-flung technical as-
sistance and information programs scat-
tered the world over.

The State Department, Maritime
Commission, Defense Department, and
ECA each have their student and/or per-
sons exchange program—a sort of glori-
fied free travel agency—all under the
name of education, information, or tech-
nical assistance programs.

Each of these—and I am sure that in-
vestigation would find many others—
claim to be voices in the international
picture.

There once was a time when the career
men in our diplomatic corps and con-
sular service were the ones who were
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charged with the duty of promoting the
foreign policy of the United States. But
that was back in the days when we had
a foreign policy to promote. Now that
we have no foreign policy—and I think
that you will agree that is the basic
trouble with our State Department to-
day—we find that the State Department
now has to compete with and try to out-
shout the many other Federal agencies
whose voices are also crying out of the
Washington wilderness. To do so the
State Department depends on its gigantic
bureau of international information and
educational activities. This is the de-
partment that produces motion pictures,
prepares press features, photo dispigys.
publishes magazines such as Amerika,
issues daily news bulletins and semi-
weekly newsletters, operates a library,
conducts scientific and technical pro-
grams, and, of course, operafes the
world-wide radio network which Iis
known as the Voice of America. It has
142 USIE missions abroad—employing
574 American and 2,200 local employees,
operating in 86 countries. It is for this
bureau that the State Department re-
quests $115,000,000 to operate in 1952,

But the USIE is not the only State
Department agency with international
programs, for within the Department
there is also the Institute of Infer-
American Affairs. It, too, has a pro-
gram of slanted information for the
American Republics. 1It, too, offers tech-
nical cooperation in the fields of public
health, agriculture, and education. Then
there is the German-Austrian informa-
tion program, separate and distinet from
USIE.

The State Department also has what
it ealls Missions to International Organ-
izations. These missions, says the State
Department, “insure effective participa-
tion and presentation of United States
viewpoints.”

In addition, the United States, through
the Department of State, contributes
money and support to about 30 inter-
national organizations, ranging from
UNESCO to the International Whaling
Commission.

I wonder how many other bureaus or
Federal agencies there are purporting to
speak for America.

This is hardly the way to present a
picture to the world of a clear-thinking
America that is supposed to know ex-
actly where it is going. No wonder the
world thinks we are confused.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may require to the gen-
tleman from Missouri [Mr. ARMSTRONGI.

Mr, ARMSTRONG. Mr, Chairman,
the United States is undoubtedly the
most thoroughly reported country in the
world. Thousands of newspapers and
magazines report in great detail every
conceivable phase of American life.
~ There are approximately 2,000 daily
newspapers in the United States, 10,000
weeklies, I am informed, and 7,500 maga-
zines. Among the magazines are Life,
Look, and many others that specialize in
photo stories. We also have the three
great photo services connected with the
Associated Press, International News
Photo_s. Acme, and several smaller
agencies.

i
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I have said that to emphasize an im-
portant matter in connection with this
bill virtually all of the material pro-
duced by these organizations is available
to the Department of State for reprint-
ing in its publications. Yet our State
Department has 10 writer-photographers
who constantly travel around the United
States, duplicating the work of these
publications. The travel cost alone of
these 10 men comes to $36,900 a year.
Last year the average American paid
$301 in taxes to the Federal Government.
So it took the taxes of 123 persons just
to“meet the travel expenses of these
writer-photographers for the Depart-
ment of State. The American people
are getting fed up with back-breaking
taxes. Here is one place we could save.

Mr. PRESTON. Mr. Chairman, all of
the several activities of the public-affairs
part of the State Department are carried
on to implement Public Law 402 of the
Eightieth Congress—that is, The United
States Information and Educational Ex-
change Act of 1948, commonly known
as the Smith-Mundt Act,

Section 402 authorized the Department
to provide for the interchange of books
and periodicals, for the translation of
books and periodicals, and for the prepa-
ration, distribution, and interchange of
other educational material. It would be
foolishly uneconomical for the Govern-
ment to maintain on its permanent staff
ail the thousands of specialists required
to do one or another of the vast number
of subjects and disciplines dealt with.
Much of this material, therefore, is
bcught on contract from private sup-
pliers.

Section 502 enjoins the Department
from claiming a monopoly in any me-
dium of information. Heaven knows
that the Department cannot claim such
a monopoly, not even in the field of short-
wave international broadcasting.

Section 601-602 provides for the es-
tablishment of two advisory com-
missions, one for the information and
one for the educational exchanges pro-
grams. The membership of these com-
missions, and the various subcommit-
tees, consist of eminent citizens who
serve without pay. These commissions
report and advise the Secretary of State
every 3 months and the Congress cvery
6 months. The Congress is therefore in-
formed by eminent men who are not
creatures of the Department on the con-
tent and conduct of the several pro-
grams. These men advise those respon-
sible for conducting the program. Their
findings, and advice are matters of pub-
lic record, as well as the action taken by
the Department to implement the ad-
vice of the commissions. Section 801 of
the act authorizes the Secretary of State
to, among other things, make grants
of money to individuals and public or
private nonprofit organizations both in
the United States and in other countries
if doing so will promote the basic ob-
jectives of the act. Section 1008 stipu-
lates that the Secretary shall submit to
the Congress semiannual reports of ex-
penditures made and activities carried
on under authority of this act, inclusive

of appraisals and measurements, where
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feasible, as to the effectiveness of the
several programs in each country where
conducted.

The funds expended by contract or by
purchase order referred to in the series
of articles in the Times-Herald and the
Chicago Tribune are expended to meet
the requirements of these two sections.
The appraisals and evaluations required
by the Congress and by good manage-
ment are done on contract by individu-
als and organizations preeminently fit-
ted and qualified to do so. The fact that
they are done by reputable organiza-
tions like Columbia, Harvard, Princeton,
and Rutgers Universities, and by publie
opinion research organizations like Gal-
lup, Wilson, and Roper provides a
greater measure of objectivity than if
they were conducted by the very per-
sons who are conducting the pregrams
themselves.

The suggestion that the moneys spent
for free-lance writers constitute some
form of illicit bribe is a lot of nonsense.
“Free lance” here is merely a bit of in-
formation jargon meaning moneys spent
to obtain materials on contract or by
purchase order. This amount of money
spent judicially in obtaining articles
from persons specially qualified in a
particular field or discipline is actually
an efficient and economical way to get
the most for the taxpayers’ dollar. It
would require an unconscionably large
permanent staff to cover all the myriads
of special fields. By using so-called
free-lance writers the Government can
get the very best kind of writing done on
a particular special subject for the least
amount of money.

Furthermore, section 1005 of the act
specifically states that in carrying ouf
the provisions of this act, it shall be the
duty of the Secretary to utilize, to the
maximum extent practicable, the serv-
ices and facilities of private agencies,
including existing American press, pub-
lishing, radio, and motion-picture agen-
cies, and so forth.

Services of writers who are not full-
time employees of the Department are
obtained in accordance with section 4,
302 C, Public Law 152, professional cate=-
gories. This, of course, applies to the
expenditures for so-called free-lance
writers. Larger contracts for services
and facilities are let through the stand-
ard contract regulations of the General
Services Administration. The products
of the writers are always available to the
public and the Members of the Congress
as is specified in Public Law 402. The
expenditures are reported to the Con-
gress in the Secretary’'s semiannual re-
port; they are reported in a general oay
in the reports of the advisory commis-
sions; and they are further cdealt with
in the various stages of the budget pres-
entation process. The General Account-
ing Office in its good time reviews all
payments made.

In regard to the third article in the
Chicago Tribune series in which the De-
partment is alleged to have “concealed”
the contracts or is said to have been
“nicked,” one must note that the figures
given are probably correct. These fig-

ures were supplied to the appropriat.e'
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committees of the House and the Sen-
ate. The whole impressive list of fig-
ures is simply what the Department has
spent to obtain the necessary services,
materials, and technical professional ad-
vice for conducting its radio operations,
The various categories of items ranging
from electronics equipment to promo-
tion through advertising of the VOA
programs are the very kinds of expendi-
tures that any radio operation, private
or public, has to make to carry om its
operations.

In conclusion, it is dificult fo under-
stand how the gentlemen of the Chi-
cago Tribune or the Times-Herald can
believe they have discovered or un-
covered anything startling when the
whole business is virtually conducted in
a glass bowl with very clean clear glass
in the bowl.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. Van PELT].

Mr. VAN PELT. Mr. Chairman, the
constituents in my district are duly
alarmed over the last tax bill that was
passed by the House. In fheir opinion
it has reached the point of confiscation.
I again call your attention fo the figures
that the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr.
SteEFAN] placed in the REcorp yesterday
in that fine statement of his calling at-
tention to the appropriations for the
Department of State since 1942, In 1942
the appropriation for the Department of
State was $37,433,599. - The request for
1952 is $283,566,476. The people in my
district are also alarmed over the large
number of employees that have been
hired by these various departments that
make up the State Department, and
justly so. They are duly alarmed over
the type and character of some of these
individuals and the lack of morality in
our Government.

Many Americans were shocked re-
cently to read of the appointment of
Raymond Gram Swing as an adviser and
special political commentator for the
Voice of America. Once again, the Voice
hired one of the most unsuitable persons
it could find.

An article in the Freeman magazine by
William Henry Chamberlin says of this
appointment:

An adviser should presumably be a man

who had displayed special Insight and fore-
sight, who had criticized, or at least not
endorsed, our costly past blunders.

But Raymond Gram Swing was a pase
slonate advocate of many of them. He re-
peatedly stated In broadcasts, speeches and
articles that our troubles with Russia were
due to unreasonable distrust of Stalin. He
endorsed the so-called Curzon line frontier
for Poland. He crowed enthusiastieally over
Yalta. At least as late as 1949, he seemed
more concerned over cartels in the Ruhr
than over the Cominform as a threat to
peace and freedom. A worst choice, and one
more calculated to confirm the suspicion
that something is radically wrong with State
Department judgment, could hardly be im-
agined. It Is comparable to making Owen
Lattimore adviser on far-eastern policy, and
J. Alvarez del Vayo on European,

I have studied the text of Mr. Swing's
first commentary on the Voice of Amer-
ica, delivered on June 25, 1951, and I
have found that all of Mr. Chamberlin's
remarks regarding him are more than
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justified. For instance, speaking of
cease-fire negotiations in Korea, Swing
said:

It should be noted that the United States
vote on the cease-fire resolution in the
United Nations on January 13 is not neces-
sarily a statement of present United States

. In that resolution a broad negotia-
tion for the far eastern settlement was pro-
vided which would deal with the member-
ship of Chinese Communists in the United
Nations and the future of Formosa. These
terms, transmitted to China, were rejected
by Chou En-Lal, who insisted on negotiating
first a cease fire only when agreement was
reached. Before the MacArthur hearings
Secretary Acheson recently declined to en-
dorse these terms and said the United States
delegation had voted for the resolutions
only because we were sure that Peiping would
reject them.

In that paragraph Swing was adver-
tising to the world the insincerity and
double-dealing of his own State Depart-
ment. Of course, Swing was attempting
to justify Acheson’s actions, but the fact
sticks out that the United States is placed
in the worst possible light before the
world. If that is the best Mr. Swing
can do, he ought to resign.

In bringing these facts before the com-
mittee it is not my intention to deal with
personalitimm but rather to discuss prin-
ci .

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may require.

Mr. Chairmam, I listened with a great
deal of interest to the remarks of the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Arm-
sTrRONG] with regard to travel expenses
for writer-photographers. Apparently
he, or whoever it was that wrote the
speech, lifted that material right out
of the committee hearings. All the
speeches we have heard here today con-
cern themselves with the very matters
that this committee criticized in the
operations and budget of the Voice of
America. It was for such reasons that
this committee cut the Voice of America
appropriations by $30,000,000. We can
assign a reason for every dollar of this
cut which is something the minority
speechmakers, excluding members of
this commitfee, cannot do.

Mr, STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. HrLLiNGs].

Mr. HILLINGS. Mr. Chairman, much
has been said today and in the course
of the debate yesterday concerning the
Voice of America. I think all of us are
agreed that the Voice of America can
do a tremendous job in fighting com-
munism and in trying to sell the prin-

this program, so much so that at my own
expense I traveled to New York not so
long ago to tour the Voice of America
studios. I also attended some of the
Voice of America demonstrations con-
ducted here in Washington by the De-
partment of State.

I have talked with numerous travelers
who have been to Europe and Asia in
recent months to ask them what reaction
they found to the operations of the Voice
of America. On the basis of my own
investigation I became convinced that
the Voice of America is not doing an
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adequate, decent job in the project as-
signed to it. I only hope that in the
course of this debate we can help out-
line some of the things wrong with the
Voice of America, and make some sug-
gestions as to how it might be able to
improve, so that it can do the job ex-
pected of it.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, will
the geritleman from California yield?

Mr. HILLINCS. I would be glad to
yield but I have only a short time.

Mr, ROONEY, Ishall be glad to yield
the gentleman one additional minute.
The gentleman has made tiie most sen-
sible remarks and taken the most sensi-
ble approach to this problem of the
Voice of America mentioned here today.
While 1 do not agree with him in his too
drastic description of the failures of the
Voice of America, hie at least construe-
tively criticizes their operations, unlize
his colleagues on that side of the aisle,
who would cure the patient’s sore throat
by cutting the patient’s head off. Those
gentlemen are just against having any
kind of a program such as the Voice of
America. I commend the gentleman
from California.

Mr. HILLINGS. I thank the gentle-
man, but I say to the gentleman in re-
sponse to that, in listening to the re-
marks of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
Brown], yesterday that he shares the
gentleman’s viewpoint, that the Voice of
America is essenfial. I think most of
my colleagues on this side have that
feeling, but it is important that if we
are going to appropriate $85,000,000 for
the Voice of America, we must have a
good product in return for that money.
‘We must constructively criticize in order
to get the right kind of product.

Mr, ROONEY. If the gentleman will
yield further, would not the gentleman
say that constructive eriticism of your
committee is indicated in the eut from
$115,000,000 to $85,000,000?

Mr. HILLINGS. I would think that is
a pretty strong expression of eriticism
of the Voice of America. I think that in
any event whenever we are faced with
this kind of problem, it is the power and
prerogative of the Congress, by virtue
of control over appropriations, to ex-
press that criticism.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from California has expired,

Mr. ROONEY. I yield the gentleman
one additional minute, Mr. Chairman.

May I pursue one question further
with the gentleman? Would not the gen-
tleman say that to reduce the expendi-
tures for the Voice of America beyond
the amount of the drastic cut to $85,-
000,000 would be foolhardy at this time,
with the world situation as it is?

Mr. HILLINGS, Of course, I am not
as familiar with the details of the opera-
tions and expenses of this agency as
would be the gentleman and other mem-
bers of the Committee on. Appropria-
tions. I am sure the other members
of the committee will advance some
suggestions in that regard during the
course of the debate. But if the Voice
of America is not doing a good job, we
should not continue appropriating large
sums of money for its operation which
may be wasted.
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One of the best criticisms of the Voice
of America that I have seen was printed
in the St. Louis Post-Dispatch last Sep-
tember 5. I need hardly remind the
House that this paper is generally
friendly to the State Department. The
story was written in Manila by Albert
Ravenholt. He said that if United States
propaganda aims are to be achieved “we
will need to scrap many of our present
ideas and revise our methods. The mere
appropriation of more funds is nof
enough.”

He went on:

It will be necessary to eliminate some of
the fuzzy thinking that now handicaps
American information efforts. One of these
mistaken ideas is the often unconscious
assumption that what works in the United
States and Europe will work in Asia—at
least, if it is translated into the native lan-
guage. A lack of realism is sometimes evi.
dent in Voice programs beamed to China,
Chinese who often fear they may be pe=
nalized for listening are rarely interested in
long descriptions of life in the United States.
They want to know what is happening in
the world, particularly as it affects them,
They want news about other parts of Asia,
about the United Nations and American
actions concerning China.

After that, they would like to hear about
ideas they can put to work in their own
lives, Including suggestions on health and
food and news of progress in the various
professions.

Recently a well-informed Chinese came out
of Hong Kong from north China. He listed
the following as some objections of Chinese
listeners to the Voice.

1. The announcer did not speak well the
Mandarin dialect.

2. Programs in the Chinese language were
delivered in a drab and uninteresting style.

3. The content of programs was only in
part related to the Immediate interests of
the persons to whom it was directed.

As a contrast, the Communist-run Peking
radio broadcasts usually are delivered dra-
matically by female announcers who speak
the colloquial tongue.

Probably only a drastic decentralization of
Voice operations will enable them to imple-
ment a successful program in China or else-
where in Asia. Anyone working in New York
is so0 far removed from the actual conditions
of life in China that the programs he pro-
duces are bound to sound phony.

If the studios producing Volce programs
for Asia were in this part of the world it
would at least be possible for the staff once
in a while to get a smell of the rice paddies,

It was less than a year ago that the
Voice officials came to the House Appro-
priations Committee and requested $7,-
000,000 to purchase as their headquarters
the building containing Sherry’s Restau-
rant, across Park Avenue from the Wal-
dorf-Astoria, in New York City. That
apparently is the State Department’s
idea of how to get close to the rice
paddies.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Michi-
gan [Mr. MacHROWICZ].

Mr. MACHROWICZ. Mr. Chairman,
probably the most controversial subject
matter in the pending bill, is the item of
International Information and Educa-
tional Activities, which includes the
Voice of America and related propa-
ganda activities.

Our distinguished chairman of the
subcommittee the gentleman from New
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York [Mr. RoonEY] has yesterday, and
on other occasions, given constructive
criticism of the efficiency of that service,
and in that I wish to join him whole-
heartecly.

I have made an attempt to learn more
of the workings of that organization and
have even participated in several broad-
casts to Poland and its people.

I have come to the conclusion that the
people at the head of this service have
not fully understood their mission. That
mission, in my opinion, is not necessarily
to convince those victims of Soviet
aggression what a wonderful country
and system we have in the United States.
That is not what they are waiting to
hear. What they want to know and
what they have been waiting for in vain,
is to learn from us what hope there is for
them for eventual liberation from the
shackles of tyranny and oppression. It
is of little comfort to them to learn of
the fine conditions existing here in the
United States, as long as they have a
feeling that there is no possibility that
their own plight will be improved.

The failure of our Voice of America to
give these enslaved people, our most im-
portant future allies, any ray of hope is,
in my opinion, a most tragic error of our
foreign program. Add to that the irre-
sponsible statements of some of our am-
bassadors, and you can understand the
reasons why our foreign propaganda is
not as successful as it could be.

And in this, we need not lay all the
blame on the Voice of America, nor on
those in charge of the program. Neither
of the major parties has yet clearly ex-
pressed its policy and objective to be the
restoration of freedom to the enslaved
people behind the iron curfain. We
speak of an understanding on the basis
of stopping any future aggression, but
we are not prepared or willing to assert
a demand for the liberation of those
already caught in the brutal net of op-
pression and tyranny through no fault
of their own. How, then, can we expect
our voice to these people to be effective?

I cannot, however, agree with the logic
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
Brown1, who proposes to do with this
bill what he and his party have suc-
ceeded doing last week to the Defense
Production Act, namely, to destroy the
Voice of America, not directly, but in-
directly by emaciating amendments.

If the Voice of America needs improve-
ment, and I am sure it does, we cannot
get that improvement by cutting its
funds so as to make it inoperative. Let
us rather give it more strength by re-
organizing it, weeding out the inefficient,
and by this Congress making a firm dec-
laration of our objectives and policies
insofar as the future of the iron-curtain
countries is concerned.

A good start would be the early enact-
ment of the resolution which I intro-
duced several months ago, calling for the
repudiation of the Yalta and Tehran
Agreements. It was the violation of
these agreements by Soviet Russia that
brought about the enslavement of the
iron-curtain countries. Adoption of that
resolution, followed by further positive
acts in its furtherance, will do more to
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inspire confidence and good will in these
people than anything else that we can
possibly devise.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. MACHROWICZ. I yield.

Mr. JOHNSON. Is it not a fact that
what those people want to hear is what
the gentleman said? And through the
Voice of America we try to get over to
the rest of the world that we are not an
imperialistic Nation as those nations un-
derstand that term.

Mr. MACHROWICZ. I fully agree
with the gentleman.

Mr, STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. ALLEN].

Mr. ALLEN of California. Mr. Chair-
man, on yesterday the gentleman from
New York [Mr. RooNEy] mentioned the
law that requires ciicials of the United
States to travel on American flag ships.
Heretofore the State Department bill
has included a waiver of this law. In
this bill, the waiver has been deleted.
For this action I commend the gentle-
man from New York and the committee.

To ascertain whether fares on Ameri-
can-flag ships might' be more expensive
to the Government than fares on other
ships I had a little investigation made of
the matter. I find that the first-class
fa.e on the America, our finest ship, is
$325 from New York to Southampton:
The fare on the Dutch ship Nieuw Am-
sterdam, the pride of their fleet, is the
same. The fares on the Ile de France
and the Liberte, the two French-flag
ships are $335 and $340, respectively;
on the Queen Mary and the Queen
Elizabeth the fare is $375 on each.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from California has expired.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
the gentleman one additional minute.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from California is recognized for one
additional minute.

Mr. ROONEY, Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield for a statement?

Mr. ALLEN of California. I yield.

Mr, ROONEY. Ididnotmean tocom-
pare passenger fares on American and
foreign liners when I made my remarks
yesterday. I was referring to what it
might mean in per diems for State De-
partment officials and employees if they
had to wait over in order to get an Amer-
ican ship. As I said yesterday, I am
willing to go along on this so that we
may have the American merchant ma-
rine get every revenue that it possibly
can from the State Department., But I
reserve my right in the final analysis to
change my mind if it does not turn out
satisfactorily, or if it is detrimental to
the interests of our American taxpayers.

Mr. ALLEN of California. I thank the
gentleman and agree with him. I am
pleased, however, to have the RECORD
show that as between American and for-
eign-flag ships, the American ships are
not only as fine as any in the world but as
inexpensive in the cost of travel upon
them.

Mr. ROONEY. I am pleased that the
gentleman has pointed this out.
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Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. JoNEs].

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair-
man, when the President appointed Ed
Barrett Assistant Secretary of State for
Public Affairs, Elmer Davis, talking over
the ABC network, remarked:

The job has been filled with the best man
they could have found—one who knows the
job already. We now get the best-qualified
man in the country.

That was a newspaperman talking
about a newspaperman. That was a
former top-side Government informa-
tion man talking about a man with
whom he had worked and with whose
abilities he was thoroughly familiar and
who was about to take over the top-side
information job of the world.

I do not know whether or not Barrett
was listening to the Elmer Davis broad-
cast that evening, but, if he was, he
must have felt pretty happy about that
remark. I felt glad, in fact, to have an
expert’s opinion on the man who, in my
opinion, was being given one of the most
important jobs in Washington.

Mr. Davis was not the sole voice raised
in approval of the appointment. Men
who had worked with Barrett on news-
papers, on magazines, in Government,
were equally cordial in their endorse-
ment of the President’s choice. Edito-
rial comment throughout the country
was uniformly laudatory. The New York
Times, for example, had this to say:

The President's choice -of ‘Edwm't;l Wlt;re
Barrett is a happy one, . e has
been reporter, er(;ttar. and editorial director
of Newsweek Magazine, wartime overseas di-
rector for OWI, and a United States repre-
sentative with UNESCO, * * * In these
and related capacities he has shown charac-
ter and ability.

In my opinion, that *“character and
ability” has shown up in the kind of job
Barrett has done. He has put real “guts”
into the State Department information
program both here at home and abroad.

The results have not surprised me. In
the first place I have great respect for
the opinion of Elmer Davis, the New York
Times, and these other newspapermen
and newspapers. Secondly, I have liked
Ed Barrett’s attitude toward his job. I
remember reading a magazine article
somewhere in which he was quoted as
having said that no information pro-
gram could be worth more than the pol-
icy upon which it was based. In fact,
he came right out and said:

We will be judged more by what we do
than what we say.

