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“A society of sheep must, in time, 
beget a government of wolves.”

—Bertrand de Jouvenel

“When more of the peoples suste
nance is exacted through the form of 
taxation than is necessary to meet the 
just obligations of government and ex
penses of its economical administration, 
such exaction becomes ruthless extortion 
and a violation of the fundamental prin
ciples of a free government.”

—Grover Cleveland
(Second Annual Message, 1886)

“The American people ask one thing 
—the truth. They will find their way 
over any obstacles, through any fog, 
against any joe, foreign or domestic, if 
they have the truth.

—Senator William Jenner 
“Let Us Safeguard America First’' 
January 1955 American Mercury

“If Nero played his fiddle while Rome 
burned, then our present outcry against 
rigorous investigation of communism in 
America makes the same kind of mad 
and misplaced music.”

—Clarence E. Manion 
Former Notre Dame Law Dean

“Let the national flag float over every 
schoolhouse in the country, and the 
exercises be such as shall impress upon 
our youth the patriotic duties of Ameri
can citizenship.”

—Benjamin Harrison

“If a man is going to be an American 
at all, let him be so without any quail ly
ing adjectives; and if he is going to be 
something else, let him drop the word 
American from his personal descrip
tions.”

—Henry Cabot Lodge, Sr.

* * * * *

Persons submitting quotations which 
are used in this column will receive one- 
year subscriptions to Facts Forum News. 
If already a subscriber, the contributor 
may designate another person to whom 
the award subscription will be sent, or 
he may wish to extend his present sub
scription.

Be sure to list the authors and sources 
of all quotations.
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To pay or not to pay, that is the question that has hut one answer—
all must pay. Dan Smoot weighs the points for and against the 
government’s power to tax.
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Should the Income Tax Amendment 
be repealed?

*«•**•»
As usual, let’s answer the question 

from two opposite points of view — 
taking first the arguments of some 
who say “Yes.”

* * * * #
Before the Income Tax Amendment 
D was adopted in 1913, the American 
federal government was different from 
any other government ever created.

Now, there was nothing new or dif
ferent in the idea of democracy. The 
basic idea of democracy (that is, that 
people elect their own rulers) is quite 
old — older, in fact, than the idea of 
government by a king.

Democracy in its purest form had 
been tried out in ancient Greece, before 
the birth of Christ.1

The Western world had had a vast 
amount of experience with democracy 
before the American Revolution was 
ever fought, and had discovered that 
democracy never produces freedom.

Democracy always ends in the most 
crushing and terrible kind of tyranny.

The people who established the Amer
ican government knew that democracy 
had never enabled people to govern 
themselves in a free and orderly society.

But the American experiment in self- 
government was a miraculous success.

REPUBLIC—NOT DEMOCRACY

Why? Why did America achieve the 
ideal of order, self-government, material 
prosperity, and freedom, when democ
racy had brought none of these things 
to any group of people before in human 
history?

Because the men who founded our 
nation did not create a democracy. They 
created a federal republic.2

In a democracy, the power of govern
ment is unlimited.

In a democracy, if the rulers decide 
that government ought to seize privately 
owned industries and place them in the 
hands of politicians — as the rulers of 
Britain did decide in 1948 — that de
cision becomes law, because it is the 
will of the elected rulers.

In a democracy, if the rulers decide 
that a certain economic group should 
be murdered en masse—as Stalin did 
decide about the Russian Kulaks — that 
decision becomes law because it is the 
will of the elected rulers.

In America, however, the govern

ment’s power over its own people was 
strictly limited. The Constitution speci
fically denied the federal government 
all of the dangerous powers of govern
ment over the lives of individual citi
zens.3

The most important constitutional 
limitation on the power of the federal 
government was the taxing power.

The Founding Fathers knew that if 
the federal government had unchecked 
power to levy taxes it could destroy all 
the freedoms which the Constitution 
sought to protect, because, as the great 
Chief Justice John Marshall said, the 
power to tax is the power to destroy.4

That original constitutional limitation 
on the taxing power of the federal 
government was the one thing (the only 
thing) which fundamentally distin
guished the American system of govern
ment from the so-called democracies of 
the old world—and of Latin America.

CONVERTED AMERICAN SYSTEM

And then, in 1913, the American 
people, by adopting the Sixteenth, or 
Income lax. Amendment, unwittingly 
destroyed the old American system and 
converted it into the kind of democracy 

which has always, in the end, led to 
ruin, degradation, and slavery.5

In 1913, before the federal govern
ment acquired its unlimited power to 
lax, the federal government owed less 
than one billion dollars.

Today, the federal government owes 
over 275 billion dollars, and the Presi
dent is asking Congress to raise the 
debt limit so that we can owe some 
more.6

This nation today is mortgaged to 
the hilt. Our present federal debt is 
equivalent to the total value of all 
tangible property in the United States — 
mines, mills, homes, automobiles, fac
tories, buildings, railroads, everything.

Before the Sixteenth, or Income Tax. 
Amendment was adopted in 1913, Amer
ica was immune to the European disease 
of socialism, because politicians could 
not promise voting blocs something 
which was to be paid for by someone 
else. They could not buy my vote by 
promising me a pension or a subsidized 
house, because they couldn't take money 
out of your salary check to pay for it.7

The American people, by and large, 
did not begin to see or even suspect 
the terrible consequences of the income 

—Wide World Photo
Clerks work on incoming moil at Government Printing Office in Washington, D.C., and 

find 60 per cent of the mail received contains orders for a new tax booklet sold by the 
government. Note mail sacks at back of room.
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tax until about twenty years had passed.
But when Roosevelt came along and 

for the first time used the tax weapon 
on a gigantic scale — demonstrated the 
technique of buying votes with the 
voters’ own money — the old American 
system vanished.8

Each administration since Roosevelt 
—which means Truman and Eisenhower 
—has used the federal income tax in 
the way and for the purpose that Karl 
Marx prescribed when he wrote the 
Communist Manijesto. The Communist 
Manifesto says that if governments in 
the capitalistic countries would adopt 
steeply graduated income taxes for the 
purpose of redistributing the national 
wealth — that is, imposing a higher rate 
of taxes on people who have been 
successful and who have accumulated 
some holdings, and a lower rate on those 
who don’t have very much—they would, 
by that act, create Socialist societies, 
because, in destroying the accumulations 
of private wealth, they would dry up the 
sources of private capital and destroy 
the system of private capitalism.9

SOAK-THE-RICH APPEAL

This Communist idea of graduated in
come tax has always been politically 
popular, because it has a pleasant, soak- 
the-rich appeal. But soaking the rich 
raises relatively little revenue, because 
there are relatively few rich people to 
soak. Most of us who pay taxes are poor 
people.10

Although people in the top income 
brackets today pay the federal govern
ment 92 per cent of their earnings, 
it is still the people with small incomes 
—stenographers, bookkeepers, truck 
drivers, steelworkers—who pay over 80 
per cent of the cost of government.

If the government confiscated every 
penny of every income above ten 
thousand dollars a year, the proceeds 
would be barely enough to run the fed
eral government as it now operates for 
two weeks.

—Wide World Photo
Chief Justice John Marshall (portrait by 

James R. Lambdin).

—Wide World Photos
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In 1934 (left), President Roosevelt signed the dollar evaluation bill and took immediate 
steps to put the new monetary system into effect. President signed bill in the presence of 
his monetary advisers (left to right): Herman Oliphant, of the Treasury Department; Secre
tary of the Treasury Morgenthau; Eugene Black, Governor of the Federal Reserve Board! 
Professor George Warren; George L. Harrison, Governor of the Federal Reserve Board of 
New York, and Professor James Rogers. At right, photo shows the first and last pages of the 
$3,553,400,000 tax bill, the largest that had ever been enacted, after FDR signed his name 
to it in September, 1941. It was designed to defray the costs of the national defense and 
lend-lease programs.