1 liked that. He was not frying to
sell his program—the information pro-
gram—by itself. He felt the merchan-
dise he was offering had to be what it
was alleged to be. He felt that that
merchandise—our foreign policy—had
to be topnotch if he was to put on a top-
noteh information program.

I have a feeling when I look at Ed
Barrett that he would not be interested
in the program under any other condi-
tion. But I have a very strong feeling
when I look at him and when I hear
him talk that he is very sure that this
present program—our foreign policy—is
just what he is telling the world it is.
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We, the American people and particu-
larly the United States Congress, have
given Ed Barrett a tremendous job. I
am convinced, with Elmer Davis, that he
is just about the best man we could get
to do it. I am for giving him the tools
with which to do the kind of job he, and
gvery other good American, wants to see

one.

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. JONES of Alabama. I yield to
the gentleman from Minnesota.

Mr. MARSHALL. I would like to say
to the gentleman that the choice of Ed
Barrett has proven quite satisfactory,
since so much of the opposition to the
Voice of Americo seems to go back prior
to the time that Mr, Barrett took over
as chief.

Mr. JONES of Alabama. I certainly
think there is merit in what the gentle-
man has said. Of course, as you know,
the criticism that is directed has been
directed to anybody who has received
that appointment,

Mr. PRESTON. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. JONES of Alabama. I yield to
the gentleman from Georgia.

Mr. PRESTON. Is it not true that
there are a great many people who ex-
pect Mr. Barrett to pull a rabbit out of
the hat and reform the thinking of the
entire world overnight and expect him
to come up with a finished product in a
field in which we in America are entirely
new at? This is a new practice, this
business of international propaganda
on a broad scale.

Mr, JONES of Alabama. That anxi-
ety has been expressed over and over
again. It reminds me of the doctor giv-
ing his patient a prescription. He goes
to the drugstore and gets it filled and
takes one dose of it, and if he is not im-
mediately cured there is something sin-
ister and wrong with the doctor who
wrote the prescription.

Mr. STEFAN. Does the gentleman
from New York desire to yield time now?

Mr. ROONEY. I was looking forward
to the illuminating address by the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. HinsHAW],

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
10 minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. HINSHAW].

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr, Chairman, T am
highly complimented by the remarks of
the distinguished chairman of the sub-
committee, [Mr. RooNEY,] and I am sure
that he knows so much about this subject
that I will be unable to illuminate it any
further for his benefit. Suffice it to say
that anyone might think from the course
of this debate that this was a State De-
partment, and particularly a Voice of
America appropriation bill. Actually
the hill involves the State, Justice, and
Commerce Departments and the Federal
Judiciary.

Mr. Chairman, I have not been able to
be on the floor to hear every minute of
the debate, but I must say that in the
course of my long hours here I have not
heard any. mention made of either the
Justice Department or the Commerce
Department by any others than the two
gentlemen who are the chairmen and
the ranking minority member of the
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committee; therefore, perhaps, I may be
pardoned for stepping outside of the
present debate and mentioning the sub-
ject of the Commerce Department and
in particular the Civil Aeronautics Ad-
ministration which is in that depart-
ment, :

I recognize that in the eyes of my col-
leagues perhaps the Civil Aeronautics
Administration does not have as much
sex appeal as the Voice of America and
the Department of State but, on the
other hand, it certainly would be a mat-
ter of great concern to the people of the
United States, if they knew what the
entire story was. I will say to the gen-
tleman from New York, I have read with
great interest the entire hearings in
respect to the Civil Aeronautics Admin-
istration, including all of the figures that
were inserted in the Recorp at his sug-
gestion by those who appeared before his
subcommittee., I hope that the subcom-
mittee members have also read those
figures and the statements that are
printed in small type in the hearings. If
they have read those statements and
those figures, I am sure that they will
have been illuminated far more than I
can illuminate them in the course of 10
minutes,

I should like to advert, if I may, to a
time in 1940 when the President of the
United States, sometime previously, in
the course of an Executive order, abol-
ished the Air Safety Board. Prior to
that action there had been no serious
air accident in something like 18 months.
Shortly upon the issuance of that order
there came a rash of air accidents in
the United States. It was very serious
indeed. The House of Representatives
set up a committee under the chairman-
ship of the Honorable Jack Nichols, of
Oklahoma, known as the Air Accident
Investigating Committee of the House
of Representatives. The other mem-
Lers of that committee were the Honor-
able Everett Dirksen, the Honorable
Richard M. Kleberg, the Honorable Her-
ren Peason, of Tennessee, and myself.

We proceeded in the next 2 years to
investigate 28 fatal air accidents in the
United States. One of the objects of the
investigations was to find out, if we
could, whether or not this Executive
order had in any wise contributed to the
rash of accidents. We thought at first
it had. Later, toward the conclusion of
our investigations, and indeed a detailed
investigation of each of these accidents,
we came to the conclusion that it proba-
bly had not; that the accidents were the
result of suddenly increased transporta-
tion by air which overtaxed the facilities
that then existed.

Among those facilities which then
existed were a number of control towers
operated in several airports in the
United States by the local municipalities.
I might say here that the employees of
those control towers were generally
patronage employees of the city council
or the mayor of the city. For the most
part the jobs paid so little that compe-
tent men could not be found to take
them.

I remember particularly the accident
that took place in Atlanta, Ga., which
resulted in the broken back of Capt.
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Eddie Rickenbacker and the death of
our beloved colleague, Mr. Byron, of
Maryland. That was a horrible thing.
It was our opinion, as I remember it
now, that the control-tower operators
were not as competent as they should
be, although they were the best that
could be had, and that if the control-
tower operators had had greater experi-
ence, greater training, and were, let us
say, men of higher caliber, the chances
were that that accident would not have
occurred.

Similar reports were made in respect
to other places in the United States
where accidents occurred.

We came back to the House of Repre-
sentatives with a very strong report that
all control towers at airports in the
United States should be certainly under
the supervision and licensing of the
Civil Aeronautics Administration, if not
the actual control of the Civil Aeronau-
tics Administration.

About the time World War IT broke
on the country, and the Air Force and
the Navy, realizing the vital importance
of control towers at airports, took them
over and operated them. Through that
intervention, control and operation of
airport towers by the Federal Govern-
ment established a method of procedure
for the operation of these control tow-
ers and a uniformity was established
throughout the Nation.

At the conclusion of the war, it was
determined by the Federal Government,
and our Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce agreed entirely, that
these control towers should remain
under the jurisdiction of the Civil Aero-
nautics Administration, and that all
personnel engaged in their operation
should be licensed and trained by the
Civil Aeronautics Administration. The
Congress agreed.

Subsequent to that time the number
of control towers that were so operated
has increased. There is a criterion
established by the Civil Aeronautics Ad-
ministration for any airport where a
control tower should be established. I
believe, if I remember correctly, that the
maximum number of operations in an
airport uncontrolled should be 15,000
per month. Over and above that num-
ber that is determined by the Civil
Aeronautics Administration, the traffic
of that airport is considered so hazard-
ous that a control tower with licensed
personnel should there be established.

80 now we have some 165 or more
control towers which are operated by
the Civil Aeronautics Administration,
Some of them are on a part-time basis.
It is possible that others might go on a
part-time basis. But at the same time
we have not had accidents attributable
to faulty control-tower operation except
perhaps the one here at the National
Airport where the Bolivian pilot -got
tangled up with an Eastern Airlines’
plane—an accident which resulted in the
untimely and tragic death of one of our
colleagues, as well as many others who
were on the plane,

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HINSHAW. 1Iyield.

Mr. ROONEY. Is it not the fact that
this committee for as long as I can re-
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member has never done anything ap-
propriationwise to impair the accident-
safety program of the CAA?

Mr. HINSHAW. I think the commit-
tee has done pretty well in the past.
I notice they have stricken certain funds
from this bill which provided, among
other things, for the inclusion of four
additional control towers, in their han-
dling of the hill,

Mr. ROONEY. That is not so, I must
say to the gentleman from California.
The amount recommended for salaries
and expenses for the CAA is $600,000
over the amount appropriated for fiscal
year 1951. However, when nonrecurring
items, deductions for rents, utilities, and
procurement charges assumed by the
General Services Agency, and so forth,
are taken into consideration, the amount
allowed is actually $2,324,895 over the
1952 basis.

Mr. HINSHAW. Iappreciate the gen-
tleman’s remarks, although I disagree.
I notice, according to the committee re-
port, that salaries and expenses for the
CAA are reduced $3,700,000 from the
1952 estimate. I notice also 'in the
course of the hearings the gentleman
who appeared on behalf of the Civil
Aeronaufics Administration stated, and
stated quite clearly to the committee,
that they were putting in a very mini-
mum operating budget. I am not criti-
cizing the gentleman from New York,
but I am merely pointing out the facts
as stated by them. If the gentleman
has other ideas, and evidently he has,
then he must assume the responsibility
for those ideas. But I am merely stat-
ing them as I find them in the record.

Mr. Chairman, at this point I desire
to include in the Recorp a letter ad-
dressed to me by the Administrator of
the CAA, as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE,
CIVIL AERONAUTICS ADMINISTRATION,
Washington, July 16, 1951,
Hon. CarL HINSHAW,
House of Representatives,
Washington 25, D. C.

Dear Congressman Hinsgaw: In reply to
your request, as a member of the Interstate
and Foreign Commerce Committee, for in-
formation as to the effect on operations of
this agency of reductions made by the House
Appropriations Cominittee in the appro-
priation estimates of the Civil Aeronautics
Administration for fiscal year 1952, I am
pleased to give you the following informa-
tion arranged according to appropriation
headings as they appear in tl.he bill:

Salaries and Expenses
Budget estimate.._ ... .. $102, 800, 000

House Committee allowance.. 99, 100, 000

Reduction 3,700, 000

The appropriation reqguested under this
head for the fiscal year 1952 was based on
holding all activities to the level authorized
for the fiscal year 1951, except in the case
of the program for operation and mainte-
nance of the Federal airways system. The
increase requested for the Federal airways
program is necessary to provide for operat-
ing on a full-year basis, facilities first com-
missioned during fiscal year 1951 and, there-
fore, operated only for part of the year in
1851; and to provide for the necessary ex-
pansion in facilities and services to handle
the greatly increased workload generated
principally by greatly increased military use
of the alrways system. Dollar requirements
for other activities financed from this ap-
propriation are very important but are
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relatively small. Any substantial reduction
in these other programs, such as aviation
safety, would render their operations in-
effective. Hence, it will be necessary to ap-
ply practically the entire reduction to the
program for operation and maintenance of
the Federal airways system. Although time
has not permitted a final study, I belleve the
reduction of $3,700,000 will have to be ap-
plied as follows:

1. We will be unable to commission the
new facilities previously authorized and now
under construction and scheduled for opera-
tion during fiscal year 1952 (item such as in-
strument (blind) landing systems, radars,
electronic distance measuring equipments,
control towers, and communications stations
are included), $1,600,000.

2, We will eliminate additional services,
principally interphone and teletype rentals
required for relaying air traffic control and
weather data, and, normal replacement
equipment purchase requirements will not
be met, $900,000.

3. We shall have to decommission some
facilities presently in operation (probably
about 27 aeronautical communications sta-
tions and 10 airport traffic control towers),
$1,200,000.

Prior to finally determining which of the
facilities would be decommissioned, a care-
ful evaluation of each of the 167 control
towers and 462 communications stations
presently in service would be made, to de-
termine what relative effect eliminating
individual stations and towers would have
on the needs of military and civil aviation.
This . analysis would give consideration to
the necessary program for decommissioning
specific towers and stations. The following
is a tentative list of relatively low activity
facilities which may have to be decommis~
sioned.

Alrport traffic control towers: Reading, Pa.;
Van Nuys, Calif,; Salem, Oreg.; Bridgeport,
Conn.; Niagara Falls, N. ¥.; San Antonio
(Stinson), Tex., Pendleton, Oreg.; Fargo,
N. Dak.; 8t. Joseph, Mo.; Ogden, Utah.

Aeronautical communications stations: St.
Croix, V. I.; Green Bay, Wis.; Scottsbluff,
Nebr.; Winnemucca, Nev.. Grand Rapids,
Mich.; Madison, Wis.; Huron, 8. Dak.; St.
Joseph, Mo.; Sheridan, Wyo.; Butte, Mont.;
Fargo, N. Dak.; Laredo, Tex., Dodge City,
Eans.; Grand Junction, Colo.; Moorecroft,
Wyo.; Rapid City, S. Dak.; Hanksville, Utah;
Mullan Pass, Mont.; Sault Ste. Marie, Mich.;
Galveston, Tex.; Butler, Mo.; Casper, Wyo.;
Chadron, Nebr.; Lexington, Nebr., Water-
town, 8. Dak.; Tonopah, Nev., Ealispell,
Mont.

While these adjustments would provide
the most reasonable basis of curtailing our
regular operating programs to conform with
the House committee’s recommendations,
continued operation of the facilities listed
above is highly advisable and it should be
recognized that their elimination would
serlously interfere with services currently
provided to users of both civil and military
aircraft. In particular, the facilities listed
above are considered important to the na-
tional and the civil-defense programs.

Establishment of air navigation facilities

Budget estimate. ---cceoaaeas $37, 150, 000
House Committee allowance_.. 20, 000, 000

Reduction o cccmcacnccaaaa 17, 150, 000

The reduction recommended in this ap-
propriation will further delay the comple-
tion of the “common system" (Navy, Air
Force, and civil) of air-navigation alds., In
addition, it will seriously curtall necessary
relocation, modernization, or improvement of
certain existing communication, electronic
and visual air navigation facilities fn “"e
amounts indicated:

1. Air navigation, electronie, and visual"
aids, §9,638,203 (includes 17 precision ap-
proach radar systems, 22 high Intensity
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.approach light installations, and 162 dis-
stance measuring equipment installations).

2. Repalrs to intermediate landing fields,
 $288,7256 (required for the repair and im-
provement of emergency landing fields at
four locations, namely: Columbus, N. Mex.;
Salt Flat, Tex.; Vichy, Mo.; and Beaver
Marsh, Oreg.).

3. Air traffic-control towers and centers,
$5,003,690, (includes funds for (a) establish-
ment of four new towers at Springfield, Mo.;
Wheeling, W. Va.; Newport News, Va.; Twin
Falls, Idaho; (b) installation of 13 sur=
veillance radar equipments in towers at
Akron-Canton, Ohio; Amarillo, Tex.; Fort
Wayne, Ind.; Great Falls, Mont.; Greens-
boro, N. C.; Miami, Fla.; Omaha, Nebr.; Rich-
mond, Va.; Syracuse, N. Y., Toledo, Ohio;
Wichita, Kans.; Windsor Locks, Conn.;
Oklahoma City, Okla.; (aeronautical cen-
ter); (c) modernization and improvement
of some existing radar and radio equipments
used in towers and centers).

4, Aeronautical communications facilities,
$2,219,382 (includes funds for enlarging
certain aeronautical communications sta-
tions and to replace existing VHF air/ground
communications equipments with new and
reliable units).

The original plan was to have installation
of the “common system' completed by the
end of fiscal year 19563. The actlon taken by
the Congress on estimates for fiscal year
1951, when only $5,500,000 was appropriated
for new facilities, required moving this date
ahead to 1964, The reduction proposed by
the House committee on the 1952 estimate
will further delay completion of this system.
The Congressional Air Policy Board urged
the rapid completion of the system.

Technical development and evaluation

Budget estimate $1, 375, 000
House committee allowance..... 1, 200, 000
Reduction 175, 000

. The Technical Development and Evalua-
tion Center, located at Indianapolis, Ind.,
carries on a number of projects for the pur-
pose of developing and evaluating improved
electronic air navigation aids, aircraft safety
devices, and other projects having as their
objective the improvement of various aero-
nautical equipments, such as aircraft radio
receivers; aircraft fire prevention, detection,
and extinguishing equipment; instrument
landing systems; surveillance radar; and ap-
proach and runway lights. The reduction
made by the House committee would require
the complete elimination of at least five proj-
ects and would curtail the work to be per-
formed on six continuing projects.

Federal-aid airport program

Budget estimate. ... oc-cacaona $54, 000, 000
House committee allowance.... 35,840,000
Reduction 18, 160, 000

Our 1952 estimates were based on a pro-
gram of $21,000,000 for new projects, of which
$20,000,000 was for projects in the continen-
tal United States. Against this amount we
have requests from 255 city, county, and
State sponsors, with matching funds avail-
able, in the amount of $58,000,000 for air-
port-improvement work, all of which meet
the President's criteria for the present de-
fense-construction program. The effect of
the 3,000,000 reduction in project funds
would, of course, curtail both the number of
locations and the scope of the planned air-
port-construction projects. In addition, it
would retard work we are currently doing
with the military on the reactivation of cer-
tain airports to achieve joint civil-military
usage, $3,000,000.

The reduction of $15,000,000 in the amount
requested for liguidation of prior-year-con-
tract authority may cause some delays in
making funds available to meet authoriza-
tions already granted, $15,0C0,000,
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The reduction applied to the administra-
tive expense limitation could have been
absorbed by carrying over prior-year balances
produced by agency economies in 1951, ex-
cept that regulations recently issued by the
Labor Department, which are mandatory in
this program, require additional activities
not included in the original budget which
must be financed in 1952 at an estimated
cost of #275,000. Thus, the $100,000 re-
quested will be required or the effectiveness
of engineering supervision will be seriously
reduced, $100,000.

Reducing the limitation in the amount
transferable to “Salaries and expenses” will
curtail, by approximately 10 percent, serv-
ic's such as accounting, supply, legal, proj-
ect auditing, contracting, and payroll.
Workload in this area involves servicing the
total program on an accrual basis and is
not subject to change in direct proportion
to the new program allowance, $60,000.

Maintenance and operation of public air- .

ports, Territory of Alaska

Budget estimate____________ - $450, 000
House committee allowance.....-- 225, 000
Reduction 225, 000

This appropriation was requested for the
first year's operation of two mnew airports
constructed with Federal funds at Anchorage
and Falrbanks, Alaska, at the urgent request
of the Air Force. The action taken by the
committee was apparently based on the
premise that all facillties at the two loca-
tions would not be available for operation
during the fiscal year 1852, While it is true
that the administration building and certain
other structures will not be completed, the
runways and other basic operating facilities
are ready, and should be placed in service.
These airports were constructed pursuant to
Public Law 65682, Eightieth Congress, by the
Federal Government primarily to permit re-
mcving civil air trafic from Air Force bases
at the two locations. The Department of
Defense is insisting that civilian operations
be moved to the new airports at the earliest
possible date,

As the Alr Force bases have been operated
by Air Force personnel, it will be necessary
for the CAA to provide a new complement
of personnel to operate the new fields. The

. allowance of $225,000 will be inadequate to

hire the necessary personnel and to purchase
services, supplies, and equipment required
for the new operation. On the basis of an
evaluation just completed, it is believed that
the requirements of these two airports may
be met with an appropriation of $370,000
to cover operating costs during fiscal year
1952. :

Transport aircraft development

Budget estimate .o cooccooaaaas $600, 000
House committee alloWANCAmmacca cccceeea
Reduction 600, 000

The appropriation under this head was
submitted as the first step in carrying out
the provisions of Public Law 867, Eighty-
first Congress, which authorizes an appro-
priation of $12,500,000 over a 5-year period
which will be used for the development of
engines, airframes, rotors, instruments, ac-
cessories, and, particularly, turbine-jet and
turbine-prop-powered aircraft. It is con-
sldered essential that funds be provided for
this purpose if the United States is to regain
its position as a leader in the field of trans-
port-aireraft production and if we are to
develop to the necessary extent the vast po-
tentialities of jet- and turbine-driven air
transports for civil and military purposes.

As stated to you in my letter of July 9,
1951, this agency has improved its manage-
ment and has effected savings in personnel
and equipment so that we have absorbed
workload created by a 24.1-percent increase
in commercial- and military-aireraft opera-
tions, without over-all increases in personnel
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during the fiscal years 1949, 1950, and 1951.
However, we have now arrived at the point
where there can be no substantial reductions
in the funds programed and requested for
maintenance and establishment of airways
without corresponding reductions in our alr-
ways services and installations, which are in
use by, and necessary to, both our military
alr power and to all our civil alr industry
which is essential to our national economy.

The foregoing outlines the probable ef-
fects of the major changes made by the
House committee in the budget estimates of
the Civil. Aeronautics Administration. If
you desire further details, I shall be glad to
furnish them. -

Sincerely yours,

C. F. HORNE,
Administrator of Civil Aeronautics.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HINSHAW. I yield.

Mr. ROONEY. In this item for sal-
aries and expenses for the Civil Aero-
nautics Administration there is a total
of over $26,000,000 for other objects, in-
cluding fravel, transportation of things,
supplies and materials, equipment, and
so forth. A considerable portion of the
reduction made by the committee can be
applied to those other objects, rather
than to the operation of the Federal
airways,

Why should the cut be applied practi-
cally in its entirety to operation of the
Federal airways? Why cannot reduc-
tions be made in other activities such
as: general counsel, operation of air-
craft, executive direction, staff and ad-
ministrative services, and so forth, for
which several millions of dollars are
budgeted? I might point out to the dis-
tinguished gentleman that under the
appropriation, title salaries and ex-
penses CAA, there were over 600 vacan-
cies as of June 30, just past.

Of course, if we were to give them
all the money they requested I have no
doubt that they would find ways and
means of spending it. One method
would be to continue the wholesale up-
grading of personnel. I was amazed to
discover just the other day that during
the last 3 years they have increased the
number of GS 14’s and 15's, the generals
who are paid from $8,800 to $11,000,
from a total of 73 to 205. Between 1948
and 1951 they have almost trebled the
number of positions in the top-salary
bracket, If we choose, we can encourage
them to continue until they do not have
any privates but so far as I am con-
cerned that’s no way to run a railroad
or an airways system either. I can't
see why CAA needs over twice as many
14’s and 15’s as the FBI and seven times
as many as the Immigration and Natu-
ralization Service.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from California has expired.

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman from New York yield me
some further time?

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
five additional minutes fo the gentleman
from California.

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I have
been, of course, very deeply interested
and concerned in this subject because I
was a vice chairman of the Congres-
sional Aviation Policy Board in 1947 and
1948, a board upon which the distin-
guished gentleman from Nebraska [Mr,
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SteFan] sat. In 1947 my Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce held
some hearings on safety in air naviga-
tion. We studied the matter very care-
fully because there again arose a rash of
air accidents. ‘We discovered at that
time a very important fact not related
directly to those accidents. We discov-
ered that the Air Force, the Navy, and
the Civil Aeronautics Administration
were about to go off in three different
directions at the same time in respect to
the adoption of means to aid in air navi-
gation. It would be the same thing as
if you were to set up three separate
traffic light systems here at the inter-
section of Constitution Avenue and Penn-
sylvania Avenue, one of which the Navy
could see and nobody else could see, one
which the Civil Aeronautics system users

could see and nobody else could see, and .

the other which the Air Force could see
and nobody else could seé. That would
result in the utmost confusion and prob-
ably result in serious accidents, to say
nothing of the fact that by the adoption
of three separate systems of aids to air
navigation, you would have three very
large bills against the United States for
the establishment of these three sepa-
rate systems.

So we demanded of those three agen-
cies of Government dealing in aero-
nautics that they get together and come
up with a system that was common to
all three, so that everyone who flew
would know the signs and signals and
would know the roads. That resulted in
the establishment of a subcommittee
31-3 of the Radio Technical Commission
for Aeronautiecs. They studied the sub-
ject. They wrangled with each other.
They came up with a report and pre-
sented it to the Congress of the United
States through the Congressional Avia-
tion Policy Board, what was to be known
as the common system of aids to air
navigation and landing, and the CAA
proceeded, through appropriations made
by the Congress, toward the installation
of the equipment required to establish
that common system. It was hoped that
the transition stage of that common sys-
tem might be completely established by
1852. That was a certain target date
that was set up in the interest of the na-
tional defense when that should be com-
pleted. The system included surveil-
lance radars which could be used in con-
junction with the defense of our country
against attack by air.