Of course, the man who has the most 
property should pay the most taxes, be
cause he gets the most protection from 
government. If your income is twice 
as much as mine, your taxes should be 
twice as much as mine, because you 
have twice as much value needing the 
protection of government. But there is 
no legal, moral, or economic justifica
tion for your having to pay four or 
five times as much, as is the case now 
under a tax system built on the Com
munist principle of graduated rates.

Federal income taxes are gradually 
achieving the Communist ideal of trans
ferring all capital wealth from private 
individuals to the federal government, 
leaving our economy entirely dependent 
on government capital.

We are converting our system of 
private capitalism into a system of state 
or government capitalism. Private capi
talism is the system that built America. 
State or government capitalism is the 
system that Mussolini had in Italy, 
Hitler in Germany, the Communists in 
Russia and China.11

Today, there is hardly any major 
undertaking planned without the federal 
government's being asked to provide 
financial backing. Yet the debt of our 
government is already bigger than the 
combined indebtedness of all the other 
governments in the world.

If a city needs a lake for its water 
supply, it asks the federal government 
to provide it. If a region wants a canal, 
it asks the federal government to dig it. 
Slum clearance project? Get the money 
from government. The government of 
India wants some wheat? Get it free 
from Uncle Sam.

Four young couples who vote right 
and who have “pull” want to take an 
expensive vacation together traveling 
through Europe?

Fine! Our Foreign Operations Admin* 
istration rigs up a ridiculous inspection 
trip for them so they can take their trip 
at government expense.12

YOU PAY FOR IT!

What does “at government expense’ 
mean? It means that you pay for it-

When the government spends 100 
million dollars that, of course, doesn’t 
come from you, because you don’t have 
that much money.

But the one dollar or two dollars ot 
five dollars taken out of your check 
each payday, along with equivalent 
sums taken away from every other per* 
son in the nation, goes into the federal 
pot. And from that pot, the bureau* 
crats get the money with which they 
finance “at government expense” trip5’ 
and other benefits for the people—tM 
right people.12

fhe two or three dollars that yo11 
would like to lay aside each payday, 
save up for the vacation trip you have 
always dreamed of but could nevef 
afford, is never quite there for you.

The government always beats you 
it — takes it out of your check bcfot6 
you ever see your check — and tlie'1 
uses it to provide a really good vacatio1' 
trip for someone else.

With practically every person in the 
nation dependent in one way or another 
on government handouts, subsidies, ai’^ 
contracts, can the tide be turned back*

It could, but it would require state5' 

Page 2 FACTS FORUM NEWS, March,



manship and courage. We could, first 
of all, adopt a constitutional amend
ment limiting federal taxation to 25 per 
cent of individual incomes. This would 
eliminate the worst evil in our present 
system — the Communist principle of 
graduated rates — and it would compel 
the government to economize. Govern
ment simply will not cut out wasteful 
and dangerous spending unless it has to. 
If we would put a limit on the govern
ment’s power to tax, your government 
would have to stop giving your money 
away to foreign governments, spending 
your money on housing studies in 
Africa, and publishing brochures on the 
life histories of North American wood- 
warblers.18

We could also adopt an amendment 
making it illegal for the federal govern
ment to compete in business with its 
own citizens. This would eliminate 
countless socialistic enterprises on which 
tax money has been squandered for 
many years.

If we had these two amendments as 
a beginning, we could cut the federal 
government back to legitimate size, 
restrict its activities to valid and legal 
functions, and make substantial inroads 
on retiring the national debt. We could 
then repeal the Income Tax Amendment 
and remove forever the possibility of the 
federal government’s embarking on 
another Harry Hopkins orgy of taxing, 
spending, and electing.

*****
That was one side. Now comes the 

opposite side — arguments of some 
who DO NOT think that the Income 
Tax Amendment should be repealed.

*****

The idea of repealing the Income Tax 
Amendment is preposterous.