Last year there was a reduction in
appropriation for the establishment of
these aids to navigation which has caused
a positponement of the completion date.
This year the CAA has come up with a
request amounting to $27,000,000 for es-
tablishment of air-navigation facilities,
including radar sets. I find in the com-
mittee’s report that they have cut that
request by $17,150,000. All that does is
postpone for a certain further period,
which could be calculated, perhaps an-
other year, the completion of this very
important system. It is important not
only to eivil aviation. It is important to
the Navy and to the Air Force and to
the deféense of our country against air
attack. It is a completion date that is
vitally important to all concerned and
should not be postponed.
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On inquiry from the Department of
Commerce, Civil Aeronautics Adminis-
tration, I learned that the reduction in
personnel items has been such that they
are unable to commission the facilities
allowed last year, let alone supply the
needed additional personnel for the year
1952. I am sure the committee did not
intend to do any such thing as that, and
that it was their zeal for reduction in
budget—and with that I cannot dis-
agree, of course—but their zeal for a re-
duction of budget, a zeal in which we
all join, that caused them to make that
reduction, which I believe to be a very
serious mistake. I would not be stand-
ing here arguing for the restoration of
funds in this budget unless I believed in
their necessity so heartily that I would
be willing to go home and defend my
action before my own people. I am sure
nobody else on this floor would take a
different position.
fend that action.

I am not going into the other argu-
ments, but there- are several things of
importance. But at this point I desire
to include another letter to me from the
Administrator of Civil Aeronautics, as
follows:

WasHINGTON, July 9, 1951,
Hon. CARL HINSHAW,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D, C.

Dear CoNGRESSMAN HinsHAw: In response
to your inquiry regarding the utilization of
CAA personnel and the relationship between
personnel, workload, and commissioning of
facilities, I am pleased to give you the follow-
ing information.

On June 30, 1249, total employment in the
Civil Aeronautics Administration was 16,677
compared with 16,718 on May 31, 1851, the
latest reporting date. In addition to regular
operating personnel, these figures include
employees engaged in the program for es-
tablishment of new and improved air navi-
gation aids and the Federal-aid airport
program.

As you know, the Civil Aeronautics Admin-
istration iaaintains and operates facilities

used both by military and civil aircraft. The

following tabulation sets forth the increase
in the major types of facilities and in miles
of airways serviced since June 30, 1949:

Deseripti Tuna o | May a1, | Jo-
escription une 30, ay 31,

1040 ' | 1951 ' [Crease
Milesofairways...._.___ €0, 213 71,850 | 11,646
Very high frequeney radio

FADREE 5ol i Tl 230 am 124
Air traflic control towers. . 158 165 7
Instrument landing sys-

0| AR T R 89 96 T
Traffic control centers. ... 30 32 2
Low frequency navigation

Algstoo e rE ety U 486 521 35
Precision approach -and

surveillanee radar._..._. 6 18 12

In those regular operating activities of the
Administration which are financed from the
salaries and expenses appropriation, actual
employment on June 30, 1949, was 14,825,
On May 31, 1951, employment was 14,796,
There has, therefore, been no increase in
numbers of operating personnel during the
last 2 years despite a substantial increase in
workload resulting from an increase of 24.1
percent in commercial and military aircraft
operations, and an increase of 18.1 percent in
CAA facilities as listed above.

We have now arrived at the point where
the operation of additional facilities and the
handling of greatly increased air traffie,
which are essential to our national defense
and to our national economy, cannot be ac-

I am sure I can de-
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complished without additional operating per-
sonnel as requested in our fiscal year 1952
appropriation estimates. The situation is
further complicated by the fact that, while
we had contemplated the discontinuance of
53 low-frequency four-course radio ranges
in fiscal year 1942, the Navigation Panel of
the Air Coordinating Committee has stated
that their continued operation is essential
from the standpoint of national defense and
civil aireraft operations. We will, therefore,
be unable, in fiscal year 1952, to discontinue
the cperation and maintenance of these fa-
cilities, although the funds required for this
purpose were eliminated from our 1952
budget estimates.

The following are other examples of in-
creases in workload which we have absorbed
without an over-all increase in personnel
from June 30, 1949, to date:

1. During the past year there has been a
considerable increase in civil airways traffic
and a large increase in military airways traf-
fic, particularly since the outbreak of the
Eorean conflict.

2, At the request of the Department of
Defense, we have materially increased the
scope of services rendered, particularly in
controlling the air space in specified air-
defense zones and in air-ground and point-
to-point communication services to military
aircraft. The cost of operating these serv-
ices during fiscal year 1951 was §1,268,000.
These dollars were made available by elim-
inating the least important civil functions
being performed, thereby obviating the ne-
cessity for requesting additional appropria-
‘tions from the Congress.

3. The National Production Administra-
tion has assigned to this agency the responsi-
bility for acting as claimant agent for air
navigation {facilities, for airport construe-
tion, for all non-air-carrier aircraft, and for
all civil aircraft parts and eomponents. This
responsibility required the establishment of
& special office to handle the work, the cost of
which was absorbed within the funds avail-
able to the agency.

To date, we have been able, through vari-
ous methods, to handle this increased work-
load without increasing the staffing of the
agency.

Considerable Improvements in efficiency
and economy resulted from a program for
improved management which was initiated
by the Civil Aeronautics Administration in
the fall of 1948. At that time, we decided
to review our organization structure to de-
termine whether it was properly established
to achieve its objectives in the most eco-
nomical manner. To help us with the an-
alysis of our organizational and general
management problems, we employed the
services of a competent management engl-
neering firm. This firm made numerous
recommendations, most of which were
adopted. We approached the problem from
the point of view that we should scrutirize
closely the manpower required to earry out
our responsibilities. Consequently at the
start, as vacancies occurred, we required a
complete review of the need for each such
position and if the position proved essential
we filled it, wherever possible, by reassign-
ment rather than by new employment, This
procedure was adopted to eliminate all nun-
essential positions and was continued in
effect for the greater part of two years. The
net result of all efforts at management im-
provement was the elimination of 446 posi-
tlons and the reassignment or transfer of
1,118 employees. Since that time, it has bean
necessary to establish 417 positions to handle
a portion of the increased workload and all
of the new facilities referred to above. By
these reductions and reassignments, the
morale of the agency has greatly improved
because each employee has a full day of
essential work to perform.

After establishing our organization as a
result of these studles, we gave attention to
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other management improvement devices.
Among these has been the inauguration of
a system of periodic appraisals of the man-
agement of our larger fleld installations.
The objective of these appraisals is to obtain
a critical analysis of the effectiveness of the
Administration’s program in the field.

To insure that we continue to obtain max-
imum results for dollars expended, the CAA
has materially tightened its budgetary re-
view processes and has installed a system of
planned work programs tu control and moni-
tor the utilization of personnel and funds.

Through these various methods, I believe
we have held the manpower and dollar re-
quirements of the Civil Aeronautics Admin-
istration at a minimum consistent with ap-
proved programs which are necessary to
American ailr power. However, as pointed
out earlier in this communication, we will
be unable to commission facilities now un-
der construction and to maintain essential
services rendered unless the increases in
operating personnel requested for 1852 are
granted. These increases recognize certain
essentlal defense services being performed
and the uecessity for increases in these serv-
ices as the National Military Establishment
grows aad as essential civil aviation in-
creases,

Your continued interest in the activities
of the Civil Aeronautics Administration is
appreciated. If you desire additional infor-
mation, I shall be glad to furnish it.

Sincerely yours,
C. F. HORNE,
Administrator of Civil Aeronautics.

The CHAIRMAN., The time of the
gentleman from California has again
expired.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
the gentleman five additional minutes.

Mr. HINSHAW. There are several
points I would like to bring out, but
here is one that I am unable to under=
stand at all:

We have a sum of money that was
requested in the amount of $600,000,
which is called transport aircraft devel-
opment. It actually comes under a bill
which we passed some time ago, that
came out of our Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce, to provide
for the testing of prototypes of trans-
port aireraft. Why did we ask for that
money? Why did the Congress author-
ize this committee to provide $12,000,000,
I believe it was, for the testing of pro-
totype transport aireraft.

Mr. PRIEST. As I recall the author-
ization at the time, that was the amount,

Mr., HINSHAW. For the testing?

Mr. PRIEST. For the testing, That
is the amount.

Mr. HINSHAW. Now, why have they
asked for $600,000 of that money? Let
me go back a little. At the conclusion
of World War II the Germans had just
got their jet-type aircraft into the air.
If they had been developed by the Ger-
mans a couple of months before they
actually were put into the air, the
chances of our propeller type fighters
and bombers being knocked out of the
sky would have been good, and the
whole course of the war might have been
changed.

Shortly after the end of the war the
British started out developing the jet-
type transport aircraff. What did the
United States do about it? Precisely
nothing, We here unanimously passed
a bill in this House in 1948 to provide
for the construction of prototype trans-
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port aircraft, which would have kept us
abreast of the world in respect to the
jet-type transport aireraft, but it did
not get passed in the other body, and
hence nothing has been done. The
British, however, went ahead and they
have spent perhaps a hundred or two
hundred millions in the development of
jet-type transport aircraft. Where they
got their money I do not know, but you
can figure that out yourself. Mr. Chair-
man, the British are now offering to sell
those jet aircraft to other nations of
the world; they are even offering those
jet type transports to our own airlines
in the United States, to say nothing of
the National Defense Establishment it~
self. Where, for goodness’ sake, have
we been all this time?

Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, HINSHAW. I yield.

Mr. PRIEST. Is it not probably true
that if we had an air navigation system
adequate at our airports that some of
our commercial lines would be having
some of those jet type aircrafts today?

Mr. HINSHAW. Certainly they

would. We are running the risk in our

manufscturing industry of finding our-
selves completely out of date in respect
to the building of jet-transport aircraft
and the entire business going to Europe,
if you please. How silly and absurd
that is. Why is that so? The reason
is that the cost of developing modern
air-transport types is so great, running
now from $25,000,000 to $40,000,000 to
perhaps $50,000,000 that there is not a
private manufacturer in the United
States who can afford risking that kind
of money on his own.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, will
the ¢istinguished gentleraan yield?

Mr. HINSHAW. If the gentleman
will give me a little more time.

Mr. ROONEY. I think the gentle-
man discussing this subject has had
ample time. -

Mr. HINSHAW,
more time.

Mr. ROONEY. The gentleman is
making so many misstatements.

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I de-
cline to yield unless the gentleman
yields me more time, and I have not
made any misstatement.

Mr. ROONEY. The gentleman does
not want to answer me.

Mr. HINGHAW. Certainly I do, but
I want sufficient time in which to do it.

Mr. ROONEY. Has the gentleman’s
time expired?

Mr. HINSHAW. Practically.

The CHAIRMAN., It has not;
gentleman has 1 minute remaining.

Mr. HINSHAW. I cannot yield if the
gentleman cannot give me more time
for I wish to use this remaining minute
in concluding my remarks.

In conclusion let me say that I find no
justification in the record for striking
out the $600,000 for transport aircraft
development. Actually the purpose is to
permit the Civil Aeronautics Adminis-
tration to borrow two B-45 jet-type air-
craft from the Air Force in order to test
the operation of such jet aireraft in and
about congested airports such as Chi-
cago, New York, and so forth, to see

No; give me a little

the
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whether or not they might be able to fit
into the traffic patterns without hazard
to slower aircraft, and other similar
purposes.

Another subject is the testing of heli-
copters. There are new helicopters that
ought to be tested in commercial op-
eration, and I do not know how it is
going to be done unless the appropria-
tions are provided.for it. At this point
I desire to include a quotation from
American Aviation Daily which sum-
marizes the Government’s basic com-
mercial helicopter policy as follows:

[From American Aviation Daily of July 20,
19561]

GOVERNMENT ADOPTS BaAsiC COMMERCIAL
HericopTer PoLicy

Continued and broadened Government
support of commercial helicopter develop-
ment and utilization has been assured by the
approval yesterday of the Air Coordinating
Committee’s report entitled “‘Federal Policy
Regarding the Development of Commercial
Transport Helicopters.” This report, in
preparation for the past 6 months, was re-
quested of ACC by the Post Office Department
to determine the advisability for further Gov-
ernment support In this field and the extent
and manner of this support.

In addition to answering the Post Office re-
quest for an objective report on helicopter
accomplishments and potential, the ACC re~
port has been adopted by the Prototype Afr-
craft Advisory Committee as the basis for
prototype development in this field.

Principal value of the document, in addi-
tion to establishing a concise and construc-
tive Government policy favoring the con-
tinued Federal support of helicopter devel-
opment, is the outlining of a proposed pro-
gram of action for each of the Government
agencies involved in helicopter activities:

POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT

1. Continued use of existing helicopter
mail services in Los Angeles and Chicago and
maximum use of such additional metropoli-
tan area services as the CAB certificates in
the future.

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

1. Continued encouragement of existing
helicopter services.

2. Bimilar services should be authorized in
other large metropolitan areas as required
by convenience and necessity.

3. 8tudy probable impact of multiengined
transpor’ helicopters on the travel market in
connection with future route pattern plan-
ning and route proceedings.

4. Continue its generally sympathetic and
promotional approach in formulation and
:f}pncatlon of helicopter rules and regula-

ons.

CIVIL AERONAUTICS ADMINISTRATION

1. Collaborate with CAB in sympathetic
and promotional approach in the formula-,
tion and application of civil air regulations.

2, Under Public Law 867 (prototype test-
ing law) request funds for testing and simu-
lated airline operation of transport heli-
copters. Such tests should take into con-
sideration the military operational expe-
rience of the helicopters.

3. Through the Technical Subcommittee
of the Prototype Aircraft Advisory Commit-
tee draft specification for one or more trans-
port helicopter types of advanced design.

4, Study communications, trafic con-
trol, navigational and landing-aid facilities
and related operational aspects of such heli-
copters.

5. Continue its study of heliport require-
ments and make appropriate provisions for
heliport construction in the Federal-aid alr-

port program.
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6. Offer airport advisory service to com-
munities which include heliport construc-
tion, maintenance, and operation infor-
mation.

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

1. Through established claimant agencies
permit purchase of a limited number of
transport helicopters by commercial airlines
for prototype testing and simuluted airline
operation when the international situation
permits,

2. Make available on loan or otherwise to
designated contractors a limited number of
transport helicopters for prototype testing
under Public Law 867.

NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR
AERONAUTICS

1. NACA should increase its emphasis on
basie rotary-wing research covering stability,
fatigue, rotor-blade sections, anti-icing, in-
strument flight, drag and power require-
ments of compound helicopter configuration
and design parameters for higher flight
speeds.

Mr. Chairman, we cannot get along
with these vitally important projects
without the interest and cooperation of
the Appropriations Committee, and par-
ticularly its subcommittee dealing with
this subject.

Mr. Chairman, under authority grant-
ed on yesterday I intend to include cer-
tain excerpts and correspondence in my
remarks.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may require.

Mr. Chairman, when he states that he
finds no justification for striking this
$600,000 request from the bill, he ap-
parently has not read the committee’s
report on the subject which reads as fol-
lows:

The budget estimate of $600,000 contained
in House Document No, 178, for expenses re-
lating to the development of improved trans-
port alrcraft is denied. It was testified that
this testing would contribute very little to
national defense, but would be primarily for
the benefit of the commercial airlines. This
type of aircraft development should be car-
ried on and financed by the plane manufac-
turers and the commercial airlines rather
than the Federal Government.

Under permission heretofore granted
me by the House I insert at this point in
the REcorp the entire testimony given by
Mr. Amos Heacock before this subcom=-
mittee on Wednesday, June 27, 1951,
which I believe will satisfactorily explain
the action of the committee in this re-
gard, )

TRANSPORT AIRCRAFT DEVELOPMENT,
WEDNESDAY JUNE 27, 1951
(Witness: Amos Heacock, representing do-
mestic nonscheduled air carriers)

Mr. RooNEY. Mr. Heacock, I have been
given to understand that you have sought
the privilege of appearing before this com-
mittee and giving us the benefit of your
views with regard to some requested appro-
priation?

Mr. Heacock. Yes, sir.

Mr. RooNEY. Which appropriation?

Mr. Heacock. The appropriation, I believe,
is for %600,000—

Mr. RoONEY. Civil Aeronautics Adminis-
tration, the turbo-jet testing?

Mr. Heacock. That is correct; the testing
program.

Mr. RooNEY. What is your idea concerning
approval of that request?

Mr. Heacock. I represent the domestic
nonscheduled air carriers, the Air Coach
Transport Association.
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Mr. RooNEY, You might, before you give
us your views, give us your background.

OBJECTIONS TO PENDING REQUEST

Mr. HEacocK. I have appeared representing
the nonscheduled air carriers of the country
in opposition to the bill, the prototype test-
ing bill involved here,

My basic objections are the objections of
our carriers—which are nonsubsidized car-
riers, as you understand—that the bill was
pre-Korean legislation, and did not take into
account the totally new and different re-
quirements of semimobilization.

It was designed at a time when we believed,
or at least the proponents of the bill be-
lieved, that they had to catch up with the
British lead, their commercial lead, in jet
aircraft. I pointed these deficlencies out
at the time and opposed the plan.

I later became a member of the Prototype
Advisory Committee appointed by Mr. Lee,
and for a while I believed that some de-
fense purpose could be served by the bill.
The crying need of the military now is for
large numbers of cargo transports and since,
as a kind of an afterthought, they provided
in the program for the development of cargo
aircraft, we hoped that we might get some-
thing in the way of defense usefulness.

However, this- appropriation, as you will
see, Is primarily concerned with testing a
B-45 bomber, to gather theoretical informa-
tion for jet-transport operation.

It was admitted during the course of the
proceedings that the information galned
would be of very limited value. First of all,
the B—45 is not a transport. It has different
wing loadings. Any stress testing for effect
on passengers from vibration, and so forth,
would only be applicable to a B-45 and not
to a comparable jet transport.

The information that the CAA would gain
as to proper and safe procedures for handling
these alreraft in traffic patterns, they will
certainly be galning through the numbers
of jet bombers that are being shuttled back
and forth on training missions,

The benefits, if any, galned for jet-trans-
port development would have to be deferred
until after this war. There is no military
authority yet that can see any Use in jet
transports and none such, except for ex-
tremely special-purpose jobs, have been
ordered because of the high cost of opera-
tion of that craft.

Therefore, if you did gain information, the
production of these transports would occur
at such a late date that the data obtained
would be obsolete.

Also, there is a heavy expense involved in
this program. I have pushed for the maxi-
mum development of the airlift reserve and
our companies right now are moving maxi-
mum loads of passengers, military passen-
gers, out of the ports of embarkation at
Seattle and San Francisco, and moving mili-
tary personnel to those ports, The military
idea is to give a forced expansion——

Mr. RooNEY. And all without subsidy pres-
ently being received by the alrlines which
carry the mails?

Mr. Heacock. That is correct; absolutely
without subsidy. Furthermore, the Army
has figured that it costs them 7.3 cents a
mile to move these soldiers by rail, including
the cost of providing the kitchens and serv-
ices such as MP's, guards, and so forth, and
the time of the men involved.

They are now moving by alr for around
425 cents per mile average; that is, 4.25
cents per air mile as compared to a surface
mile—there are a great many more of them—
at 7.3 cents.

So the Army is enthusiastic about the idea
because of the developments, projected by
Gen. J. Lawton Collins, Major General Gavin,
General Ridgway, and these airborne peo-
ple, of getting our Army airborne.

And then we had hoped that maybe we
would get some good out of this prototype
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testing bill by testing and developing a cargo
transport, to help get that into production
for this emergency.

As to my own background, I was in the
Troop Carrier Command in the last war. I
know the need for this type of transport. I
advocated in 1943 the assault-type trans-
ports, which the Army embraces today. As
a result I became liaison officer of the Troop
Carrier Command for Gen. Carl Spaatz. I
followed this development through the
Army to the present day, and there is quite
a struggle within the Army, and between
the Army and the Air Force, with the Army
demanding an assault-type of transport that
will be able to take off and land in about
500 or 700 feet, and deploy the troops right
along the battle front, instead of concen-
trating upon the long-haul huge transports
which cannot land on anything but a 6,000-
foot concrete runway.

The deficiency, as the Army points out to
the Air Force, is that when you get the
troops to an airport in Japan you have to
unload everything, truck them over to
another airplane, a C—46 or a C-47, and fly
to the southern part of Japan, and then they
transfer into a C-19, and then they get into
the battle area as best they can, and they
have to have a prepared runway.

They want a type of airplane which is go-
ing to bring up these troops from the bases
in the United States, transport them the
whole distance, and deploy them along the
battle line, because they can land on an open
field. That is the theory.

That is why I opposed this bill in the first
place, asking instead a realistic approach
toward an air merchant marine bill—an air
merchant marine bill which would build the
type of aircraft that the Army wants, and
lease them for -commercial operation, and
the lessors would pay back the cost to the
Government in leases. This could be done
as a nonsubsidized operation.

I am an operator myself, gentlemen, I
have my own company. In a year it came
to the top in the field of the Alaska office,
and has developed one of the low-cost oper=-
ations in the country. I assure you that,
with the aircraft, it is possible to develop an
airlift reserve in the United States today
completely self-sufficient, without subsidy,
of about five times the alrlift capacity that
we have today.

SUBSIDIES

Mr. RooNEY. Since you mentioned the sub-
ject of subsidy, Mr. Heacock, what are your
views with regard to separation of air mail
pay from subsidy money?

Mr, Heacock, I will speak on that tomor-
row before the Senate Interstate Commerce
Committee,

Mr. RooNEY. Will you just briefly tell us
your idea of it?

Mr. HEacock. Yes. We are in favor of
separation of subsidy, but we want to go
further than that. We believe that there is
no necessity for subsidy at all in the air
transportation system today. We have
proved it.

We have gone out and provided 4-cent-a-
mile transportation when it was said that it
could not be done. We saw one airline after
another cut their rates and make more money
at lower rates than they made at the higher
rates.

As an example, in 1949 the scheduled air
carriers had an average price of 53; cents.
With the impact of trying to compete with
nonscheduled rates, getting their coach rates
into effect, the family plans, and so forth,
they came down to an average of 5% cents
for 1950, and increased their profit.

We have established through nonsubsi-
dized operations a 3-cent-a-mile operation
between Los Angeles and San Francisco, and
we have seen two scheduled lines follow into
the path. We have seen something happen
that has haprened no place else in the world,
where 60 percent of all traffic moves by air
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between Los Angeles and San Francisco, be-
cause many people will not bother to take the
train, since it is cheaper to fly by air at 3
cents a mile.

The aircraft are for us the real method of

transportation.
They get the same revenue as a 5l4-cent-
per-mile transport in transcontinental

operations.

We have proved it can be done. We believe
that we have to have a radical disassociation
from subsidy.

If you want to put your money where it
will do the most good for developing a sound
alr transportation system, do it just like you
would in building a house. If you want to
build a house, and you find that you have
been dealing with a carpenter who was sit-
ting around on a cost-plus contract and do-
ing a slothful operation, and was not getting
the work out, you could go around and get a
group of four or five unemployed carpenters
and say, “Okay; we will finance your tools to
do the job and then rent them to you, and
you ean pay for your tools out of your pay.
If you do not prove efficient you will get
‘canned.’ ™

In other words, let us build an air trans-
portation system that way. If the carrier
is efficient and pays its leases and puts the
money back into the Public Treasury, it is
all right; if it is inefficlent it falls by the
wayside.

Since 1938 there has not been an air car-
rier fall by the wayside which kas had a cer-
tificate of public convenience and neces-
sity. . It cannot. The difference between its
revenues and its expenses is paid out of the
public purse.

We have an amazing situation In Alaska
now. There is the Alaska Service case. There
are two carrlers serving a population of only
100,000. There is Pan American and North-
west. On top of that there were two more
certificated carriers, the Alaska Airlines and
Pacific Northern. Their ton-mile costs of
operation range from 45 cents a ton-mile for
Pan American up to fifty-some-odd cents
per ton-mile for Northwest, and up as high
as 84 cents a ton-mile for Pacific Northern,
and yet those four carrlers have been de-
clared fit, willing, and able to carry freight
at 19 cents a ton-mile, just to knock out of
the picture some 13 to 25 nonscheduled air
carriers that went in there with a low-cost
operation and provided the freight at a low
price. That is the situation.

Today the cost of $6,500,000 mail pay in
that Alaska picture may well be doubled—In
the face of an offer, at least by my company,
to carry the mail up there for 81 a year, 1,000
pounds each way, and the excess to be paid
for at our common-carriage rates of 19 cents
a ton-mile plus 5 cents a ton-mile, That
kind of an operation is similar to that af air
freight operators in the United States such
as Slick, the Flying Tigers, and United States
Alrlines, who have proved they can establish,
on a nonsubsidized basis, much lower costs
of operation.

It the mail, for instance, were disassociated
from the subsidy we would be having a 4-
cent air-mail stamp and an expanded serv-
ice. The subsidy should be obsolete. It
should be a thing of the past in connection
with airline operations. It is not necessary.

Mr. Rooney. I want to assure you, Mr.
Heacock, that your remarks are, to say the
least, highly enlightening to this committee.
I think we should have heard this testimony
quite a few years back. We all would have
felt more assured of our position. Our posi-
tion has been similar to yours.

When I say “our position” I refer to both
the minority and majority members of this
committee. We are indeed grateful that you
took the time to come here today and give
us the benefit of your views on this subject.
Mr. Marshall?

Mr. MarsHALL, No questions, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr, STEFAN?
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GENERAL BACKGROUND INFORMATION

Mr. STEFAN. What is the name of your com-
pany, Mr. Heacock?

Mr. HeEaCoCcK. My company is Air Trans-
ports Associated.

Mr. STEFAN. Where is your headquarters?

Mr. HEeacock. At Seattle. That is my
company.

Mr. STEFAN. What is the name of your
association?

Mr. Heacock. Air Coach Transport Asso-
ciation.

Mr. STEFAN. What is your title in that
assoclation.

Mr. Heacock. President of the association,

Mr. STeFaN. How many people do you have
in that association?

Mr. HEacocE. We have 30 carriers in the
association at the present time.

Mr. STEFAN. A membership of 307

Mr, Heacocr. Yes, sir.

Mr. STEFAN. How many planes do they
own?

Mr. Heacock. They own from 1 to 10
apiece,
per airline.

Mr, SteFAN. Do they normally own their
own planes, or lease them?

Mr. Heacock. Both; a grgat number of
them own their aircraft and a great number
of them lease them.

The big argument that is used against us
is that we could not be in business if it were
not for surplus transports at cut-rate prices,
or if we did not lease our aireraft.

Mr. STEFAN. Have the operations of these
30 members of your association been profit-
able operations?

Mr. HEacocK. Yes.

Mr. STEFaN. The record has been that?

Mr. Heacock. Very profitable, The safety
record in the last 2 years——

Mr. SteFaN. I was coming to that. Go
ahead.

Mr. Heacock. The safety record in the last
2 years since our last accident in July 1949
has been a perfect one. That is in the com-
mon air carrier transportation available to
the general public.

Mr. STEFAN. What was the record?

Mr. HeacocK. A perfect safety record. One
and one-half billion miles with no passenger
fatalities since July of 1949, That is in the
common carrier air transportation available
to the general public. There was one acci-
dent in Florida which was a contract opera-
tion not available to the general public, one
of the high-ball operations for transporting
Puerto Rican workers.

Mr. STeFAN. Mr. Heacock, what amount of
credit do you give to the CAA facilities for
that safety record?

CAA FACILITIES COMMENDED

Mr. HEACOCK., We gave a very great credit
to the CAA. I would like to say that our
carriers represent the type of carriers that
have survived. There was a sporadic type
that would move from one place to the other
and use all the pilots they could, and de-
veloped a more or less “sloppy” operation.
But through the years that type of opera-
tion has been eliminated in favor of the
competent operator who runs along more or
less regular routes, which, of course, is
frowned upon by the CAB.

We have had the best of relations with the
CAA and the CAA has helped us to estab-
lish this safety record by working with our
maintenance personnel and working with us
at our bases of operation and helping us to
establish this record. We are grateful to
them for it. -

OTHER NONSCHEDULED ASSOCIATION

Mr. SteraN. Is there another nonscheduled
association in the country?

Mr. HEACOCK. There 1s one. It has less
than 8 members, however. It comprises
those carriers principally who are engaged
in the overseas operations such as Seaboard

I would say an average of about 3
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and Western, Transocean, Overseas National,
and so forth.

REGULATION WITHIN ASSOCIATIONS

Mr. STEFAN., How are you regulated?

Mr. HEacock. We are regulated out of
business.

Mr, STEFAN, No; I am not talking about
that. How are you regulated within your
association, to keep up a high type of air
transportation? Do you have your own regu-
lations among your own members, and are
they strictly adhered to?

Mr. HEacocK. The discipline that we have
over our own members is prinecipally being
effected now through the military contract
work.

Mr. STEFAN. That is temporary.

Mr. HEacock. Well, yes; but here is how it
works. If we see something that is wrong
with a member carrier's operation we can
call them to task because they know that we
have control over some traffic that is being
distributed through the association. In other
words, the military deals with the associa-
tion.

Mr. STEFAN. What standards do you have
for your pilots and your engineers and so
on?

Mr. HEacocK. Our pilots all have the airline
transport ratings. Individual companies
have stricter standards than others. As an
example, my own company will not have a
first pilot unless he has a minimum of 3,500
hours and unless he has spent a full winter of
operation in Alaska.

Mr. STEFAN. You have an age limitation;
physical tests and all the other tests that
regular commercial airlines have for their
pilots and copilots?

Mr. Heacock. That is correct. Every 6
months the CAA sees to it that there is an
equipment check; that the pilot is checked
to see that he is at top proficiency in the
type of aircraft that he is operating. Then
we have our company check pilots. They are
required at least every 6 months to check the
other pilots as to their proficiency and bring
them up fto date. We have our training
programs. ;

Mr, StEFAN. How about the inspection of
your alrcraft?

Mr. HeacocK. The inspection of aircraft is
handled under CAA regulations. We have
CAA inspectors; we have CAA licensed
mechanics. We have our maintenance pro-
cedures; that is, every 50 hours you are sup-
poscd to check these things and every 100
hours you are supposed to check these things.
They are the same as for the scheduled air-
lines ancC the CAA sees to it that those in-
spections are carried out.

Mr. SterAn. Your operators are familiar
with the CW communications?

Mr. HeacocK. We have found no necessity
within the continental United States for CW
ccrymunication. Voice communication is al-
most exclusively used within continental
United States. Overseas operators—yes.

Mr. SteFan. All the overseas operators use
CW or are familiar with CW?

Mr. HEacocK. I believe suciy operators as
Transocean and Seaboard and Western are
familiar with CW operation; yes, sir.

Mr, STEFAN. And are all familiar with the
new navigation aids?

Mr. HEacOCK. Yes.

Mr. STeFAN. Do any of your craft have
radar?

Mr. Heacock. No.

Mr. StEFAN. One association with which
you are not connected you say has approxi-
mately eight ships?

Mr, HEeacock. They have approximately
eight members.

Mr. SteFax. How many ships?

Mr. Heacock. They have many more air-
planes.

Mr. STeErFAN. What would you say is the
total number of alrplanes in both nonsched-
uled organizations?
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Mr. Heacnck. I believe the CAA gave the
figure at one time—

Mr, SrteranN, Does not your assoclation
know?

Mr. HeacocK. In both assoclations? No.

Mr. SteraN. How many ships are there in
yo1 = assoclation?

Mr. Heacock. Approximately 100 aircraft.

Mr. STeraN, What kind are they?

Mr. Heacock. They range from DC-3's,
through C-46's and C-54's and a sprinking of
odd types.

PERCENTAGE OF TRANSPORTATION HANDLED

Mr. STEFAN. At the outset of the Korean
war, what percentage of the airlift trans-
portation was handled by your outfit?

Mr. Heacock. Speaking of nonscheduled
carriers as a whole, the operators of non-
scheduled planes, which represent only
about 5 percent of the total lift, performed
45 percent of the Korean airlift.

Mr. STeFaN. Are you taking into considera-
tion the general commercial airlines that
wen* into this cervice? Or is that your own?

Mr. Heacock, Yes, sir.

Mr. SrerFaxy. You are taking into consld-
eration also the commercial airlines?

Mr. Heacock. Yes; we are taking them in-
to consideration.

Mr. STEFAN. As between the nonscheduled
and the scheduled airlines, what percentage
of this transportation was performed in the
defense effort?

Mr. HEacocK. You are referring to the op-
erations between the west coast to Tokyo,
called the Korean airlift?

Mr. SteFaN. Certainly.

Mr. Heacock. As I say, at the outset, it
was about 45 percent. In the meantime,
many of the scheduled aircraft that have
been relied on were taken out of the airlift,
because they c-st more to the Government;
about 2.25 cents per mile. A C-54, exactly
the same as a nonscheduled C-54, would
be operated side by slde, and one cost the
Government 2.25 cents to 2.5 cents per mile
and the other nonscheduled would cost 1.75,
So, they reduced the scheduled aircraft first
and, as a result, I believe the majority of
the Korean airlift is now being performed by
nonscheduled aircraft.

Mr. SterFaN. Coming down to this bill
which you oppose, or this appropriation of
$600,000 for the testing of jet planes on the
part of the CAA—

Mr. Heacock. I would like to make a little
clearer that I do not quite oppose it——

Mr. SteFaN. Do you perhaps fear that the
CAA will develop a jJet transport plane that
will be so effective that it might kill the
nonscheduled business; in other words, is
there something selfish about your attitude?

Mr. Heacock. No. We would jump right
into the operation, if it were capable of do-
ing it; no. Just to give you an idea, a jet
transport will be operated by Canada, per-
haps between Seattle and Tokyo and their
fa e is 8750. It is possible to take these lower-
cost transports and put them into operation
and conduct many times the business, for
a fare of §250.

We think that it is not necessary to go
in there and knock out that 750 operation,
commercially speaking. What we need is
the gquantity of aircraft at a lower-cost op-
eration, because jet aircraft is costly to op-
erate; to go into- turbo-prop transports and
develop the maximum transportation for
the least cost.

That is what the Army wants. They do
not need a luxury-type transport that will
go a couple of hundred miles an hour faster,
but at a great increase in cost.

Mr. STeFAN. So you do not oppose experi-
mentation in these jet transports, do you?

Mr. Heacock, No; useful experimentation
I would approve. I cannot see that experi-
mentation with the B-45 would be of any
value. It would just use up the funds that
might be used for the developinent of cargo
transports.
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Mr. SteFaN. As I understand it, Mr. Hea-
cock, you feel that if they start this project
by testing the B-45, by the time they get
through with that, that will be an obsolete
plane; also, they are testing an Army plane
rather than a regular transport that could
be used for commercial transportation?

Mr, Heacocr. That is right., Even if I
were in favor of jet transport development,
I would say that you are not going to get
;xiy comparable value out of testing the

45.

Mr. STeraN. Suppose this committee dis-
allowed this item, would we be doing some-
thing unfavorable to the national defense
effort?

Mr. Heacock. You certainly would not.
You would make more of the funds avail-
able for the development of turbo-prop air-
craft, cargo-type aircraft. I am very familiar
with the work that these people are doing,
the CAA. I have worked with them. They
are very conscientious people. But the
scheduled alirlines are looking to getting de-
veloped a jet-type luxury transport at com-
paratively high per-mile costs.

What the Army and what our carriers
want to see developed are cargo-type trans-
ports which are also useful for passengers at
a low passengef rate; get them developed,
because that is the crying need. I believe
that if the item were disallowed for the test-
ing of the B-45 transport and were used for
other purposes—for example, in development
of the helicopter, with which Mr. Waldo over
here has worked so closely, and which needs
extreme attention, because the Army intends
to use those as special transports, to trans-
port a squad of men from one hilltop to
another; the development of that, and get-
ting it into commercial operation would be
useful; but not the B-45.

Mr. STEFAN., Thank you very much, Mr.
Heacock. You say the nonscheduled carriers
have approximately 100 airplanes. What do
the scheduled companies have? Hcw many
airplanes do they have in gperation—about
400?

Mr. Heacock. No. I belleve somewhat less
than 10 times that.

Mr. SteFAN. I thought at one time they
had around 400 in actual operation, I think
that we had that figure from you at one
time, Mr. Lee.

Mr. Lee. That was back in 1941, I believe,

Mr. SteFaN. And they have increased their
active airplanes to how many?

Mr. LEe, Just over 1,000.

EXPANSION OF NONSCHEDULED OPERATIONS

Mr. SreFaN. Do you envision an expansion
of the nonscheduled operations?

Mr. Heacock, I envision a tremendous ex-
pansion. You just mentioned 1941. In 1951
the nonscheds alone will be transporting
over 1,250,000,000 passenger-miles, which was
the total amount that the scheduled air-
lines transported in 1941, and yet the non-
scheds in 1851 are still transporting only 2.8
percent of the passengers and 9.6 percent
of the passenger-miles of the entire total.

Mr. STEFAN. What is stopping the expan-
sion of the nonscheduled operations which
you say can be operated at a profit without
any subsidy?

Mr. Heacock. The restrictive regulations
of the Civil Aeronautics Board.

Mr. RooNEY, The CAB.

Mr. HEacock. They recently put through
an order which would have put us out of
business entirely. It would restrict us to
three trips in any ¢ weeks between any two
of the major traffic points in the country,
such as New York, Los Angeles, Miami, or
Chicago.

OPPOSITION BY REGULARLY SCHEDULED LINES

Mr. STEFAN, Are the scheduled airlines op-
posing your expansion?

Mr. Heacock. They are bitterly opposing
our expansion and are very effective through
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the CAB by putting numbers of us out of
business for alleged fregquency and regu-
larity of operation., Many have been put
out of business.

Mr. STeFaN. No further questions.

Mr. RooneY. We thank you very much, Mr.
Heacock.

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield me 30 seconds?

Mr. ROONEY, I yielded the gentle-
man 5 minutes just a little while ago,

Mr. HINSHAW, Which was very
much appreciated by me.

Mr. ROONEY. I did not like the idea
of the able gentleman getting ahead of
me. I would have yielded him 2 or 3
minutes when his time expired.

Mr. HINSHAW. Iam sure the gentle-
man would, but I wanted to make certain
that I was able to complete my state-
ment.

Mr. ROONEY. What is the gentle-
man’s question?

Mr, HINSHAW. I would like to ask
the gentleman who Mr. Amos Heacock is.

Mr, ROONEY. Mr. Amos Heacock is
the head of the domestic nonscheduled
air carriers, the competitors of the sched-
uled airlines, including the Big Four,
that have been the recipients of so many
millions of subsidy dollars of the tax-
payers’ money to keep them in business
that it is not funny.

Mr. HINSHAW. I would like to have
time to talk about that at great length.
I am sure I could convince the gentle-
man he is entirely in error. I cannot
get the time to do it, however.

Mr. ROONEY. We have discussed the
subject on previous occasions and arrived
at no agreeable conclusion with regard
thereto.

Mr. HINSHAW. Doubtlessly, and that
fact I regret.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New York has expired.

Mr, ROONEY. Mr, Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. ZaBLOCKI].

Mr. ZABLOCKI. Mr. Chairman, I
would like to return to a discussion of
the United States Information Service
in the State Department.

Mr. Chairman, I have been greatly dis-
turbed by a recent trend toward careless
criticism of the United States Informa-
tion Service. Frequently we hear that
the Voice is a Fancy Dan outfit, that it
does not hit hard, that it does not speak
in plain language. One critic went so far
as to say that the Voice of America
speaks with a mumble,

I know that the Members of this House
wish to be fair at all times. Indeed,
when the national interest is at stake—
and let us make no mistake about it, Mr.
Chairman, the national interest is at
stake—it becomes the duty of this House
to form honest judgment based upon all
the facts.

I say this because I am convinced that
a fair examination of the output of the
Information Service, particularly of the
Voice of America does not, and cannot,
support these criticisms.

I wish to make some personal observa-
tions. I have heard some of the demon-
strations of the Voice of America given.
I have visited the Voice of America in
New York. During the demonstrations
there were brought here to Washington
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and presented for the benefit of Members
of Congress and other inferested per-
sons, probably these were prepared
demonsirations, but I would like to say
that in Oetober of 1949 as a member of
the Commitiee on Foreign Affairs, I had
the opportunity to visit for a very, very
brief time in Hunegary, as a matter of
fact for just a day and a half,

That visit to Budapest was not with
any prior information fo our mission
there. They were not aware I was com-
ing and it was almest by acecident that I
was permitted to visit Budapest. It was
exactly the same time that Robert A.
Vogeler was picked up and arrested. I
was going to Budapest when he appar-
ently was leaving Hungary. I saw some
of the searching parties that had been
logking for him.

It was at that time that I had first-
hand opportunity to see the effectiveness
of our Information Service. They had
ﬁnerecephnnandagreatamuntof
interest by the people in Hungary who
had almost to take their lives in their
hands in order to seek information about
the United States.

I asked some of the people who were
at the head of this department in the
city of Budapest why they had their
ofiices on the second floor, why they did
not have the faeilities on the first floor
where the entrance would be more ae-
cessible. They told me it was necessary
that they be on the second floor so that
anybody who was trying to avail him-
self of information about America
would not as easily be picked up by the
police of Hungary. They had been doing
an effective piece of work. Similarly all
of our foreign missions in the satellite
countries have been doing likewise.
Therefore, I think if we really want an
effective United States Information
Service we can only have as effective
service as we are willing te appropriate
money for such service. If we are going
to tie the hands or give just a limited
amount of money for them to go for-
ward with their work, we ean only expect
a proportionate ameount of success.

Mr. CLEVENGER. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. ZABLOCKLI. 1 yield to the gentle-
nian from Ohio.

Mr. CLEVENGER. Is it not true that
the Hungarian Government has just
closed our Information Center?

Mr. ZABLOCKL That is true, sir, and
it points out that the Information Serv-
ice in Hungary was very effeetive, other-
wise they would not have closed it. Be-
cause the Office of Information was an
effective piece of work of information
and propaganda is the very fact why
they closed it.

Mr. CLEVENGER. Does not the gen-
tleman think that that aetion will be
followed in the other satellite countries?

Mr. ZABLOCKI. Probahbly, and for the
same ressons.

Mr. CLEVENGER. But it will prob-
ably be done in one right after another.

Mr., ZABLOCKI. That is very true,
and it is because they are effective, and
I think, because of the fact that they are
elosing these information services in the
various satellite ecuntries, we must give
more attention to the Voice of America.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

The Communists may close the deors of
our information centers, they ecan try
to jam the Voice of America and the
broadcasts we beam to those countries,
but they cannot be as effective in broad-
cast jamming as their determination to
stifle our information centers behind the
satellite countries. It is true, perhaps,
that there is room for improvement, but
whatever program, whatever undertak-
ing, there is room for improvement.

The Voice has a difficult and complex
mission. It seeks to give a true picture
of the United States and its peaceful ob~
jectives, It seeks to rally our friends
abroad, so that there will be better team-
work among the free nations. It seeks
to show those who are neutral that it is
in their inferest to joint the team. It
constantly exposes the falsehood of Com-
munist charges against us and the de-
ception in the rosy picture of Utopia put
out: by the Red propagandists.

I wish that each of us had time to see
how this job is earried out—to examine
the seripts turned out by the competent
professionals who staff the Voice. I have
been impressed, and I am sure other
Members of this House would be im-
pressed, by the manner in which pat-
terns of psychological attack are selected
and hammered home, day after day.

One of these attaek patterns ecalls for
exploiting the weaknesses and tensions
known to exist in the Soviet Union. I
am sure we can all agree this is most
impertant.

Let me call your attention to a broad-
east to Russian workers last May:

Dealing with the current economic re-
port frome Mosecow, the seript began by
noting that the Commumists devote mil-
lions of words per year to painting the
achievements of Russia and her satel-
lites. Then it pointed out, and I quote:

As time goes en we seemr to he getting
more and more words—but fewer and fewer
facts.

The Voice asked why these reports
econtained words and not faects. Let me
read from the seript again:

What are the Soviet planmers afraid of?
There is only one amswer. They must not
like the eonelusions that have been drawn on
the bhasis of the facts that have been avail-
able. Even the seanty facts revealed have
led students of the Soviet ecomomy to some
rather startling conclusions. One coneclusion
is that the Soviet worker today, in spite of
all his hard work, labor discipline, and con-
tinual speed-up, is still far down on the eco-
nomic ladder. Im fact, e has made no ad-
vances since 1928—the year when the first
5-year plan was adopted—and in some re-
spects he has lost ground. He still has mueh
less than a worker in amy other industrial
country of the world—far less than in any
one of 17 other countries.

Such conclusions are distracting to Com-
munists. And what do they do when facts
and fancy don’t agree? Black out the facts
of course.

The script then goes into a comparison
of living conditions in Russia in 1929 and
in 1951. This analysis shows that the
average Soviet worker in 1929 could buy
six and a half baskets of food per month
and that today he can buy only half that
much.

The Voice then compared this with the
situation of the average American work-
er, who could buy 12 comparable baskets
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of food per month in 1929 and today can
buy 17 and a half baskets per month.

Mxyr. Chairman, this seript is typical of
the job being done by the Voice of Amer-
iea. This is the type of program that has
been so freely criticized. Yet it does not
seem to me that it pulled any punches.
It seems to me that, when you talk in
terms of how much food a worker can
buy, you are talking in plain langauge.
I do not think you are mumbling when
Yyou come right out and say the Russians
are afraid to tell the truth about their
own country.

I have here several typical scripts
which I think bear out my argument.
I shall ask unanimous eonsent when the
Committee rises to insert them in the
Recorp, and I would urge the Members
of this House to read them, if possible,
and to form their own eonclusions.

[Special projects, Howard Maier commentary
No. 39, July 18, 1951]

TeE ErEMLIN'S NEw PEACE OFFENSIVE

Good evening. This is — —. It's quite ob-
vious to anyone who's been around for the
past couple of years that the men in the
Eremlin have embarked on a new “peace
offensive.” BEven if you disagree with their
evaluation of the naiveté of the people of
the world, you have to give them eredit for
one thing—gall—pure, unmitigated gall.

Their last so-called peace offensive—re-
member {t? The Stockholm Peace Peti-
tion—wound up with over 1,000,000 signers
of the petition charging into the Republic of
Korea, wielding swords, machine guns and
tanks. The Soviet peace offensive in Korea—
which had such laudable slogans as “push
the United Nations into the sea™—didn't
work. All the people of the world watched
the new prophets of peace as they butchered
and burned, and saw that it didn't work.
Nothing abashed, the men in the Kremlin
dectded to change their pace. Malik smiled.
Gromyko smiled. And Stalin had a new ple-
ture taken of himself receiving a bouquet of
flowers from two pretty young girl children,
And the new peace offensive was an its way.

Having lost out in the battle of arms, the
Stalinists return to their first love: The con~
ference table. Now, the free world has no
objection to the conference table, but the
Soviets have such strange methods of using
such a table. For instance, last November
the United Nations Economiec Commission
under Gunnar Myrdal was trying to explore
the possibilities of expanding East-West
trade, and, as you knew, trade between na-
tions is eften the basis for peace. At that
time, last November, the Soviets would have
nothing to do with a conference tahble in
Geneva. They refused to attend or send
representatives.

Why should they? Last November the
Soviet peace offensive in Korea was going full
swing. Soviet bullets coming out of Soviet
guns—held, of course, by Chinese volun-
teers—were bringing peace to the penimsula
of Eorea. What did they need with a con-
ference table in Geneva? But, then it was
no longer last November in Korea. Old Gen-
eral Ridgway, General Fire Power, bad come
to personally inspect the credentials of the
“peace-loving” Stalinists on the Eorean

. It was s rough imspection. The
Stalinists didn't like ft, and Malik smilec.