Limiting the federal government’s 
power to levy taxes would place such a 

fiscal strait jacket on the government 
that it could not meet the grave crises 
of depression, inflation, and threats of 
war.

Every other major government on 
earth has the freedom to raise taxes as 
needed to meet national emergencies. 
How could our government compete — 
or even survive — in the present world 
of continuing international tensions if 
its hands were tied — if its most vital 
power (the taxing power) were 
limited?14

When the Sixteenth Amendment was 
proposed, the country voted for it be
cause it permitted the most equitable 
kind of tax possible.

It has enabled us to create a modern 
tax system, based on the principle that 
people should be taxed according to 
their ability to pay.

The argument that the progressive in
come tax has hurt the country is ridicu
lous. The gross national product almost 
doubled between 1939 and the first half 
of 1951, rising from 179 billion dollars 
to 324 billion dollars. Employment rose 
from 46 million to 62 million. Weekly 
wages in manufacturing increased about 
50 per cent. Corporate profits rose from 
five billion dollars to 18 billion dollars.15

PEOPLE JUST WORK HARDER

High tax rales do not reduce incen
tive. When taxes arc high, people work 
harder and assume greater risks in order 
to maintain a given standard of living. 
If a man pays a tax of 20 per cent, he 
must increase his income in order to 
have the same take-home pay he would 
have without taxes. Obviously, a man 
will work harder when he has to meet 
larger obligations—whether they are a 
new car, a television set, a new baby, or 
higher taxes. He will aim at a standard 
of living which seems right to him, and

—Wide World Photo
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President Eisenhower distributed souvenir pens to congressional leaders Aug. 16 after 
signing into law the new tax bill granting reductions to many. Witnessing the ceremony were, 
left to right, Sen. Styles Bridges (R-N.H.), Rep. Dan Reed (R-N.Y.), seated; Rep. Leo Allen 
(R-IIIJ, Rep. Joseph W. Martin (R-MassJ, Rep. Leslie Arends (R-III.I, Sen. Homer 
Ferguson (R-Mich.), Sen. Leverett Saltonstall (R-Mass.), Rep. Charles Halleck (R-lnd.), 
Undersecretary of the Treasury Marion Folsom, and Sen. Eugene Millikin (R-Colo.).

—Wide World Photo
Harry Hopkins (right) shown as he talked 

with reporters in Washington, D.C., prior to 
reporting to President Truman on his mission 
to Moscow. Hopkins' trip to Russia was as 
the President's special emissary.

he will work to achieve and maintain it.
The fact that the nation’s output has 

doubled during the past ten years proves 
that individuals and corporations carry 
on economic activities at high levels of 
efficiency even if taxes are heavy.15

The opponents of the Income Tax 
Amendment argue that it tends to dis
courage production. Nothing could be 
farther from the truth. Not only do the 
revenues derived from the income tax 
enable the government to be the largest 
single consumer, which makes more 
jobs; but the availability of these re
sources allows the government to con
trol the economy in such a way as to 
avoid the old “boom and bust’' that used 
to plague our system. The largest con
sumer, following scientific principles, 
can keep our economy running on an 
even keel and can maintain a constant 
high level of prosperity.

The conditions existing al the lime of 
the Declaration of Independence and of 
the framing of the Constitution have 
vanished. Prior to 1900, Americans 
could afford to be “rugged individual
ists”; but the Industrial Revolution 
brought in its wake such a highly inter
dependent society that the rights of so
ciety became more important than the 
rights of the individual. Society has the 
right to protest when one man amasses 
great wealth while other men starve. 
Society has the duty of protecting itself 
and its members against the economic 
anarchy of a greedy few. Society grants 
to the individual equal rights with all 
other individuals, but requires him to 
exercise those rights as a responsible 
member of society.16

The whole is greater than the sum
(Continued on Pnge 63)
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Dan Smoot discusses:

I

RIGHT-TO-WORK LAWS

SEVENTEEN different states have out
lawed the union shop with what 

they call right-to-work laws.
These states are: Alabama, Arizona, 

Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Iowa, Louis
iana, Mississippi, Nebraska, Nevada, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Tennessee, 
Texas, and Virginia.