And now—the leopard changes its spots.
Forget what happened in Eorea, says the
Eremlin, show us a conference table, any
conference table, and we're ready to draw
up chairs. Remember that invitation, the
boys in the Kremlin say? What invitation,
the free world wants to know, there've been
so many of them; in fact, we've invited you
to anything and everything that might just

possibly ease the tenslons in the world.
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Who's talking apout easing tensions, the
Kremlin says? How naive can you bhe?
We're talking about that invitation back
last November—you know, the one to come
to Geneva and talk over expanding east-
west trade.

But, the free world says, you refused to
attend. Don't be silly, the Kremlin says,
that was only a temporary refusal—that
was last November when we were bringing
peace to Korea. Now, we want to attend.
Yes, sir; this is one leopard who changes
spots so fast they're practically fluid. Let's
take a good look at the spots as they change.

Suppose the leopard was to suddenly ap-
pear at this small conference in Geneva,
Personally, I don’t trust leopards. Besides
spots, they have great big fangs. My dear
men in the Eremlin—could it just possibly
be that your new interest in the expansion
of east-west trade might go something like
this? The east—that's you and the satel=-
lites—sell, say, grain and timber. Naturally,
the west—that's us, and mostly western Eu-
rope—would have to sell you something in
-return. And just suppose, my wily friends
in the Kremlin, that something in return
should be certain products, let us say, pro-
duets which you made good use of in EKorea.
In other words, my dear leopard, war materi-
als or the raw material from which war mate-
rial can be manufactured. Naturally, we
would not care to have Western Europe ship
you such things—not after your wonderful
peace offensive in Eorea. Then what would
we have—that wonderful leopard wanting to
bring necessary things to Western Europe
and that bad United States saying it doesn’t
think it should have them. You wouldn't
want to use a conference table for any such
purpose, would you my dear leopard?

It's not that we or any other free nation
objects to sitting down with you at any
table. It's just that you use them so pe-
culiarly. One would have to be a leopard
himself to sit down at the leopard’s table.
For instance, suddenly, recently, out of no-
where, you walked back into the four-power
conference in Berlin, Everything was going
to be fine., We'd all sit down and work out
the economic problems of Berlin. But where
were your little leopards all this time? You
know, the ones who surround the city of
Berlin. While you smiled and were most
gracious at the table in Berlin, these little
leopards were holding over 6,000 permits
which would have allowed Berlin to ship
6,000 truckloads of goods to West Germany.
8o, in frustration, the West had to suspend
the trade talks. Which, of course, gives you
the opportunity to say, “Look at those bad,
bad men; they don't really want peace.”

Ah, well; all I can say is that I'd much
prefer to do this kind of phony maneuver-
ing with you than the kind that takes men’s
lives in EKorea. But please, my dear leop-
ard, when you change your spots put up a
larger screen—the spots are beginning to
stick out all over your hide—and now, this
- , saylng good-bye, good leop-
ard rugs for the wall, and see you again.

[Program Services Section, Features Unit,
speclial commentary No. 534, Howe Ban-
croft, July 18, 1851]

LitviNov AND Sovier ForeigN PoLICy
Maxim Litvinov, once regarded as the
foremost Soviet exponent of peace and co-

operation between the U. 8. 8. R. and the

democratic world, observes his seventy-fifth
birthday this week. The Soviet press has
preserved a stony silence on the event, how-
ever. Divested of all offices, the former So-
viet Foreign Minister and Ambassador to
the United States is now living in obscurity.

The long-standing official silence on Lit-
vinov is hardly surprising. Nor is Litvinov's
removal from any direction of Soviet foreign
policy. The man who once spoke in ringing
terms against aggressor nations s sadly out
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of place in the U. 8. 5. R. of today. A cru-
sader—or even an apparent crusader—in the
cause of peaceful international cooperation
could have no possible role in the Stalinist
plans for world conguest.

Litvinov is not forgoiten in the West
however. He is remembered as the man who
pleaded for collective action within the
League of Nations to halt the menace of
Hitlerian Germany.

He is remembered too as the man who in
1933 issued a famous definition of aggression.
The first part of this definition said that
an aggressor nation is one that declares war
on another state, invades its territory with
armed forces, attacks by land, naval, or air
force the territory, vessels, or aircraft of
another state, or imposes a naval blockade
on another state.

Last August Jacob Malik, the Soviet dele-
gate to the United Nations Security Council,
read this part of the Litvinov definition of
aggression to the Council in an attempt to
prove that the United States was the ag-
gressor nation in Korea. For, said Malik,
this was just what the United States had
been and was doing in Korea.

Malik, however, conveniently forgot to re-
fer in any way to the remainder of the Lit-
vinov definition. This said that any nation
would become an aggressor through pro-
vision of support to armed bands formed on
its territory which have invaded the territory
of another state.

This omission on Malik’s part was under-
standable enough. For the North Eorean
and Chinese Communist invasions of the
Republic of Ecrea were directly instigated by
the Soviets. And, more specifically, these
invaders were supplied with arms, training,
and other support by the Soviet Union.

Even had his audience not remembered the
full text of the Litvinov definition, it still
might have been wiser on Malik's part not
to bring Litvinov's name into these discus-
slons of aggression, For, rightly or wrongly,
the free world regarded Litvinov as a barom-
eter of Soviet foreign policy. When the
Eremlin wanted to make a gesture toward
international cooperation, he was given high
authority. And his removal from such au-
thority usually presaged a renewed Soviet
policy of aggression, isolationism, and “hate"
propaganda against other nations.

It was so in 1939, when the Stalin-Hitler
pact was signed. This ran directly against
the policies with which Litvinov had been
identified and so he was quickly withdrawn
as foreign minister before the pact was
signed. Later on, in 1941, he lost his mem-
bership in the Communist Party's central
committee.

But when Hitler invaded the U. 8. 8. R. he
was again brought to the fore. He was in-
strumental in gaining material aid for the
Soviets from Britain and the United States,
and in obtaining an dlllance with Britain.
Just before Pearl Harbor he was made Am-
bassador to the United States. But even
Litvinov couldn't get the West to accept all
of Stalin’s demands, and in 1943 he was re-
moved from this post. He has remained on
the sidelines ever since.

Litvinov, however, is more than a symbol or
barometer of Soviet foreign policy. He is
also a symbol of the exception that proves
the rule—an old Bolshevik and devout fol-
lower of Lenin who yet survived Stalin’s
great purges. His escape was not due to any
clemency on Stalin's part, however, but to
sheer accident.

For during the great purge trials of 1937-
88, when his comrades were being mowed
down like wheat under a farmer's scythe,
Litvinov was foreign minister. In this ca-
pacity he was conducting delicate negotia-
tions with foreign powers, and was therefore
considered more useful alive than dead. By
the time he had finished this work the purge
had died down.
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He was somewhat more fortunate than
such giant figures of the early revolutionary
days as Trotsky, Zinoviev, Kamenev, Bu-
kharin, and Platakoy. During the purge
years they were found guilty of every Kind
of sabotage, treason, attempted assassination,
and disloyalty to the cause for which they
had worked so many years. Found guilty
along with them were a large percentage of
the leading younger Bolsheviks in power at
the time of the trials—enough high rank, in
short, to staff the upper echelon of any
government,

But although Litvinov survived, it is
doubtful if any government official ever had
his staff so thoroughly cut fromy under him
as did this Soviet foreign minister. Indeed,
when the purge died down in 1938 only two
of his men were left—Ambassador Maisky in
London and Ambassador Suritz in Paris,

All the others were rooted out. Leo
Karakhan, Ambassador to Turkey, was shot.
Bogomolov, Ambassador to China; Skvirsky,
Minister to Afghanistan; Tikhmeney, Min-
ister to Denmark; Bekzadian, Minister to
Hungary; Yakubovich, Minister to Norway;
Ostrovsky, who was with the Soviet Lega-
tion in Rumania—all were recalled and have
now vanished. Stein, Ambassador to Italy,
was removed. Alexander Barmine, Chargé
d’Affaires in Greece, and Fyodor Raskolnikov,
Minister to Bulgaria, escaped abroad.

On what might be called Litvinov’s home
front the carnage was equally great. N.
Krestinsky, his chief assistant, was sentenced
to be shot. Gershelman, his private secre-
tary, was arrested. Several other secretaries
and translators were seized by the NEVD in
Litvinov's own offices. Also arrested were
most of the department heads.

These men were replaced, not by career
diplomats or experts in foreign affairs, bug
by members of the NKVD and in a few cases
by Red army men. The entire foreign
office was brought under the sway of the
Soviet secret police—and the ennunciation
of foreign policy is now in the hands of such
men as Vishinsky, Gromyko, and Malik, And
a Litvinov who tried to sound like Malik
would not be the same man who spoke in

the League of Nations in behalf of collec-
tive security.

—

[Program services section, operations intelli-
gence, operations intelligence summary No.
6, Don Shea, July 17, 1951] "

SPECIAL REPORT: SovViET DIFFICULTIES WITH

SATELLITE HARVESTING

(Documentation will be furnished upon

request)

ANNOUNCER. The harvesting which is just
beginning in many satellite states is already
causing the Soviet regime untold difficulties,

Reports smuggled from behind the iron
curtain as well as those published by other
news sources state that Balkan peasants this
year are showing increased resistance to the
unceasing Soviet looting of their fields. It
is predicted that the situation will become
even more serious as the summer progresses.

We bring you now a summary of last week's
harvest news from Bulgaria, Rumania, Hun-
gary, and Czechoslovakia,

NareaTOR. In Bulgaria resisting peasants
and harvest workers have contributed largely
to the general unrest and violence which
have marked that satellite state during the
past few weeks.

Reports from inside Bulgaria indicate that
peasant. resistance is growing, especially
against government measures in connection
with grain deliveries to the state. In return,
according to a report from the Yugoslav news
agency Tanjug, Bulgaria 2 weeks ago banned
the free sale and purchase of all grain, beans,
and sunflower seeds. Bulgarian consumers
and producers are now forbidden to transport
these agricultural products.

But the real reason behind the order, ac-
cording to the Yugoslav news agency, was
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because even the Bulgarian state farms are
withholding quantities of their output for
sale on the free market.

The Bulgarian Soviets are also severely
hampered by the active work of internal re-
sistance groups who have now singled out
the BSoviet thievery of crops as a current
target.

In one of their latest pamphlets—which
was smuggled out to the West last week—
they bluntly declare:

“The Soviet murderers are trying to dis-
unite the farmers * * * to divide the workers
from the farmers. Bulgarians are free farm-
ers and want to remain such. Resist.”

And there is resistance.

For example:

Underground groups are reported to have
begun setting fire to Bulgarian wheat, much
of which has been marked for shipment to
Russia. According to Bulgarian refugees
in Belgrade, the wheat has been fired with
the slogan—"Not a grain of wheat for the
Soviet Union.”

The harvest news from Rumania indicates
that the harvest situation in that satellite
state has been the most violent to date.

In Rumania armed guards and militiamen
have been placed over every field to curb
unrest and assure control of grain deliveries
to the State.

But serious disturbances have neverthe-
less occurred in many localities.

Enraged peasants reportedly killed a mili-
tia captain and two militiamen in the village
of Piscul, District Gorj. Militia units
opened fire on resistant peasants at Afu-
matz, Stefanestl, and Bolintin. And at
Pagarasi three militiamen were killed by
farmers who were aided by partisans.

In order to keep news of these Rumanian
unrests from the public, it is stated, soldiers
needed in Rumanian emergency areas are
transported by air to keep the trucks off the
roads.

In Rumania, too, the need to mobilize
Rumanian peasant women for harvesting is
being stressed in an intensive propaganda
ecampaign organized by the Rumanian Demo-
cratic Women's Federation which is carrying
out “explanatory work among working
peasant women."”

And finally, from Rumania, comes the offi-
clally-announced news that more than three
hundred employees of the State-controlled
food distribution organization have been
arrested on charges of theft.

But this, state recently escaped Rumanian
refugees, is not true. The real reason for
the arrests, they declare, is because the Ru-
manian Communist Government desper-
ately needed scapegoats to quiet the popu-
lation, The people were becoming increas-
ingly resentful against food shortages
caused by inefficient collective farm food
deliveries.

In Hungary—normally a bountiful, food-
laden country—the Soviet regime is extreme-
1y worried about the labor shortage for this
year’s excellent harvest. The Ministry of
Food has already officially warned that the
enemies of the people are already trying to
frustrate the harvest work. The enemies of
the people, it is reported, are the independ-
ent farmers who are enticing the workers
from the cooperatives with bounties of ba-
con, wine, and brandy.

The newspaper Szabad Nep adds: “We
must fight against the private farmers who
are seducing the harvest workers.” And the
workers' newspaper Vilagossag declares:
“Members of cooperatives are neglecting
their farms to work for private farmers.”

Vilagossag continues to state that emer-
gency youth brigades have been formed to
meet the labor shortage. And then—with
a straight face—it adds:

“The enthusiasm of the youth increased
greatly when state security police also vol-
unteered for work as peace guards.”
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The al need for armed guards and
militia to keep workers in the fields is seen
everywhere in Hungary. And the collabo-
rationist members of the clergy adds their
bit by offering ckturch steeples to be used
as guard observation posts.

Further—in connection with Hungary's
harvest-labor problems—Iletters smuggled
into Viéenna from Budapest reveal that much
of Hungary's harvest slave labor now comes
from the thousands of exiles being uprooted
from their homes under the current Buda-
pest mass-deportation program. They are
shipped to eastern Hungary to work on col-
lective farms, where they receive little pay
and reportedly live under miserable condi-
tions.

Largest thorn in the Hungarian Govern-
ment'’s side, it is stated, are the independ-
ent farmers, who continue to hide produce
for their own use or funnel it into the free
market. But the state-controlled farms are
reportedly almost as bad—and certainly
wastefully inefficient. In this respect Radio
Budapest consistently reports that Commu-
nist state farm managers are being jailed
or dismissed for bad leadership resulting in
nonfulfillment of planned harvest targets.

In Czechoslovakia a worried Ministry of
Agriculture has also issued an official appeal
asking for public assistance to get in the
harvest.

Here, too, the independent farmers have
been plaguing the Communist government,
As a consequence the Czechoslovakian Cabi-
net is urging peasants to spy upon these
independent farmers. It especially urges
them to watch carefully for evidences of
kulak sabotage, or failure to implement de-
livery obligations. Slovak farmers were also
warned by Minister of Agriculture Durls at
a July 10 harvest festival at Velke Ulany to
“beware of the capitalistic mentality"” of the
kulaks.

But despite the warnings, peasant resist-
ance in Cgzechoslovakia continues to grow.

AnNOUNCER, You have been listening to a
speclal report concerning peasant resistance
to Soviet harvest demands in the satellite
states. Today's report has included the
latest harvest developments from Bulgaria,
Rumania, Hungary, and Czechoslovakia.

Mr. CLEVENGER. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. Apair],

Mr., ADAIR. Mr. Chairman, believ-
ing that the eventual solution for many
of the world’s ills lies in broader educa-
tion and a common understanding of
the problems of other peoples, many of
us had great hopes for the Voice of
America program. Regretfully, we learn
that it has not been satisfactory. If
that be the case, and I have no reason
to doubt that it is, then we must ask
ourselves why this program that could
have been so valuable has not lived up
to expectations. An answer to that
question may be found in the opinions
of those who have studied it carefully
over past months.

Raymond Moley, the newspaper and
magazine columnist, has written a most
concise description of the State Depart-
ment. Mr. Moley wrote on June 28,
1951:

An overwhelming majority of Americans
have lost confidence in the State Depart-
ment, and there must follow from this a
general disbelief in what the Department
says. It is ridiculous, therefore, to call the

voice of the State Department the Voice of
America,

Mr. Moley goes on fto point out the
great damage to our cause from the sus-
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picion directed to the State Department
from all sides.

This lack of confidence at home—

He says—
is exactly what the Soviet will use to dis-
credit all propaganda from that source.

Mr. Moley also pointed out the simil-
arity of the Office of War Information
during World War II and the Voice of
America at present. Both were attempt-
ing to promote wrong policies. During
World War II, Moley said:

The more we talked to the people of the
enemy countries, the more determined they
were to fight to the end. Something of the
sort is likely to be true of the present broad-
casting of the policles of the State Depart-
ment.

Mr. Moley was one of the founders of
the New Deal and worked intimately
with President Roosevelt during its early
years. As an Assistant Secretary of
State during that period he is not un-
familiar with the State Department.
We should heed his warning about the
price this country is paying in letting
the voice of the State Department mas-
querade as the Voice of America.

In this country we want and need a
true and valid Voice of America pro-
gram. It is fundamentally important.
But, it is also very necessary that it be
the real Voice of America and not the
voice of the State Department.

Mr. PRESTON. Mr. Chairman, I

‘yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from

Alabama [Mr. BATTLE].

Mr, BATTLE. Mr. Chairman, in the
last few days there have been a lot of
attacks and insinuations on the person-
nel of the Voice of America. Now, it is
a good old American custom to present
both sides of a question. I do not agree
with everything that Ed Barrett has
said. I do not agree with everything
that has been done by the Voice of
America, by the State Department, by
the Defense Department, or even by the
Congress of the United States. But I do
know that Ed Barrett is a friend of mine,
and that he has done a good job.

I have visited the Voice of America in
New York, and I was amazed at the
magnitude and the scope of the under-
taking of the Voice of America. I think
we must realize that this program just
recently started from scratch, and that
much has been done even though much
more can and must be done. Our criti-
cism should be tempered by the facts
and it should be constructive.

Mr. Chairman, I am happy to say a
kind word for my friend Ed Barrett, the
Assistant Secretary of State for Public
Affairs.

The name of Barrett means a lot to
us in Alabama. In case you do not know
it, Secretary Barrett’s father was for
many years editor and publisher of one
of our great newspapers, the Birming-
ham Age-Herald. He was very highly
thought of throughout the State. :

The present VOA boss was born in
Birmingham. He went North to school,
but after prep school and Princeton, he
came back to Birmingham and began
his newspaper career on the Birmingham
News.
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Alabama lost him after that, but we
have followed his career with pride.
When he left his job at Newsweek to
accept his present post at State we felt
Newsweek’s loss was State’s gain, We
knew he was going to make a success
of the new job as he had of the old.

I do not know of any better yardstick
by which to judge that success than the
increasing venom of the attack being
made on the VOA program from the
other side of the iron curtain. A man
may be known by his friends, but he is
also known by his enemies. Secretary
Barrett has made some very fancy
enemies in the Kremlin gang., I think
all of us honor him for those enemies.

However, despite all these attentions
being bestowed upon him and his pro-
gram by the Moscow boys, Secretary Bar-
rett has remained a very modest man.
He tells me VOA’s mounting success is
due to his team, the men and women
working under him at State on either
the domestic or foreign information
program.

I like that in him, but we all know
even the best team has to have a good
captain to go places. And VOA has
gone places. Make no mistake about
that. It has gone, and is going, into
literally hundreds of millions of homes
in Europe, Asia, the Middle East, Latin
America, and perhaps most importantly
of all, Soviet Russia and her satellites.

Slowly at first, but with increasing
tempo over the past year or so, the Voice
of America is carrying America’s mes=-
sage to the world. Under Ed Barrett's
expert generalship the radio, movies,
magazines, newspapers, and television
are playing their part in this global bat-
tle for the minds of men.

This is a new kind of attack for the
United States. Russia long ago saw the
value of this kind of warfare. She had
the jump on us when we got into the
game, No doubt about it. TUsing the
technique of the big lie and the little
lie—any kind of lie—she had rolled her
propaganda batteries into place almost
before the smoke of World War II had
settled.

It took us some time to wake up. But
we did wake. Do not forget that. And
our attack, which is founded on truth
rather than falsehood, is being effective.

Listen to this. A lefter smuggled out
from Siberia and received by VOA ftells
about the punishments the Russians
inflict on anyone caught tuning in on
the Voice.

But everyone listens—

The letter declares.

The commander of a concentration camp
listens, the director of a plant listens, the
chairman of a collective farm listens. And
if they listen other people do the same or
learn from them. People young and old
listen. They meet in groups, post guards
and later spread the news everywhere.

Ed Barrett has thousands of letters
similar to that one.

To me that spells success for a boy
from Birmingham and his team. It tells
me that they are doing their job.

Mr. Chairman, I have asked Mr. Bar-
rett about the question of information
policy guidance on our foreign informa-
tion program, and I would like to give
his reply to the membership at this time,
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w!n" GUIDANCES ARE NECESSARY

When the foreign information pro-
gram was established in accordance with
the United States Information and Edu-
cational Exchange Act of 1948, it was
conceived largely in terms of winning
friends abroad. The worsening interna-
tional situation brought about a cor-
responding change in the information
program, placing less and less emphasis
on winning friends and more and more
emphasis on influencing people abroad.
This resulted from a realization that it
was not adequate merely to disseminate
information in order to increase knowl-
edge and understanding of the United
States, its peoples and policies. What
was required instead was a carefully
planned and skillfully conducted infor-
mation campaign to foster abroad the
attitudes, behavior, and actions which
would further the foreign policy objec-
tives of the United States. In the con-
duct of the program, therefore, the art
of informing assumed a role secondary
to the art of persuading.

This program is popularly known as
the Campaign of Truth. Presenting the
truth, as we understand it, means a
great deal more than the mere report-
ing, willy-nilly, of facts. Truth is not
only the presentation but also the inter-
pretation of facts and ideas. Although
the presentation of facts and ideas often
reflects the truth, the presentation of
facts and ideas without interpretation
can also create false impressions. In
accordance with this reasoning the for-
eign information program not only pre-
sents facts and ideas, but also supple-
ments this presentation with an inter-
pretation of their significance in the
present world scene., It is this presen-
tation of facts and ideas in perspective
which creates the reactions that further
the foreign policy objectives of the
United States.

In a sense, although the analogy can-
not be labored, the foreign information
program is comparable to a newspaper.
By and large, facts and ideas are pre=-
sented in the news columns merely for
the purpose of informing the public. But
in the editorial column of the newspaper
these facts and ideas are interpreted ac-
cording to the policies of the newspaper
with the objective of influencing public
opinion. However, since the newspaper
does not maintain that its interpretation
is the only legitimate interpretation, it
also publishes by-line columns, plus let-
ters to the editor, which present other
interpretations of the facts and ideas
covered in the news columns. It might
be added that each of these interpreta-
tions, however much it may differ from
the others, is in the opinion of the writer
the truth.

The information program of the
United States has its news columns in
the form of newscasts, wireless bulletins,
and similar material. As in the case of
the news columns of the newspapers,
these presentations are straightforward
and objective. It is, of course, impossible
to achieve complete objectivity in the
news columns of a newspaper, in a VOA
newscast, or in any other news presenta-
tion. Different writers select different
facts for emphasis, not through design
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but simply because they see the subject
differently. Moreover, the placement of
an item in the newspaper or in a radio
newscast has a bearing upon its impact.
But the information program, like the
newspaper, also has its editorial column
in which it interprets facts and ideas in
accordance with the foreign policies of
the United States Government in an
avowed effort to influence public opinion
abroad in ways that will be helpful to
the United States. This editorial column
includes commentaries on the VOA,
pamphlets, motion pictures and other
materials.