On December 7, 1954, Labor Secre
tary James P. Mitchell, speaking before 
the sixteenth annual convention of the 
CIO in Los Angeles, expressed the hope 
that these seventeen states would wipe 
those right-to-work laws from the stat
ute books, saying that such laws do 
more harm than good.1

The cordial tone of Mitchell’s talk to 
the CIO was made even more emphatic 
by the warm tone of the message he 
brought to the CIO from President 
Eisenhower.

The Eisenhower message to the CIO 
said:

“Trade unionism has become a vital 
part of American life. The activities of 
the American labor movement have 
brought about social and economic re
forms which have enriched the lives not 
only of union members but of millions 
of other Americans. Union efforts to 
help strengthen our general welfare, our 
national prosperity, and our democracy 
have earned sincere gratitude among 
our people.”1

After listening to the President’s 
words, one CIO leader said:

“We used to organize by saying, 
‘Roosevelt wants you to join a union.’ 
Now we can revise that to say, Tke 
wants you to join a union.’

The next day, December 8. 1954. at 
the White House, however. President 
Eisenhower in a press conference said 
that Mr. Mitchell, in calling for repeal 
of state right-to-work laws, was not 
speaking for the administration.2

TOUCHED OFF SHARP ATTACK

This comment touched off a sharp at
tack on Mr. Eisenhower by Walter 
Reuther, president of the CIO. Mr. 
Reuther declared that the President had 
repudiated his Secretary of Labor.3

The political implications of all this 
are interesting and important; but 

Page 4

Facts Forum’s specific question here is 
this:

“Do you agree with Secretary of 
Labor Mitchell that the state right-to- 
work laws do more harm than good?”

*****
As usual, let’s answer this ques

tion from two exactly opposite 
points of view, taking first the argu
ments of those who say “Yes.”

All of the arguments on this side 
of the question are taken from the 
CIO publication, ECONOMIC OUT
LOOK, September, 1954. The article 
is entitled “ ‘Right-to-Work’ Laws— 
Slick Anti-Labor Weapon.”4

*****

••'I'he Right to Work” is a fair-sound-
1. ing slogan. It sounds like the title 

of a full employment program. But it is 
being used by reactionary groups as a 
cover for state antilabor legislation.

In its name, seventeen states have 
outlawed all forms of union security: 
the closed shop, the union shop, and 
maintenance of membership.

These laws aim to undermine union 
strength and to throw roadblocks in the 
way of collective bargaining.

Eleven of the seventeen “right-to- 
work” states passed their laws in 1947. 
That was the year of whipped-up anti
labor hysteria when the Taft-Hartley 
Act was passed over President Truman’s 
veto.

Since 1952. antilabor forces in the 
states have been gathering new strength. 
Five additional states passed right-to- 
work laws between 1952 and 1954. And 
antilabor groups are hard at work in 
the state capitols attempting to convince 
legislators that their states need such 
legislation.

“Right-to-work” propagandists always 
refer to liberty, justice, and free choice, 
which union-security provisions sup
posedly take away from workers. But 
underlying such misleading declarations 
of high principle is the illusion that 
“right-to-work” laws are a special at
traction to industry and commerce.

PREMISES ARE DECEIVING

Both of these premises — used by 
“right-to-work” propagandists—are false 
and illusory. They serve merely to cloak 
antilabor legislation with a fraudulent

cover of social purpose and resped' 
ability.

The past hundred years have wit- 
nessed a vast change in types of efl1' 
ployment.

The dominant type of business tocfa) 
is the huge, impersonal corporation en1 
ploying thousands of workers, frf' 
quently in establishments that are 1°' 
cated in different parts of the county

The individual worker on his own >s
at a distinct disadvantage in trying 
influence the company’s decision regard 
ing his wages, hours, and working coi1 
ditions.

Unions attempt to redress the balanf‘ 
through collective organization a'd 
action. The union attempts to give tbf 
individual worker the bargaining potfff 
he lacks on his own.

The union which a majority of e"1 
ployees of a company unit select is tF 
exclusive bargaining agent for all fl" 
ployees in that unit. When a uni0*1 
bargains with an employer on wag^' 
hours, and working conditions, 
union bargains for all of the unit’s med 
hers.
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Labor Secretary James Mitchell, a<idreLs 
ing CIO's national convention at Los An9er1 
Dec. 7, defended the idea of compu|s^. 
union membership and condemned state |d ( 
which prohibit such requirements in
contracts.
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President Eisenhower and Labor 
Secretary Mitchell voice separate 
views on whether State Right-To- 
Work Laws should be repealed.

•espec1' The doctrine of exclusive bargaining 
rights for the majority union did not 

wi1’ spring up suddenly. It developed on the 
of ert1’ basis of American experience.
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CONFLICT COULD RESULT

Multiple representation could result 
in conflicting demands upon an em
ployer — from CIO unions, AF of L 
unions, rump unions, racketeer organi
zations, and Communist-dominated un
ions, all of them ostensibly recognized 
as bargaining agents for workers within 
the same unit.

The grant of exclusive bargaining 
rights to the majority union does away 
with the possibility of such chaos. And 
it tends to free the majority union from 
endless battles with numerous compet
ing unions for collective bargaining 
with the employer.

Unions are unlike other types of mem
bership organizations. Their legal rights 
and obligations are different from those 
of fraternal orders or churches.

Fraternal orders and other member
ship organizations perform services. But 
they are not required by law or custom 
to perform services for nonmembers as 
well as for members.

Veterans may join veterans’ organi
zations if they wish. But no veterans’ 
organization is required by law to rep
resent all veterans. Yet a union selected 
as the bargaining agent by a majority 
of workers in a unit is legally required 
to represent all the unit’s workers.

1 he burden of exclusive representa
tion is a difficult one. The union must 
place its strength and finances at the 
service of all the workers in the unit. 
I he cost of negotiating collective-bar
gaining agreements covering the wages, 
hours, and working conditions of all 
the workers in the unit must come out 
of the union’s treasury. In processing 
•he grievance of any worker in the unit, 
•he union may have to reimburse the 
'•mon steward and committeemen. If 
•he grievance goes to arbitration, the 
Union’s staff will probably represent the 
aggrieved employee—the arbitrator and 
•he union’s lawyer, economist, industrial 
Engineer, and field representative, may 
have to be reimbursed out of union 
funds.

Union representation, in short, bene
fits all the workers in the unit.

Is it unreasonable, then, to ask all 
workers in the bargaining unit to con
tribute financially to the support of the 
union that represents them? Can society 
properly sanction the “free rider” who 
refuses to assume his share of the bur
den of industrial citizenship?

THREAT TO COMMUNITY

The “free rider” — the nonpaying 
nonmember who enjoys the benefits of 
trade unionism—is like a member of the 
community who refuses to pay taxes for 
the upkeep of the schools, parks, police 
and fire departments, and refuses to vote 
in the community’s elections. Such a 
citizen is not merely antisocial; he is a 
threat to the continued health and safety 
of the community. If he is permitted to 
get away with it. others may well follow 

his example. The finances of the com
munity would be weakened; community 
services would suffer. Community peace 
and order could be supplanted by 
chaotic battles between taxpayers and 
nontaxpayers.

It is similar in industrial relations. 
The “free rider” refuses to accept his 
social obligations. His fellow workers 
view him as a self-appointed person of 
special privilege. He is a threat to the 
union and to the continued peace and 
order of collective-bargaining proce
dures. Dues-paying union members view 
“free riders” as an insult. The presence 
of “free riders” creates a situation that 
is loaded with danger to peaceful rela
tions and uninterrupted production.

In many ways, the Taft-Hartley Act 
seriously restricts the operation of un- 
ion-security provisions.