Again, to carry the analogy further,
the foreign information program does
not present its opinions exclusively but
also presents, in round-ups of editorial
comment, in reports of debates in the
Congress and elsewhere, in speeches and
statements, the opinions of many others
as well,

The information program cannot
present the opinions of the executive
branch of the Government alone. To
do so would be to create a false impres-
sion. It would also negate one of our
fundamental—and, to foreign audiences,
one of our most appealing—freedoms,
the freedom to differ, : =

For these and other reasons we pre-
sent as complete a picture as we can but
in ways that will achieve maximum gain
from what is favorable and minimum
loss from what is unfavorable. Deter-
mining these ways is a complicated
problem that cannot be left to the cas-
ual judgment of any person who hap-
pens to be writing a seript or story or
pamphlet. It must be done by experts
who understand the techniques of in-
fluencing mass opinion, who have a
wealth of background information not
available to all operators, and who-
understand the target audiences. But
since these few experts cannot prepare
all of the material disseminated, their
understanding and know-how must be
transmitted to the operators. This, in
essence, explains the necessity for In-
formation Policy Guidances.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr, McVEY].

Mr. McVEY. Mr. Chairman, the hill
under consideration today, H. R. 4740,
proposes that we spend $85,000,000 on
the Voice of America programs. It is
this project in this appropriation bill to
which I wish to direct our attention at
this moment.

We have been told repeatedly that
one of the aims of the Voice of America
is to expose communism as a diabolical
fraud and to convince the peoples of the
world of the superiority of our free dem-
ocratic Government.

But just listen to this statement that
was broadcast by Norman Thomas on
the Voice of America on November 16,
1950. Thomas said that communism “is
police-state capitalism at its worst.”
Thomas was asserting that communism
is a form of capitalism and that the two,
therefore, have a great deal in common.

Mr. Thomas, the leading Socialist in
this country for many years, was try-
ing, of course, to disown communism be-
cause he is embarrassed by the fact that
communism is the Marxist twin of so-
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cialism. Thomas was attempting fo link
communism with our free enterprise
system—the system he is out to re-
place. I hardly need point out that it
is this same free-enterprise system that
the Socialist countries of the world keep
coming to beg for aid.

Here is another statement by Thomas
on the Voice of America:

I, and all Socialists, would oppose any ef-
fort to reinstate Chiang in China.

On that one, Thomas really let the cat
out of the bag. This Government’s offi-
cial position is supposed to be to sup-
port the legitimate government of China,
which is the one headed by Chiang. Yet
here are Thomas and the Voice of Amer-
ica telling the world we do not mean it—
that we- have no use for Chiang's
government.

What is the alternative to Chiang'’s
government? Only the Red government
that has been making war on us and the
other United Nations for 9 months.
What has Thomas to say about that
Red government? Just this:

No ald or recognition should be extended
to Red China or Fascist Spain or Tito's Yugo-
slavia except under certain conditlons, one
of which should be a pledge not to try to
impose their totalitarian ideoclogy by force
upon neighboring lands.

There we have Thomas openly dis-
cussing the possibility of handing out
aid to the very Chinese Communists who
are the sworn enemies of America. All
that Thomas requires, apparently, is a
promise that the Chinese Reds will con-
fine their killings to anti-Communists
in their own land.

I ask the Members of this House to
consider the effect of a message like this
one on the patriotic, freedom-loving
Chinese guerrillas on the mainland, who
are daily risking their lives to harass
the Communists and bring liberty back
to their country. What must they think
when they hear the United States Gov-
ernment’s official radio berating their
legitimate government and discussing
the Communists in the friendliest of
terms? What must American soldiers
in Korea think when they hear the
United States Government radio dis-
cussing the possibility of giving hand-
outs to the Reds?

The Voice of America is not a de-
bating society. It is supposed to be
exactly what its title says—the official
spokesman for this country, but the peo-
ple of the United States have shown in
election after election that Norman
Thomas is not the one they would choose
as their spokesman. Norman Thomas
is entitled to hold all the Socialist views
he pleases; but Norman Thomas is not
entitled to promote socialism in other
countries on our own Government’s
radio. Nor is the State Department en-
titled to assist in promulgating the left-
wing line.

Broadcasts such as this cause me to
look with suspicion upon the manage-
ment of the Voice of America. One is
constrained to feel that the best service
they could render the country would be
to resign and let the Voice become the
true Voice of America.

What is the difference between com-
munism and socialism? Their end ob-
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jectives are the same: socialism, com-
munism, naturalization, or whatever
you choose to call it means in the end
the same absolute control by a central
government and the regimentation of
a people.

Now what is the Voice of America?
The people of other nations would like
to know; they are confused. They can-
not understand why we fight commu-
nism abroad and protect it at home; they
do not understand why we protest so
loudly against socialism at home and
support it in Great Britain; they can-
not understand why we figcht commu-
nism in Korea and lend aid to it in Yugo-
slavia.

What is the true Voice of America?
It is time we find the answer to that
question before we spend another $85,-
000,000 in a venture of this kind. The
place to begin such action is right here
in the Congress of the United States.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Illinois has expired.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may require.

Mr. Chairman, we have just heard
another one of those speeches I have
been talking about. I understand that
up in the Press Gallery they have 4 pile
of hand-outs this high. Those speeches
have been prepared in a certain central
place and all directed to various and
different points in the Voice of America
program. Up to now I think we have
satisfactorily answered every one of
them. Insofar as the last speech is
concerned, I feel that I must point out
that Norman Thomas is known to mil-
lions of Socialists and labor groups
around the world for his courageous
anti-Communist stand. Whether we
agree with them or not, many of the
countries to which the Voice of America
broadeasts have important Socialist par-
ties and populations. Some of these
people have tended in the past to try to
collaborate with the Communists, espe-
cially in Eastern Europe. Those are the
people we want to get to; those are the
people who must be awakened. As an
American, and conceding that we do not
agree with his socialistic ideas, Norman
Thomas helped the Voice of America to
do that job.

In one of his broadcasts Thomas
made a direct appeal to the North Ko-
reans:

The Kremlin has left us no choice but to
meet armed aggression with armed defense,
I also want to express my deep and abiding
sympathy with the 800,000,000 victims of
Communist dictatorship in the Soviet Em-
pire, and with those now threatened by the
world-wide Communist conspiracy.

I who tell you this am myself a Soclalist.
I have been a sharp critic of many things
in my own country that I want to change.
But no American wants anything in Eorea
except peace for free people. We want noth-
ing but the end of a war which has caused
the needless loss of blood.

Our sons fight for one reason and for one
reason only—to stop Dictator Stalin’s march
to world-wide conquest, using you North
Koreans as his dupes and tools,

In another one of his Voice of Amer-
ica broadcasts, speaking as a Socialist,
he answered a resounding “No" to the
question “Is America an imperialist
power?”
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has
consumed 2 minutes.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, what
is the situation with regard to the time?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from New York [Mr. RooNEy] has 43
minutes remaining. The gentleman
from Nebraska [Mr. STeFaN] has 25 min-
utes remaining,

Mr. ROONEY. I yield to the gentle-
man from Georgia [Mr, PreEsToN] such
time as he may require.

Mr. PRESTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at that point in the Recorp fol-
lowing the remarks of the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. ARMSTRONG].

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Georgia?

There was no objection.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, am I
correct in assuming that the gentleman
from Nebraska [Mr. Steran] has suffi-
cient requests for time to consume his
entire 25 minutes?

Mr. STEFAN. Does the gentleman
have sufficient requests to consume his
45 minutes?

Mr. ROONEY. We do not expect to
use the 45 minutes.

Mr. STEFAN. Will the gentleman
yield some time now?

, Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
15 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. BENTSEN],

Mr., BENTSEN. Mr. Chairman, for
years those of us who have worked to
harness one of nature’s greatest re-
sources, water, have been attacked by
some as promoting pork-barrel projects.
But every so often nature takes steps to
prove the worthiness of our endeavors,
The terrible havoc of floods in Missouri
and Kansas last week has eclipsed the
writings and voices of those short-
sighted opponents to such legislation.

Along the Rio Grande we, too, are faced
with the problem of averting the dam-
ages of floods. In the arid lands of
south Texas dams controlling the water
flow serve a multiple purpose. The
damages of flood are averted, power is
generated, and life-giving powers of
water are fully utilized to bring into
bountiful productivity some of the coun-
try’s most fertile soil.

Through the cooperation of the Con-
gress, the Appropriations Committee,
and particularly the understanding and
help of the able chairman of the Inde-
pendent Offices Subcommittee, the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. RoomeYl,
great strides have been taken in this co-
operative effort with Mexico to utilize
and control the waters of the Rio Grande.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BENTSEN. I yield.

Mr. ROONEY. I wish to say to my
distinguished friend, one of the ablest
Members of the House, in connection
with the appropriations for the Inter-
national Boundary Commission, United
States and Mexico, particularly in regard
to the Falcon Dam, that his great infer-
est and convincing advice to this com-
mittee with regard to appropriations
therefor has resulted all along in past
years in the committee going along 100
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percent in such appropriations. I be-
lieve I bespeak the thoughts of every
member of the committee on both the
majority and minority sides when I say
that each year when we appropriate for
the completion of the Falcon Dam we
advance sufficient funds so that the
progress of the project is not in the least
interfered with; and I say this is due in
great part to the interest and the con-
vincing advice of the gentleman from
Texas. . I

Mr. BENTSEN. I thank the distin-
guished gentleman for those very kind
remarks. They are somewhat embar-
rassing, but I enjoy them.

Mr. KEATING. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. BENTSEN. I yield.

Mr. KEATING. It is not clear to me
from the record and the bill itself, and
perhaps the gentleman can clear it up,
or the chairman of the subcommit-
tee—Am I correct that this provision for
construction on page 9 of the bhill is
entirely new?

Mr. BENTSEN. No; that is not correct.

Mr. KEATING. The report shows for
this item of construction an increase of
$12,700,000 over last year.

Mr. BENTSEN. That is because the
construction is in full swing now.

Mr. KEATING. In other words, last
vear it was just getting started.

Mr. BENTSEN. Yes. The origindl
treaty went into force in 1944 between
the United States and Mexico, but the
preliminary work of drawing plans and
the working out of negotiations with
Mexico on a division of the cost have
taken this much time.

Since the beginning of my tenure in
Congress, funds have been appropriated
by Congress which has resulted in the
beginning of an international dam at
Falcon on the Rio Grande. This is a
magnificent example of how two democ-
racies can work together to develop the
resources of their countries as the costs
and construction are shared between
* Mexico and the United States.

Mexico has shown even more vision
than this country in developing this
natural resource. The joint efforts are
undertaken under the treaty entered
into between the United States and Mex-
ico in 1944.

This treaty provides for additional
dams needed to fully harness the river.
One of such dams is a small flood-con=
trol and diversion dam, costing approxi-
mately $6,000,000 located at the Anzal=
duas site. The cost to the United States
would be approximately $3,000,000 for
its half. In anticipation of the United
States completing its part -of the bilat-
eral agreement, Mexico has constructed a
huge multi-million-dollar gravity canal
to the point where the Anzalduas Dam is
expected to be constructed. This Mexi-
can canal is scheduled to be completed
this month, but as yet the dam which
would help control damaging floods and
divert the water into the canal for a
useful purpose is not built, has not been
commenced, nor even had the money
appropriated for it by this country.

Mexico is anxious for its early comple-
tion, has authorized it, and has the funds
set aside for its construction.
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Now as to the main reason for my
speech, “Why the United States has yet
to fulfill its part of the agreement.”

It is my understanding that the State
Department has held up granting a fa-
vorable report on the project to the Ap-
propriations Committee for its consid-
eration on the grounds that the con-
struetion of this small international dam
would violate the President’s policy gen-
erally prohibiting new construction that
is not for defense projects. I think that
generally the President’s directive is a
wise policy, but as in most over-all di-
rectives there are instances in which it
is not only not practical but in actuality
does not achieve the objective to which
it is directed. In instances such as this,
judgment and common sense must be
used in exercising such directives.

First, this is not a new construction,
within the meaning of the President’s
directive, but is simply a part of the
lower Rio Grande flood-control project
and has always been in the plans for
that project.

At the joint meeting of the Interna-
tional Boundary and Water Commis-
sion between the United States and Mex-
ico in 1932 this plan was outlined in
detail. As revealed in the engineering
report, the original plan of the lower
Rio Grande flood-control project con-
templated two diversion dams to divide
the floods in the Rio Grande about
equally between the two countries so as
to restrict the flow in the lower reaches
of the river. The original plans for this
project were approved by both Govern-
ments, except that the Government of
Mexico withheld approval of the con-
struction and operation of the proposed
diversion structures pending an agree-
ment regarding the division of the
waters of the river between the two
countries. The treaty between the
United States and Mexico dated Febru-
ary 3, 1944, resulted in that anticipated
agreement.

Without a diversion dam built at
Anzalduas, the floods of the Rio Grande
will flow on down the river to a highly
damaging extent. Heretofore, these
floods have resulted primarily in dam-
age to Mexican lands since the levee
system on the Mexican side was not as
substantial as that on the American side
and was inadequate to cope with these
floods. Now, however, with increasing
developments in Mexico the Mexican
levee system has been improved and
strengthened so that floods reaching the
river channel in the vicinity of Browns-
ville, Tex., will damage lands and struc-
tures on the United States side as well
as on the Mexican side.

Both in fairness to Mexico, in order to
protect lands in the United States, and
in living up to our contractual agree-
ment, it is necessary to provide the
agreed effective diversion of the flood
waters before they reach the lower
reaches of the river. This can be ac-
complished only by a diversion dam at
the Anzalduas site. The plan has been
modified to result in a substantial sav-
ing over the original plan which called
for two such diversion dams. Since
this was an agreed project with Mexico
many years in advance of the President's

JULY 24

directive against construction of new
projects, it does not come under the new
project classification.

Now as to the practical effects of this
directive if it is used to delay the con-
struction of this essential dam. It will
be injurious to our good relations to
Mexico. They have spent many millions
of dollars constructing a gravity canal
on their side of the river in anticipation
of the dam’s construction with joint par-
ticipation with the United States. Fur-
thermore, it is my understanding in any
event, even should the United States fail
to live up to its part of the contract, and
thereby incur Mexico's ill will, Mexico
intends to build the dam without United
States participation. This is a right
which Mexico has under the treaty.

However, if the United States unrea-
sonably delays the construction of the
dam and does not participate in it, it
will be designed entirely for Mexican
irrigation use and will not be available
for the use of the United States as a
flood-control dam. Furthermore, should
the fertile Rio Grande Valley on the
United States side decide to construct a
similar gravity canal to that which has
been constructed in Mexico, they would
be unable to use it for diversion purposes
and would be forced to go to great addi-
tional unnecessary expense by building
another dam whereas the one now con-
templated could serve both sides and all
purposes,

One of the purposes of the President’s
directive is assumed to have been to curb
inflation. Yet this country, through the
Export-Import Bank, has already set up
a credit for the use of Mexico in the con-
struction of their part of the dam, and
Mexico has indicated that if we fail to
live up to our part of the agreement, they
will supplement that sum with sufficient
money to build the entire dam. There-
fore, whether or not we join, as we are
obligated to do in the construction of this
dam, will have no effect on the additional
money being expended, this country
finanecing the project, and the objective
of an inflation curb on this project is
nullified.

Another important objective of the
President’s directive was to save on ecriti-
cal materials. Yet, since Mexico intends
to build the dam in any event, the ma-
terials will be used and therefore once
again in practice the directive is not
effective on this project. Many of the
critical materials will unquestionably
come from this country.

In summation, if the State Department
continues to refuse to issue a favorable
report on the project because of its be-
lief that its construction should be
stopped by the President's directive
against the construction of new projects
not pertaining to the defense effort, then
the dam will be built by Mexico regard-
less. We will have failed to live up to
our agreement, no critical materials will
be saved, inflation will not be curbed, the
United States will finance its construc-
tion, and United States tax payers will
be denied the benefit of its use.

I have taken this opportunity to ad-
dress the House to ask their assistance
on the project and the assistance of the
Appropriations Committee should the
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Senate decide to appropriate the neces-
sary funds for its construction or should
the State Department decide to exercise
common sense and good judgment in
applying the President's directive on
new projects and issue a favorable re-
port on the project.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may desire to the gen-
tleman from Montana [Mr. D’EWART].

Mr. DDEWART. Mr. Chairman, I
have been very much interested in what
the gentleman from Texas has said in
rezard to the international boundary sit-
uation in Texas. We have similar prob-
lems in Montana in connection with the
boundary between our country and
Canada.

In our case the agency concerned is
the International Joint Commission. It
has jurisdiction over all waters that arise
on or cross over the boundary between
the United States and Canada.

I often feel that these organizations
do not receive all of the support and.
encouragement to which they are en-
titled. Their work is not done in the
limelight of publicity; nor does it con-
cern matters that make headlines. It
is, however, one of the most important
contributions that is being made by any
agency toward the betterment of rela-
tionships between the United States and
Canada and the development of resources
for the mutual benefit of the two nations.

Much credit for the success of the
International Joint Commission is due
the Honorable A. O. Stanley, who is
chairman of the United States section
of the Joint Commission, a former dis-
tinguished member of the Senate. His
colleagues, Mr. Roger B. McWhorter, of
the Federal Power Commission, and Mr,
Eugene W. Weber, of the Corps of Engi-
neers, are unusually capable men. They
are doing a good job of representing our
interests.

In the case of references now before
the Commission affecting waters of great
importance to Montana, I find that our
Commissioners are handicapped to some
degree by the fact that the Dominion
Government and the governments of the
Provinces are pushing ahead with con-
siderable speed on vast new projects to
make beneficial use of water resources.
Our own program because of the war
effort has been so curtailed that we are
not able to match the Canadian prog-
ress. There is considerable danger that
we will find that our delay is costing us
the use of some of the waters to which
we are entitled. This situation compli-
cates the work of Senator Stanley and
his colleagues, but I am able to report
that they have conducted the negotia-
tions with great tact and have endeav-
ored to safeguard our interests at all
times.

A definite agreement has been made
in the Belly-Wharton reference that no
new use of the water after the date of
the reference will be considered as bind-
ing in any way upon the ultimate deci-
sion of the Commission. This agree-
ment is good as far as it goes, but the
Canadians are far ahead of us in mak-
ing programs for the beneficial use of
the water of these rivers and, if our
rights are not further protected, this
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construction will result in difficulties in
the future.

In the case of the Libby project, the
Canadians have made unwarranted de-
mands upon us that should be opposed
by the American section of the Inter-
national Joint Commission.

The Commission needs the support of
Congress in the effort it is making to
protect our rights in these international
problems, and I am sure that support will
be forthcoming.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1¢ minutes to the gentleman from
Washington [Mr. Mackl.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. MACK of Washington. I yield to
the gentleman from New York.

Mr. ROONEY. I want to congratu-
late the gentleman. He is the first gen-
tleman on the minority side to walk
down to the well of the House today
without a mimeographed speech in his
hand.

Mr. MACEK of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, the very able gentleman from
Nebraska [Mr. STeEFAN] yesterday, in a
very eloguent and most informative
speech revealed some most enlightening
and startling facts and figures on the
cost of our American State Department
and on its failure to make real progress
in the fight against Communist ex-
pansion,

The gentleman from Nebraska said
yesterday that in 1938 there were ap-
proximately 5,000 employees on the pay-
rolls of the State Department. Today,
12 years later, there are almost 29,000
employees in this Department. This is
a fivefold expansion in number of em-
ployees in a brief 12-year period.

The gentleman from Nebraska pointed
out that in 1938 the total cost of operat-
ing the State Department was less than
$20,000,000. For the coming year, the
State Department has asked for appro-
priations totaling more than $283,000,-
000. The money asked for operation of
the State Department during the com-
ing year is almost 15 times as was re-
quired by that Department 12 years ago.

Furthermore, between 1939 and 1951,
our country has given in gifts and grants
to supposed and potential allies in Eu-
rope and Asia more than $101,000,000,-
000 of American taxpayers' dollars. This
is equivalent to $700 each for every man,
woman and child in our country and to
$2,800 for each average family in the
Nation.

Most of this give-away program and
all of this huge expansion of payrolls
and costs in the State Department was
done on the claim that it would restrain
the expansion of communism.

We, of the Congress, have the duty of
inquiring, Has the State Department
done a good job with these scores of
billions in restraining the expansion of
communism? Let us look at the record.

In 1945 there were 179,000,000 people
in the world who were under Commu-
nist domination. Today, 6 years later,
after vastly expanding the payrolls and
the spending of the State Department
and after throwing scores of billions of
dollars of taxpayers’ money all over the
world, there are 790,000,000 people who

8797

are under the control of Russian com-
munism.

This record must force any thoughtful
citizen to the inevitable conclusion that
our State Department, as now consti-
tuted and as it has been constituted
during recent years, has made a com-
plete and utter failure of curbing the
spread of communism. It has talked
much but accomplished little. The more
Congress has given to the State Depart-
ment to spend and the more it has spent,
the faster communism has spread and
the stronger communism has grown.
Surely such a record reveals the record
of the State Department as one of com-
plete failure.

Because of this record of State De-
partment failure in the mission to re-
strain the expansion of communism; the
Congress should employ every means at
its disposal to express to the President
and the country its lack of confidence
m_the present State Department leader-
ship. Because of the State Department’s
continued and repeated failures to curb
the spread of communism, the Congress
should, by its action on this bill, ex-
press to the President that the State
Department should be reorganized in the
hope that under more able and more re-
alistic leaders we can accomplish what
the present State Department leaders
have failed to do.

'I'he:re will be amendments offered to
this bill which will be designed to express

‘the disapproval of Congress to present

State Department leadership. I shall
vote for such an amendment because I
am convinced that only by a reorgani-
zation and thorough house cleaning of
the State Department can we adequately
protect the security of the American
people.

In a critical time such as that in which
we now live we must have the best State
Department that can be obtained. We
cannot afford to trust the security of our
people to a foreign affairs leadership
which has piled failure upon failure.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
10 minutes to the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. PRESTON].

Mr. PRESTON. Mr. Chairman, I
have a very high recard for the able
gentleman from the State of Washing-
ton [Mr. Mackl, who just spoke. He is
a fine Representative and he is my very
warm friend. But, I am quite surprised
that we would charge the State Depart-
ment with the responsibility of the
existence of 700,000,000 Communist
sympathizers in the world today. I do
not know what the Republican Party
and the Republican Members in Con-
gress expect of the State Department
‘but apparently they expect the State
Department to force the thinking of this
country on the people all over the world.
‘Well, my friends, I think we have to take
stock at home and find out in which
direction we are trying to go. We have
no right to say to the people of the
world that our philosophy is the correct
philosophy, but we do have a responsi-
bility to expose them to it, and that is
what we are trying to do through the
State Department and through our in-
formation service.
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I would be the last one to say that we
must compel people to accept our doc-
trine. We do not believe in that. We
do not compel people in our own country
to accept it. You are not compelled to
accept it, and to charge our Govern-
ment with responsihility for the growth
of communism is absurd. My friend the
gentleman from Washington [Mr.
Mack] knows better. But I am glad
that he did come down and express his
views right out of his heart, rather than
from one of these prepared documents.

Seeing Members come to the floor of
the House today with speeches that
someone has put into their hands, say-
ing, “You go down in the well and say
this whether you think it or not. This
is what we up in the National Repub-
lican Committee headquarters believe,
but you say it for us,” reminds me some-
what of the Shakespearean play, when
Othello threw a big party at his house,
and everybody got drunk, and Othello
got a little too much to drink. In the
kitchen his father remonstrated with
him, and Othello seized a butcher knife
and killed him. Everybody got excited
and fled. There was Othello with his
father dead on the floor. He looked at
the knife dripping with blood and think-
ing that he had done in his drunkenness
‘said something like this, “O God, that
men should put an enemy in their
mouths, to steal away their brains
that we should, with pleasance, revel,
and applause, transform ourselves into
beasts.”

These good friends of owrs over here
are simply letting the Republican head-
quarters downtown steal away their
thinking on this proposition. You get
these fellows off one by one and talk to
them, and they will not admit that they
think the Voice of America ought to be
destroyed. They say we need an in-
formation service. But by their actions
in the House they would kill it.

Let me tell you what you do. You do
one of two things, and I say this to my
friends on the right side of the aisle as
well. You either grant this appropria-
tion for the information service of $85,~
000,000 to operate a normal program or,
if you do not believe in that, do not
offer an amendment to cut it $5,000,000
or $10,000,000, offer an amendment ab-
solutely to wipe it out. You must make
that choice. You have the right to do
that. I think that is what you had bet-
ter do. You must make up your mind
whether you are going to have an in-
formation service in this counfry or
whether you are not going to have it.
If you are not willing to pay the price,
just destroy it. 'The country will suffer.
The world will suffer as a result of it.
But this organized effort to sandbag the
information service does not reflect
credit on your party or the members of
the party in Congress who are trying
to kill it.

Our generation has a grave responsi-
bility. We as Members of Congress have
a grave responsibility,. We have chosen
this as a medium for our generation to
carry the principles in which we so
firmly believe throughout the world. If
it_ f‘;lils.' it is money well spent. We

ried.
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I want to caution you about one thing
when you try to evaluate this program.
When you say it has not done anything,
you know you cannot measure the good
this program does. You know you can-
not go behind the iron curtain to find
out how effective it is. You know that
to begin with. Yet you say repeatedly
here today that it has failed. The net
result shows a favorable balance in favor
of what we have tried to accomplish.

You will acknowledge that there is not
a serious threat in this country to our
falling under the domination of com-
munism. You must further admit that
Western Europe remains free today as
a result of the dollars we have spent and
the program we have carried to them,
the program of rehabilitation. Yes, it
has cost, true enough, but they are free
today. England is free, our main bul-
wark. It is up to us to continue a pro-
gram that will guarantee that Western
Europe shall remain free.

We have not spent much money in
Asia. The majority of the money we
have spent has gone into Western Eu-
rope. I think any fair-minded person
will admit, when you consider the fact
that production in every Western Eu-
ropean country today is higher than at
any time prior to World War II, and
that their economic life is much higher,
that it has paid off. I was there re-
cently. I saw full employment and pros-
perity. I saw France in a condifion that
it has not been in in many years. She
is one of our prinecipal allies. England
has gotten into the condition, as a re-
sult of our help, that she voluntarily
said, “We shall not ask you for further
economic assistance.” This has all come
about in the brief span of 7 years, since
World War II ended. Those are the
things that count. There is your tan-
gible proof of what we are doing with
our money. It is there and it is indis-
putable. It cannot be denied. We have
accomplished things with it.

At the same time we are doing that
we are building a great wall outside of
this country which will guarantee to
us that the foot of the aggressor shall
never be placed on the shores of our
Nation, and that our wives and children
shall be protected and our homes will
not be destroyed as those in Western
Europe have been, time and time again,

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. PRESTON. 1 yield.

Mr. PRICE. I wonder just how thor-
oughly the Republican National Com-
mittee has investigated the background
of the public relations men who have
written all these canned speeches. It is
evidently an organized attempt to dis-
credit the American State Department,
My personal opinion is that it plays right
into the hands of the Russian Govern-
ment. -

Mr. PRESTON. Of course it does.
And this absurd amendment which the
gentleman from California is going to
propose will be the finest propaganda
that Russia could seize upon. If this
amendment should be adopted, an
amendment which the Supreme Court
has already held is absolutely illegal, it
will put this Congress in the position of
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repudiating the Government of the
United States in all of its foreign ac-
tivities. It will completely repudiate our
foreign policy, including our entry into
Korea.

What do you think our allies in West-
ern Europe are going to say to that, and
the small countries in Asia the four
countries that recently joined the spe-
cialized agencies of the United Nations—
countries that have just come into exist-
ence. Why, they will say this is a poor
nation to follow—a country that will
repudiate its foreign policy completely.
If this amendment is adopted it means
the Congress will repudiate our Govern-
ment all over the world. That is exactly
what this amendment that the gentle-
g:an from California plans to offer will

0.

Mr. FERNANDEZ, Mr.
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PRESTON. I yield.

Mr, FERNANDEZ The gentleman
from Washington [Mr. Mack], is utter-
ly in error when he states that 790,000,-
000 people who are under the domination
of the Kremlin are Communists. The
world knows that millions of these peo-
ple are not Communists, and someday
they will rise against the Kremlin.

Mr. PRESTON. Yes, they are a sup-
pressed people.

Mr. CHELF. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. PRESTON. I yield to the gentle-
man from Kentucky.

Mr. CHELF. I agree with what the
distinguished gentleman from Georgia
just said about the proposed amendment
that seeks to “get Acheson” but cutting
out his salary. For the record, let me
say that I do not carry any brief for
the Secretary of State. Fact is, I have
never been an admirer of Secretary
A_cheso:_n at all. However, in this par-
ticular instance I do not propose to allow
my personal feelings to sway my sense of
fairness. Now I would not say that the
amendment that is to be offered cutting
out his salary is a cowardly approach—I
had rather be charitable and say it just
is not the honorable or proper way to go
about it.

4 lot of my colleagues here often good-
naturedly kid me about Kentucky feuds.
Vell, there is one thing about us Ken-
tuckians—if we should have our dif-
ferences—and tempers should flare—
and in the heat and passion that might
result—firearms should come into play—
thank God, the shooting is always done
face to face and not from behind the
back. We Kentuckians, yes all Ameri-
cans, love good sportsmanship and fair
play. So if we want to fire at Acheson,
let us do it honorably and fairly, but
above all, let us do it to his face, Aim
at him between the eyes, if you must,
but for heaven’s sake, let us not be guilty
in the House of Representatives of the
United States of ambushing the man
from the rear. It just is not American.
We do not do things that way. For this
reason, I shall not support any amend-
ment designed to cut out his salary or to
get him by any other means by circum=-
vention, camouflage, or subterfuge.

Chairman,
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Mr. PRESTON. A person’s sense of
fairness would not permit him to do
that.

Yes, Mr. Chairman, tomorrow and
Thursday will be important days in the
history of this country. Our action will
have a far-reaching effect, dnd if you
people on this side of the aisle, and some
misguided individuals on our side do not
take stock of what you are about to do,
you are going to do things which will
cause irreparable harm—harm that we
cannot recover from.

As I said not too long ago to one Mem-
ber who was speaking, “When you people
attack the Voice of America, it is like a
young lawyer who is just out of law
school and trying a case for the first
time, and expecting him to go into court
and be a Clarence Darrow.” We are
new at this business of operating an in-
ternational propaganda machine and we
are going through the trial-and-error
stage. We are likely to make mistakes,
but we should give them time to develop
some degree of perfection. Russia is an
old hand at this business of propaganda.
She is a past master. She knows the
game and has no ethies. It is effective
and she gets the results. That is where
you get your seven hundred million sym-
pathizers. It is not because of the con-
duct of America. No country in the his-
tory of the world or the history of civili-
zation that has existed for 10,000 years
has ever performed the fine acts of char-
ity and altruism that this United States
Government has performed in the last
T years. It will pay off in the long run.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. PRESTON]
has expired.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr, Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Idaho
[Mr. Woob].

Mr. WOOD of Idaho. Mr. Chairman,
what an utterly naive people we are.
We are dealing in the United Nations
with nations of nationalists, with isola-
tionists, if you please. We are the only
internationalist country in the world.
Our fellow nations in the unholy United
Nations are “gimme” nations. We are
just the poor, foolish givers.

Our officials in the Voice of America
talk with a feeble, fuzzy language, mak-
ing a great to-do in the mouthing of
mere platitudes, half-truths, or, as we
have learned this afternoon, statements
by our official speakers that America
stands for a world government, that this
idea is growing by leaps and bounds in
America, or other still worse heresies,
bordering upon out and out communism.
Cannot you conceive the huge belly-
laughs with which these piffling pro-
grams are received in the he-man coun-
tries behind the iron curtain? For at
the very worst the supposed recipients
of these programs are not half men.

Mr. Chairman, I believe in the voice
of America, I want to hear the voice
of America. I expect to vote forit. But
the voice of America I shall listen for
will be heard in the thunder of the ma-
chines stamping out airplanes. It is
going to be heard in the sizzling crash
of the white-hot furnaces turning out
big guns. It is going to be heard in the
measured cadence of marching feef, of
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our wonderful army of home boys,
marching under the Star-Spangled Ban-
ner, not any mongrel spider banner of
a foreign- and traitor-born ideology,
marching only in the defense of our
homeland, this beautiful America of
ours.

That is the kind of a Voice of America
Stalin understands. It needs no inter-
preter, nor treasonable wolves in sheep's
clothing to put it out over the radio, or
through a bought and subsidized press.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Iowa
[Mr. Grossl.

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, I hope
that when I have concluded what I
have to say, no one will be brash enough
to rise to the floor of this House and
say that someone put words in my
mouth. I do not do business that way.
What I write and what I have to say I
do on my own responsibility.

Mr. Chairman, heavily burdened tax-
payers have every right to doubt that
they are getting their money’s worth out
of one of the most expensive subdivisions
of the State Department. I refer to the
Voice of America.

For that reason, I will read to the
House from an article written by John
Crosby, columnist for the New York
Herald Tribune and other newspapers,
and widely recognized as an expert on
radio. This year he went to Paris and
sent back a report on the Voice of Amer-
ica, writing as follows on May 24, 1951:

As for the Voice of America—

Said Crosby—
it is, according to all evidence, not heard
in Paris. That does not mean it is not
broadecast in Paris. It is broadcast here (in
Paris), but, as I say, not heard. An acquaint-
ance of mine expressed it aptly: “You can
always tell when the Volce of America is
on the air by leaning out the windows.
You'll hear the click of radios being turned
off all over Paris."”

There you have an on-the-scenes re-
port by columnist John Crosby, a recog-
nized expert on radio and reportedly
widely read and followed by the so-
called intellectual circles in New York,
most of whom look with high favor on
ghe State Department and everything it

0es.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. GROSS. When I have finished.

Mr. ROONEY. I am addressing the
Chair.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle-
man from Iowa yield to the gentleman
from New York?

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, I re-
fuse to yield.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman de-
clines to yield.

Mr. GROSS. I will yield to the gen-
tleman when I have finished if T have
the time or if the gentleman will yield
me additional time. The gentleman
from New York knows that I have only
4 minutes.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want for a mo-
ment to turn to the speech made yester-
day on the floor of the House by the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Roo-
NEY].
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Yesterday the gentleman gave us a
long dissertation on how the Republi-
cans have gone on a hunting expedition
with Dean Acheson as their target. Mr.
RoonEy says the Republicans started
with a blunderbuss and are now using a
sharpshooter’s rifle. If the gentleman
from New York is the hunting expert
that he infers he is he should know
that the Republicans are making prog-
Tess.

Out in the Midwest it is the mark of
an excellent hunter—a mark of real
progress in the handling of guns—when
he can shift from a scattergun to a rifle
and still hit a dodging, shifty target—
such as Dean Acheson.

In his discourse of yesterday, the gen-
tleman from New York said this:

First of all, a hunter obeys the laws. The
supreme law of the land specifically says you
cannot hunt and shoot an Acheson—or any
other similar game—with such a sharpshoot-
ing rifie as the hunter has now taken into
his hands. He has no license for such
hunting.

I assume that when the gentleman
speaks of the supreme law of the land
he is referring to the Constitution of the
United States. I am not aware of any-
thing in the Constitution that sets up a
prohibition or in any way compels the
taking out of a license by any citizen to
freely citicize and compel proper per-
formance on the part of any public of-,
ficial. On the contrary, the Constitution
is explicit in its provision for free speech
and free press. Nor is there anything in
the Constitution that prohibits the offer-
ing of an amendment to any hill to come
before Congress. Of course, we are all
aware that during the past 20 years,
and particularly the last 6 years, there
has been a growing disregard for the
plain provisions of the Constitution.

But getting back to the so-called
hunting expedition, the gentleman from
New York, being the expert hunter that
he is, should know that something more
than a license and a gun is required,

The hunter must know whether the
season is open or closed on the game
which he seeks. The game in this case
is a public official and the gentleman
well knows that never in the history of
this country has there been a closed sea-
son on public officials, including Mem-
bers of Congress, and certainly there is
not and should not bhe a closed season

" on the present Secretary of State.

Dean Acheson is one of the reasons
why the American people are bewildered
and confused. They cannot understand
why a Cabinet officer, as thoroughly dis-
credited as Acheson, was not long ago
removed from office.

The responsibility rests with President
Truman and his failure to act has left
Congress with no other alternative than
to use the medium afforded by this legis-
lation to compel action that is in the
interest of and for the welfare of the
United States of America.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, we
have but one more speaker. I wish the
gentleman would use his time now.

Mr. STEFAN. How much time does
the gentleman from New York have, Mr.
Chairman?
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from New York has 23 minutes remain-

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [(Mr. WERDEL].

Mr. WERDEL. Mr, Chairman, I am
one of those who hope that we can have
a good Voice of America. I know that
we do have one, whether we want it or
not. That voice is speaking; it is speak-
ing right in this House, Mr. Chairman.

This bill has been under considera-
tion for several months; it has been de-
liberately delayed from being presented
upon this floor for several months. On
our side of the aisle questions have been
asked in general debate, Mr. Chairman,
presumably to be answered by gentle-
men on the other side of the aisle. Those
of us who wanted to understand this
subject stayed here on the floor wait-
ing for the answers. But the gentle-
man from New York is speechless. Yes;
he has prepared this subject much as
he might have prepared a rape case in
Brooklyn, using that kind of snotty re-
marks that might be attractive to a
jury. No answer has been made to the
allegations on this side of the aisle in
general debate. We are now at the end
of it or approaching the end of it.

The questions raised by the people of
this country are not repiied to because
the gentleman is speechless. There is
no answer.

I thank God there is a Republican
Party. If that party was not opposed
to the Secretary of State and the State
Department, unanimously opposed, pre-
senting questions to be answered by the
gentleman from New York in his time,
I certainly would leave the Republican
Party, a party that I joined in 1935 after
the “gimme” state started because I
knew it should be opposed.

Yes, the voice of America is speaking.
It is speaking. Delayed hearings—tak-
ing up important legislation when no-
body is here—do not debate the subject,
make a few wisecracks which part of
the fourth estate, kept by this adminis-
tration, can use in their part of the free
press to take half truths and misstate-
ments to a free people. The voice of
America is saying these things through
the chairman of this subcommittee.

Yes, the voice of America is speaking.
The voice of America is writing, if you
please. It is writing a great new opera.
The gentlemen in this House who think
that this Government has not stimu-
lated communism are entirely wrong—
they are entirely wrong—because when
that opera is finally written there will
be a high chorus chanting, “Gimme,
gimme, gimme” and as minority pres-
sure groups, political bribery programs,
march over the stage they will chant in
a low chorus, “Gimme mine, gimme
mine, gimme mine."”

Yes, the voice of America is speak-
ing. We have a deceptive one that costs
us $100,000,000 a year, telling the people
of Europe who know Stalin does not
want war, that we are going to fight. It
is this Voice of America, the salaried
Voice of America, that tells Stalin he
better fight today.

Mr. Chairman, the Voice of America
should be telling Europe that if they
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want what we have they had better look
to their governments. They had better
define the powers of government. They
had better retain to individuals certain
inalienable rights that even a “gimme”
program by a power-seeking executive
cannot take away from them, even if he
packs the courts. That is what the
Voice of America had better tell Eu-
rope, because that is America.

Then we had better tell Europe that
we are doing things that they had better
not do. That we in this legislative body
have resolved that we are going to de-
fine the difference between coveting your
neighbor’s goods as an individual and
doing it collectively by groups called
unions or political parties.

Mr. Chairman, one of the basic re-
quirements for a good information serv-
ice is agility. I mean the information
service must be able to think faster and
act faster than its opposition. If the
United States Information Service is to
be worth the millions it is costing, it
must be able to beat the Reds to the
punch when it comes fo landing prop-
aganda blows. In these days of in-
stantaneous communication, world-
wide opinion may be formed in a matter
of hours, even on the most important
subjects. Speed and decision should be
the watchwords of our information pro-
gram.

I am sorry that the Voice of America
and related activiiies, as operated by
Assistant Secretary of State Edward W.
Barrett, are about as agile as a rheu-
matic rhinoceros. Red tape, lethargy,
and inertia are the order of the day.
Sometimes it seems that Mr. Barrett's
staff is so preoccupied with writing
lengthy interofiice memos and with
fussing over trivial housekeeping details
that they have little time left for anti-
Communist propaganda.

For instance, an article in Pathfinder
magazine of May 16, 1951, cited the fol-
lowing typical example of how the Voice
operates:

An expert proposes a new program for the
Campaign of Truth. The idea goes to Charles
M. Hulten, general manager of the Voice,
Hulten relays the idea to Edward W. Barrett,
Assistant Secretary of State for Public Affairs,
Barrett sends it to James E. Webb, Under
Secretary of State. Webb sends it to a com-
mittee. The committee sends it to Secretary
of State Dean G. Acheson. Then, if the idea
is approved, it follows the same route back.
Frequently, by the time it reaches the desk
of the man who is to execute it, it is so out
of date as to be completely useless.

Another instance of bureaucratic slow-
ness'is the fiasco of the proposed build-
ing purchase in New York. Last August
State Department officials appeared be-
fore the House Appropriations Commit-
tee with an urgent request for funds to
buy a building in New York. They testi-
fied that such a building was sorely need-
ed in order to consoclidate their scattered
operations, and they promised they could
move within a month or two after the
building had been acquired. The State
Department witnesses emphasized that
the Voice operation was being badly
handicapped through lack of proper fa-
cilities.

The committee accordingly appropri-
ated $3,000,000 to meet the emergency.
Yet today, almost 1 year later, no build-
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ing has been acquired. No wonder the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Froopl called this building situation a
“confounded ridiculous comedy of errors,
or amalgamation of stupidity and negli-
gence and dereliction of duty.”

If the present Voice of Ameriea cannot
unwind its own red tape with $3,000,000
in hand and over a year in which to find
a place to hang its hat, how can it match
wits with Reds in a score of countries
around the world?

Still another shocking example of
Voice of America fumble-bumbling is
found in the hearings before the Ap-
propriations Committee. This one con-
cerns purchase of radio receivers to be
given away free to potential—and I use
the word “potential” advisedly—Voice .
listeners in foreign countries. In July
1950 Voice officials told an Appropria-
tions subcommittee that this was an
emergency project, and they assured the
subcommittee that the receivers could be
delivered in about 3 months at the rate
of 20,000 a month. The sets were to
cost $15 each, and $2,694,000 was made
available, or enough to buy 179,600 sets,

But at the time appropriations hear-
ings were held early this year, the only
progress on this so-called emergency
project was a trial order for 2,750 sets
that had been placed on December 6,
1950, by which time the price had risen
to $35 a set.

A committee investigator attributed
the delay to administrative dawdling,
He continued:

The files disclose that there was consider-
able shifting of responsibility for the project.
Responsibility for various phases thereof was
parceled out to several individuals, and there
Was no one individual held directly account-
able for insuring that whatever obstacles
existed were expeditiously handled so that
invitation to bid could be promptly issued.

And that is how the State Dzpartment
is waging psychological warfare,

The gentleman from New York [Mr,
RoonNey] commented as follows regard-
ing the increase in price to about $35:

My constituents would think I was becom-
ing senile if I were to go for $35 a set.

I will cite just one more example. In
the 1950 supplemental appropriation,
there was included an item of $10,475,000
for construction of six new broadcasting
stations so that the Voice could pierce
the iron curtain. This project, like many
others, was represented to be an emer-
gency. Yet when Charles M. Hulten,
general manager of the State Depart-
ment’s information and education ac-
tivities, was testifying on March 8, 1951,
he admitted that not a single one of
these stations has been completed. In
fact, the slowdown was so bad that the
National Security Council had to step in
during December 1950 and tell the State
Department to huwrry up and get the
stations built.

No one is more eager than I for an
effective Voice of America, but the in-
stances I have described make clear that
the Voice as now managed and operated
has a mouth full of red tape and barely
reaches beyond the confines of Foggy
Bottom.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from California has expired.
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Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may require,

Mr. Chairman, I believe the gentleman
from California in his remarks—just now
made—and I was not listening intently
at the moment because I was conferring
here at the committee table—stated
something about my defending a rape
case in Brooklyn. Let me assure the
gentleman and this House that I have
never defended a rape case in Brooklyn
or anywhere else, but I have prosecuted
many rape cases in Brooklyn and I will
prosecute vigorously insofar as I am able
any case wherein the rape is against the
integrity of the United States of America.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. O’Konskrl to close the de-
bate on our side. :

Mr. O'KONSKI. Mr. Chairman, the
Voice of America will always be what
the people of America and particularly
the State Department makes it. You
cannot have an effective Voice of Amer-
ica unless you have an effective State
Department with effective, honorable,
and most of all, consistent policies.

Let me ask you in all sincerity this
question: What can the Voice of Amer-
ieca say, for instance to the people behind
the iron curtain, when we have a State
Department that endorses the risk of
150,000 war casualties in Korea, and at
the same time the same State Depart-
ment refuses to take any action and
pays ransom, in fact, to the Communist
Government that they have in Hungary
in order to get a man like Vogeler free?
What can the Voice of America say to
the freedom-loving people of the world
when we have an inconsistent policy,
where we are willing to risk more than
150,000 war casualties in Korea and yet
countries behind the iron curtain incar-
cerate American citizens, imprison them,
and there is no protest whatever and no
effective action taken by the Department
of State? Any voice coming from the
State Department or any voice coming
as regards the defense of the United
States of America in regard to that in-
consistent policy would have no effect
throughout. the world whatever. What
is it that the Voice of America can say,
for instance, to the people behind the
iron curtain in Poland? What is it that
the Voice of America can say about that
government that they have in Poland?
Was it not the Government of the
United States at Yalta that helped es-
tablish that government? Was it not
the Government of the United States
that helped formulate the government
that they now have in Czechoslovakia,
Bulgaria, Yugoslavia, part of Austria,
and Hungary? How we must look to the
eyes of the world when we at Yalta met
in conference with two other men who
set themselves up above God and set up
a government which brought commu-
nism to them. Is the Voice of America
now to say: “Do not believe that gov-
ernment that we set up for you. Over-
throw that government that we set up
for you.”

I feel sorry for Mr, Barrett. It is the
last job I want to have as head of the
Voice of America, to keep up with the
gyrations and the inconsistencies of the
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present Department of State. One
would have to be more than a genius in
order to organize and manipulate an ef-
fective Voice of America,

For instance, how can the Voice of
America justify three different positions
that we had in the last 5 years in Korea?
How could the Voice of America sell any
one of those three policies to the world?
How can the Voice of Ameriea justify to
the world the three different policies
that we have had in the last 5 years re-
garding Korea? How can the Voice of
America, for instance, justify, just a
few months ago, where the Department
of State was saying that Franco was a
dictator; we do not want to do business
with Spain, and now we do business with
them? Now, what kind of a Voice of
America would we have if it attempted to
keep up with gyrations from one day
to the next of our State Department?

I feel sorry for Mr. Barrett. He has
an impossible task to perform. You
cannot have an effective Voice of Amer-
ica until you have an effective and hon-
orable Department of State that stands
for one thing throughout the world, and
only one thing, How can the Voice of
America, for instance, justify our State
Department’s attitude of the last 5 years
regarding Yugoslavia? First we were on
the side of Mikhailovitch and then on
Tito’s side, then Tito murdered five
Americans in cold blood and we were
against Tito. And now we are handing
out millions of dollars to Tito. A man
would have to be a pretty smart circus
performer to keep up with the State De-
partment and the Voice of America and
justify those policies throughout the
world. It is an impossible task for the
Voice of America to perform, and the
Voice of America is admitted by every-
body not what it should be; it is not
effective, and many contend that the
Voice of America today is useless, not
because of the operation of Mr. Barrett
as a person but because of the incon-
sistent, ineffectual, and dishonorable
policies set up by the State Department
which no human being, no matter
whether he was a centipede or whether
he had 15 different faces, could interpret
to the world honorably and justly. It is
humanly impossible for any voice to
interpret what the State Department
stands for throughout the world today.
There can be no real Voice of America
until there is a heart and brain for
America. A voice can be only as strong
as its heart and brain. A voice cannot
be one thing and the heart and brain of
a nation another thing. Our task is to
formulate a real heart and brain for
America. The Voice of America we can
all be proud of will naturally follow.
That is the task before us. To accom-
plish less will be a miserable failure, and
the Voice of America soon will not even
be a peep.

We criticize America’s voice. How
unfair. How can America have any
voice when our State Department per-
mits its visas to become mere scraps of
paper? How can our Nation's voice
urge others to resist when we have a
State Department that has no guts itself
to resist? We have no voice because we
have no heart, guts, or brains in our
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State Department. That is why we are
losing and Russia is winning.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I have
no further speakers on this side, but be-
fore concluding the debate on this side
of the aisle I want to take this oppor-
tunity of thanking the chairman of the
committee for his courtesy during this
debate.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman from Nebraska.

I now yield 5 minutes to the gentleman
&om Florida [Mr. BENNETT] fo close de-

te.

Mr. BENNETT of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, closing this debate is a distinction
which I do not merit, but one which I
will try to fulfill to the best of my ability.

In hearing the debate which has taken
place we have heard a number of things
about the State Department and the
Voice of America which I should like to
comment on and which I think are im-
portant for us to think about. First of
all, with regard to the State Department,
it has been charged that it has had in-
consistent policies. Obviously, as times
change there must be change in poli-
cies, providing that the fundamental pol-
icy of freedom under God and the fun-
damental principles upon which our
country is founded are carried out.
Naturally, each circumstance must be
met with the particular weapons which
may be available at that time,

It avails very little for us to say, “In
Korea we waste thousands of lives be-
cause of a particular policy and then in
another place we may offer some sort of
a reward for the return of a particular
individual,” without offering some solu-
tion ourselves as to what we would like
to see done. What would those who
criticize have done in Korea?

If I remember correctly, there has not
been a thing that the President has done
that has met with more popular acelaim,
when he did it, than his declaring that
we would go into Korea. That certainly
was a popular thing when he made that
decision. Where were they, then, when
that decision was made?

As far as the release of Vogeler and
people of that kind by the payment of
some sort of recompense is concerned,
we are all sorry that the payment had to
take place. But they did not have to
shed American blood to get him back. If
he could be gotten back in a simpler way,
without embroiling people in armed con-
flicts throughout the world, that ought
to be done. So I think they ought to be
careful in.the things they hurl at the
head of our Government today. It is a
time when he needs assistance, not dis-
unity.

With regard to the removal of the Sec-
retary of State, I am sorry people have
taken the position that it would be a
good idea to cut off funds to achieve his
removal, because I do not think that is a
constitutional method. The forthright
method is to bring impeachment pro-
ceedings against him. That is the way
in which Congress can do it openly and
forthrightly. The President has the au-
thority and responsibility to employ the
Secretary of State. The constitutional
authority of the Congress is impliedly
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limited to impeachment. Cutting off sal-
ary funds in this bill would not accom-
plish the stated purpose of eliminating
the present Secretary of State because
there are ample emergency funds with
which the President could continue the
salary. Removal of the Secretary by
such a backhanded method, if it could
be done, which it cannot, would give com-
fort to our enemies by making possible
an impression that there is dangerous
disunity in our country. In certain ways
we are not unified. I certainly differ
greatly with Secretary Acheson, prob-
ably at least as much as anyone in this
Congress, but I believe in upholding con-
stitutional government and I believe that
the drastic action proposed would do our
own country far more harm than can
be readily visualized. Whatever disuni-
ties may exist among us, there is cer-
tainly no disunity so basic as must be
implied in a movement of that sort.

In the battle for men’s minds and
hearts the democracies have one most
potent ally—the spiritual nature of man.
It is this thing I want to talk about
chiefly in coneluding my remarks.

The Communists know this. They
have used and are now using every
weapon at their command to convince
the masses behind the iron curtain that
spiritual values are unimportant.

Radio Moscow on June 11, 1948, de-
clared, “There is no place or job for God
in the universe.”

Such is the Communist philosophy.
It has been so from the beginning. Back
in 1903 Lenin said, “We must know how
to combat religion.” I do not need to go
into details as to what the Communists
have done to combat religion, to try to
prove to their people that there is no
place in their universe for God, but I am
willing to wager that their campaign has
not been successful. There must be
hundreds of millions, certainly millions,
of people behind the iron curtain who
know that such a philosophy is false and
destructive of human welfare. There
are many there who hunger for religious
freedom and for the opportunity to wor-
ship God and live under and by spiritual
principles.

Potentially these millions are power-
ful allies for the democracies. To reach
them we must build a bridge over which
our spirits can meet. I believe that the
Voice of America is building that bridge.
Through its religious broadeasts it is es-
tablishing common bonds between these
spiritually hungry millions abroad and
our own people.

I have made a study of the Voice of
America's religious broadcasts and have
come to the conclusion that they are
doing a good job. It has been explained
to me that the policy behind these
broadeasts is threefold.

First, to feed these spiritually hungry
people through messages from religious
leaders and through special services on
religious holidays.

Second, to spread the doctrine of free-
dom of worship.

' Third, to emphasize the fundamental
challenge of the world today, the issue cf
spirituality versus materialism.

There are many ways in which they
have carried out their efforts. For in-
stance, the Voice has given full news
coverage to the persecution of religious
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leaders in the various satellite countries.
For example, the true story of the trial
of Cardinal Mindszenty has been told
not only to the people of Hungary but
to the people of the world. Throughout
the period of the cardinal’s arrest and
trial the story was given a major play
in all VOA broadcasts. These broad-
casts were effective. Minister Chapin
cabled the VOA at the time:

Hungarians were brought to tears by the
programs * * * listened on their knees,
praying for the cardinal. This is an indi-
cation of the accomplishment of our funda-
mental objective, namely to make them feel
they are not alona and abandoned but are
still part of a spiritual community with the
west.

The fury of the Hungarian Communist
regime over the broadcasts was, in itself,
a tribute to the programs. Through the
controlled press and radio the VOA was
bitterly attacked for making a martyr
of the cardinal.

The case of the Hungarian Lutheran
clergyman, Bishop Ordass, the arrest of
15 Protestant pastors in Bulgaria, the
persecution of Archbishop Beran in
Czechoslovakia, were given similar treat-
ment.,

The Voice does not, of course, confine
itself to this type of broadcast. I under-
stand that there are weekly programs,
both in English and foreign languages,
devoted to religious subjects. The vari-
ous religious holidays and events of re-
ligious importance are given special at-
tention. This spring, VOA invited repre-
sentatives of the Catholic, Jewish, and
Protestant faiths to become members of
a religious advisory panel which meets
regularly with Edward Barrett, Assist-
ant Secretary of State for Public Affairs,
to discuss and arrange programs.

Commenting on these programs an
article in Presbyterian Life, April 14,
1951, says:

The Voice of America has become the
champion of religious freedom in the iron-
curtain countries.

The joy these programs bring to the
listeners is told in stacks of letters re-
ceived from practically every country
penetrated by the Voice. A woman from
Berlin, for example, wrote: :

Your Easter program was the best yet.
This was an uunforgettably festive hour for
me and my husband. This full measure of
love and kirdness brought tears to our eyes.
It is a great consolation to know that the
American people remember us.

This is the spiritual bridge the VOA
is building. In my opinion, it is a bridge
we should expand and strengthen to the
limit of our resources.

So, in conclusion I think, instead of
irying to snipe at the program we have
before us, we ought to be doing every-
thing we can by appearing before the
committees and coming down here in
the well of the House and conferring
with the Secretary of State and in every
other way doing what we can to
strengthen the -program, and not de-
stroying it and our country as well
Where the Department needs our as-
sistance, I think we should give it every
bit of assistance we can; and we can do
it by strengthening the Voice of America
and the State Department at the same

_time,

JULYy 24

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Arkansas [Mr. Haysl.

Mr. HAYS of Arkansas. Mr. Chair-
man, I would be glad if the debate were
to close upon the high moral note just
sounded by the gentleman from Florida
[Mr. BenneErT]. And I would not take
even these few minutes except that
something that was said in general de-
bate requires a comment.

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr,
Vax PeLt] did not have time to conclude
his remarks in criticism of Mr. Raymond
Swing, but since I know IMr. Swing, I
feel impelled to make this statement in
his defense. I am sure the Voice of
America should not be criticized for em-
ploying such a distinguished broad-
caster. Mr. Swing’s broadcasts during
the war were sponsored by the Socony-
Vacuum Co. He has received recogni-
tion in such periodicals as Reader’s Di-
gest, and the Saturday Evening Post, and
as an acknowledgement of his great
service to our country, honorary degrees
from Harvard University, Oberlin, La-
fayette, Williams, Muhlenberg, Olivet,
and other colleges. These institutions
certainly would not honor one whose loy-
alty could be questioned.

Whether one agreed with Mr. Swing
or not with reference to his hopes for
disarmament, one must recognize that
he has vigorously opposed any disarma-
ment by our country until the dangers
that are here have vanished.

The article by Mr. William Henry
Chamberlain, I believe, which criticizes
Mr. Swing, was based upon an article
which Mr. Swing wrote in 1945. It was
based upon the possibility of a general
disarmament. And since ‘that time, of
course, it is apparent that Russia is de-
termined to continue a policy of ageres-
sion. There is no question in my mind
about Mr. Swing’s loyalty and his pa-
triotism nor the soundness of his view
that disarmament cannot take place as
long as Russia’s present policies prevail,
He has repeatedly made clear his con-
viction that the United States must not
disarm under these conditions.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time and ask
that the Clerk read.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read down to and including
line 6 on page 1.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I move
that the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and
the Speaker pro tempore (Mr, PRrIEST)
having assumed the chair, Mr. CooFER,
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union, re-
ported that that Committee, having had
under consideration the bill (H. R. 4740)
making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of State, Justice, Commerce, and
the Judiciary, for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1952, and for other purposes,
had come to no resolution thereon.
TWO HUNDRED AND FIFTIETH ANNI-

VERSARY OF THE FOUNDING OF

DETROIT

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Speaker, today
marks the beginning of the two hundred

.and fiftieth anniversary celebration cof
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the founding of Detroit. In observation
of that event, I ask leave to have printed
in the Appendix of the Recorp an article
entitled ‘“Miracle in Michigan” which ap-
peared in the February issue of Town
and Country magazine. It is written
by one of the ecountry’s ablest writers,
Mr. John C. Manning, editor of the
Detroit Times.

The SPEAKER pro tempore,
objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Michigan?

There was no objection.

ONE WORLD—ONE FLAG

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Wisconsin?

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin, Mr,
Speaker, I am sure that a great majority
of the American people were astonished
this morning when one of the local pa-
pers carried the news that General Eisen-
hower is advocating one army in Europe
under his command, with one flag and
one kind of uniform for all the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization troops. I
am wondering by what authority Gen-
eral Eisenhower assumes unto himself
the right to make any such recommenda-
tion. Has it the approval of the Presi-
dent of the United States?

Here again we see a rather subtle effort
being made toward one world, one gov-
ernment, all over again.

Mr. Speaker, I am satisfied that if the
press report is true, and is not denied by
General Eisenhower, he has definitely
taken himself out as a Presidential can-
didate.

Mr. Speaker, the American soldier -

fights for one flag only, and that is the
Stars and Stripes of the United States
of America. The recommendations by
General Eisenhower, if true, is a dis-
service to our great country.
EXTENSION OF REMARKS

By unanimous consent, permission to
extend remarks in the Appendix of the
RECORD, or to revise and extend remarks,
was granted to:

Mr. WiLson of Texas and to include an
editorial from the Dallas Times-Herald.

Mr. CELLER in two instances.

Mr, GOSSETT.

Mr. HaLE and to include an article on
the Defense of the Dollar.

Mr. Woop of Idaho and to include an
article.

Mrs. Rocers of Massachusetts and to
include an article by David Lawrence
mourning the death of Admiral Sherman.

Mr. DONDERO.

Mr. Burpick and to include a table on
the falling of farm prices.

Mr. GoLpeEN and to include an article,

Mr. Beamer and to include a news
letter.

Mr. JENISON.

Mr. LarcapE in two instances and to
include extraneous matter,

Mr. SmiteH of Mississippi in three in-
stances and to include extraneous mat-
ter.

Is there -
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Mr. TaBer to revise and extend his re-
marks made in Committee and include
three letters from the State Department,
and a memorandum and certain news-
paper clippings.

Mr. McCormack and to include a letter,

Mr. WicGLESWORTH to revise and ex-
tend his remarks made in Committee
and include tables.

Mr. RooNEY to revise and extend his
remarks made in Committee and include
extraneous matter.

Mr. JoHNsoN (at the request of Mr.
SteFan) and to include a letter.

Mr. Panurips (at the request of Mr.
STEFAN) .

Mr. ScuppEr (at the request of Mr.
MarTIN of Massachusetts) and to include
a newspaper article,

Mrs. Borron and to include an edi-
torial.

Mr. Smare of Wisconsin in two in-
iet?mes and to include extraneous mat-

Mr. RooNEY to revise and extend the
various remarks he made in Committee
of the Whole today and to include extra~
neous matter,

Mr. ZaprLockr and to include extrane-
ous matter,

Mrs. BOSONE.

Mr. Grancer and to include a broad-
cast by Charles Collingwood.

SENATE BILLS REFERRED

Bills of the Senate of the following
titles were taken frem the Speaker’s
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:

8.76. An act for the relief of Herbert H,
Heller; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

8.£3. An act for the relief of First Lt.
James E. Wilcox; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

8. 100. An act to record the lawful admis-
slon for permanent residence of certain
aliens; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

8.121. An act for the relief of Tryntje
Bierema; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

S.269. An act for the relief of Nicholas
Papaeconomou; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

8.3802. An act to amend section 32 (a) (2)
of the Trading With the Enemy Act; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce. 5

5.426. An act for the relief of Teruko
Okuaki; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

S.462. An act for the rellef of Rosita
Anita Navarro and Ramona Alicia Navarro;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

B. 509. An act to amend the Migratory Bird
Hunting Stamp Act of March 16, 1934 (48
Stat, 451; U. 8. C. Ti8d), as amended; to
the Committee on Merchant Marine and
Fisheries.

8.537. An act to further amend the Com-
munications Act of 1934; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

8. 810. An act for the relief of Howard I.
Smith; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

8.880. An act for the relief of Ann Lamp-
lugh; to the Committee on the Judieiary.

8.950. An act to amend the act author-
izing the segregation and expenditure of
trust funds held in joint ownership by the
Bhoshone and Arapaho Tribes of the Wind
River Reservation for the purpose of ex-
tending the time in which payments are to
be made to members of such tribes under
such act, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs.

S.1028. An act for the relief of Mrs. Lou
Wong Shong Ngon; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.
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S.1133. An act for the relief of Sophie
Strauss; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

S.1146. An act to establish a temporary
National Commission on Intergovernmen-
tal Relations; to the Committee on Expendi-
tures in the Executive Departments.

8. 1166. An act to create a commission to
make a study of the administration of over-
seas activities of the Government, and to
make recommendations to Congress with
respect thereto; to the Committee on Ex-
penditures in the Executive Departments.

8.1279, An act for the relief of Davis Min
Lee; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

B.1345. An act to amend acts relating to
fees payable to the clerk of the United States
District Court for the District of Columbia,
and for other purposes; to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

S.1349. An act to establish a Department
of Food Services in the public schools of the
District of Columbia, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

8. 1365. An act to assist Federal prisoners
in their rehabilitation; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

8.1380. An act to amend sections 1505
and 3486 of title 18 of the United States
Code relating to congressional investiga-
tions; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

8.1403. An act to authorize and direct
the Secretary of Agriculture to transfer to
the Department of the Navy certain property
at Shumaker, Arkansas; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

B.1474. An act for the rellef of E. C.
Browder and Charles Keylon; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiclary.

8,15662. An act for the rellef of Harvey
Marden; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

5.1704. An act to amend section 9 of the
Shipping Act, 1916, relating to transfer of
vessels documented under the laws of the
United States to foreign citizens, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Mer-
chant Marine and Fisheries,

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. ROONEY, Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.)
the House adjourned until tomorrow,
‘Wednesday, July 25, 1951, at 12 o'clock
noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

630. A letter from the Attorney General,
transmitting a copy of an order of the Acting
Commissioner of Immigration and Natural-
ization, dated November 16, 1950, author-
izing the temporary admission into the
United States of Displaced Persons, pursuant
to section 8 (b) of the act of October 18,
1918, as amended by section 22 of the Inter-
nal Security Act of 1950; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

631. A letter from the Attorney General,
transmitting a copy of an order of the Act-
ing Commissioner of Immigration and Natu-
ralization, dated October 20, 1950, authoriz-
ing the temporary admission into the United
States, for shore leave purposes only, of
allen seamen, pursuant to section 6 (b) of
the act of October 16, 1918, as amended by
section 22 of the Internal Security Act of
1950; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

632. A letter from the Attorney General,
transmitting a copy of an order of the Acting
Commissioner of Immigration and Natural-
ization, dated October 20, 1950, authorizing
the temporary admission into the United
States, for shore leave purposes only, of alien
seamen, pursuant to section 6 (b) of the
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act of October 16, 1918, as amended by section
22 of the Internal Security Act of 1950; to
the Committee on the Judiclary.

633. A letter from the Attorney Genera!.
transmitting a letter relative to the
Horatio Nelson Verchilds, file No.
CR 31090, and requesting that it be with-
drawn from those now before the Congress
and returned to the jurisdiction of the De-
partment of Justice, to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

634. A letter from the Attorney General,
transmitting coples of orders of the Com-
missioner of Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion suspending deportation as well as a list
of the persons involved, pursuant to Public
Law 863, approved July 1, 1948, as amended;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

635. A letter from the Attorney General,
transmitting copies of the orders of the
Commissioner of Immigration and Naturali-
zation granting the application for perma-
nent residence filed by the subjects of such
orders, pursuant to section 4 of the Displaced
Persons Act of 1948, as amended; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

636. A letter from the Acting Secretary of
the Interior, transmitting a reconnaissance
report on the potential development of water
resources in the Territory of Alaska, pursuant
to a provision of the Interior Department
Appropriation Act, 1949 (H. Doc. No. 197); to
the Committee on Interior and Insular
Affairs, and ordered to be printed with illus-
trations.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. CANNON: Committee of conference.
H. R. 3880. A bill making appropriations for
the Executive Office and sundry independ-
ent executive bureaus, boards, commissions,
corporations, agencies, and offices, Tor the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1952, and for other
purposes (Rept. No. 753). Ordered to be
printed.

Mr. KILDAY: Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. H. R. 2821. A bill to enact certain pro-
visions now included in the Defense Appro-
priation Act and the Civil Functions Appro-
priation Act, and for other purposes; with
amendment (Rept. No. 754). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced
and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BROWN of Ohio:

H.R.4924. A bill to amend the Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949, as amended, to provide for the trans-
fer to the Administrator of General Services
of functions relating to the acquisition and
assignment of passenger-carrying motor ve-
hicles and to the control of office furniture
and equipment; to the Committee on Ex-
penditures in the Executive Departments.

By Mr. HOWELL:

H.R.4925. A bill to provide for cost-of-
lving increases in the benefits payable un-
der title IT of the Social Security Act; to the
Committee on Ways and Means,

Mr. LYLE:

H. R. 4826, A bill to amend the War Claims
Act of 1948, as amended, to nrake husbands
eligible for survivor benefits under sections
5 and 6, regardless of the status of depend-
ency; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. SPENCE;

H.R. 4927. A bill to remove all restrictions

on the use of certain land which was con-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

veyed to the city nf Newport, Ky., by the
United States; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

H.R.4928. A bill to provide that the in-
erest of the United States in certain real
property shall be conveyed to the city of
gerﬂewport Ky.; to the Committee on Armed

By Mr. BATTLE:
H. Res. 352. Resolution favoring certain

action against the Government of Czecho- |

slovakia wunless Associated Press reporter
William N. Oatis is released from ecustody;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ADDONIZIO:

H. R.4929. A bill for the relief of Michael
Bernard (Cervera); to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. AUCHINCLOSS:

H. R. 4930. A bill for the relief of Charles

H. Craft; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. COUDERT:

H.R.4931, A bill for the relief of Lewyt

Corp.; to the Committee on the Judiciary,
By Mr. EILDAY:

H.R. 4932. A bill for the rellef of Edward
J. Voltin and wife, Tecla Voltin, and daugh-
ters, Mrs. Paula J. Voltin Sansom, and Miss
Jacqueline Voltin; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

H.R.4933. A bill for the relief of L. F.
Osterberg; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

JH. R. 4934. A bill for the relief of Mrs.
Carolyn H. King; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

H. R. 4935. A bill for the relief of Miss
Ciaml King; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

H. R. 4836. A bill for the relief of Dr. R. L.
Jacobs and wife, Claudia Jacobs; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

"H. R. 4937. A bill for the rellef of Mrs.

Annie T. Haile and Mrs. Evelyn Peyton; to -

the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr, LESINSKI:

H. R. 4938. A bill for the relief of John
George Nicholaros alias John Nickols; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

H. R. 4939. A bill for the relief of Pasquale
(Charles) Bommarito; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr, McCARTHY :

H. R. 4940. A bill for the relief of Suzie

Ballard; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. O'TOOLE:

H. R. 4941. A bill for the relief of Jose
Maria Dos Santos Grilo; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. REES of Kansas:

H.R.4942. A bill for the relief of Cornells
Wilhelmus Nieuwhof; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

359. By Mr. LESINSKI: Resolution of the
Daughters of America of the State of Michi-
gan adopted at the twenty-third State con-
vention, calling upon Co and the
President of the United States to outlaw the
Communist Party; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

360. Also, resolution of the Daughters of
America of the State of Michigan adopted
at the twenty-third State convention, urging
the revision of Immigration and naturaliza-
tion laws; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.
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‘WEDNESDAY, JuLy 25, 1951

(Legislative day of Tuesday, July 24,
1951)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian,
on the expiration of the recess.

Rev. John C, Millian, D. D., district
superintendent, Methodist Church,
Washington, D. C., offered the following
prayer:

Holy and eternal God, who dost grant
us as limited beings vision and power,
Thou who art powerful but kind, all-
demanding but forgiving, most righteous
but redeeming, hear us this morning as
we bow in humble submission to Thy
divine will.

Open our eyes and minds to sense the
spiritual power by which we are encom-
passed. May this awareness of the pres-
ence of a power greater than our own
make us stronger to meet the appalling
needs facing us, more courageous in pur-
suit of truth, more unselfish in our ef-
forts to secure freedom for all mankind,
and more Christ-like in our desire for
moral integrity and social justice.

Help us to be true to the trust placed
in us that together we may build Thy
kingdom on the earth. This we ask in
Thy holy name. Amen.

THE JOUINAL

On request of Mr. McFARLAND, and by
unanimous conseni, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday,
July 24, 1951, was dispensed with.

MESSAGES FROM THE FRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States submitting
nominations were communicated to the
E:ﬁmte by Mr. Miller, one of his secre-

es.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its
reading eclerk, announced that the
House had passed without amendment
the bill (S. 367) for the relief of Kay
Adel Snedeker.

The message returned to the Senate
in compliance with its request the fol-
lowing bills of the Senate:

8. 1146. An act to establish a temporary

National Commission on Intergovernmental
Relations; and

8. 1166. An act to create a commission to
make a study of the administration of over-
seas activities of the Government, and to
make recommendations to Congress with
respect thereto.

The message also anounced that the
Speaker had affixed his signature to the
following enrolled bills and joint resolu-
tion, and they were signed by the Vice
President:

5.259. An act to fix the responcibilities of
the Disbursing Officer and of the Auditor of
the District of Columbia, and for other
purposes;

8.260. An act to make cancer and all
malignant neoplastic diseases reportable to
the Director of Public Health of the Dis-
trict of Columbia;

B5.261. An act to amend section T of an
act entitled “An act making appropriations
to provide for the expenses of the govern-
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