In some industries, such union-secur-

—Wide World Photos

tlT

MEN AT WORK—(Top left) steelworker directs hot metal crane operator in pouring hot 
metal, while (top right) beneath a Chicago street a worker connects telephone wires in 
underground cable. (Lower left) front axles for military trucks are produced on assembly 
line in Cleveland plant. (Lower right) huge rough 75,000-pound forging for generator shaft 
of 1 00,000-kilowatt turbine-generator constructed at GE plant in Schenectady.
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—Wide World Photo
Lee Pressman as he arrived for questioning 

during closed hearing in 1948. A former gov
ernment lawyer, he was secretary of the 
Wallace third party platform committee.

Page 6

ity arrangements as the closed shop had 
been in force for twenty to thirty years 
when they were outlawed by the Taft- 
Hartley Act. And in many cases, union
shop and closed-shop agreements have 
been championed by employers, as well 
as by unions.

Many employers, as well as students 
of industrial relations, agree that closed- 
shop or union-shop agreements contrib
ute to responsible unionism and result 
in benefits to management.

Responsible unionism can develop 
only to the extent that the union feels 
secure, that its position is not being 
attacked or undermined.

Under closed-shop or union-shop con
ditions the union is not compelled to 
spend its major efforts on continuous 
organizing drives within the plant. 1 he 
union under such conditions can con
centrate its attention on collective bar
gaining and cooperate with manage
ment for the mutual benefit of the 
workers and the company.

Instead of a national policy that would 
permit unions and employers to nego
tiate union-security provisions freely, 
the Taft-Hartley law permits arrange
ments for union security and then au
thorizes the states to outlaw these pro
visions.

CALLS FOR NATIONAL POLICY

If “right-to-work” laws were adopted 
by all the states, there could be forty- 
nine different laws affecting union secur
ity: the federal law and forty-eight state 
laws. Yet union security is an issue that 
clearly calls for a national policy, since 
labor-management relations are con
ducted with national firms that buy and 
sell in the national market and operate 
establishments in several states.

Consider the disruption of industrial 
relations created by “right-to-work” laws 
as they affect union-management rela
tionships in multiplant firms. The union 
and the company negotiate a master 
agreement covering all the firm’s estab
lishments. Both parties agree to a union
security provision. But if one of the 
plants is in a “right-to-work” state, the 
union-security provision is inoperative 
in that state.

A multiplant company may operate 
under a union-shop provision in its New 
York, Michigan. Ohio, and Illinois 
plants. But in its Texas, Alabama, and 
Virginia plants, all forms of union secur
ity are outlawed by state legislation.

A national economy requires national 
economic policies. To atomize collective 
bargaining through the Taft-Hartley Act 
and state “right-to-work” laws is to re
strain trade unions and business firms 
from functioning properly within a na
tional economy dependent on interstate 
commerce and multiplant companies.

fhe selection of union security for 
special restrictions under a combination 
of federal and state laws is an obvious 
attempt to undermine collective bargain

ing. This policy on union security 
clearly stems from an antilabor bias- 
regardless of how it is cloaked.

The claims of high principle U1 
“right-to-work” laws have no basis i11 
fact. These laws have but one singl6' 
minded aim: the undermining of uniof 
strength by disrupting effective collef' 
live bargaining and atomizing industry' 
relations.

» « « * *
That was one side. Now comes the 

opposite side — arguments of some 
who DO NOT agree with Secre
tary of Labor Mitchell that state 
right-to-work laws do more harm 
than good.

* * * » *

The best way to defend the state5 
right-to-work laws is to explain 
they were needed. The best explanation 

is a brief review of historical facts. ,
In 1935, the Wagner Act was so^ 

to the American public as the law whI(’ 
would give labor equality of bargain1”^ 
power with industry. But that was i’0 
the real purpose of Lee Pressman, tK 
Communist who drafted the law. T*,<. 
Wagner Act was a Communist measUrt 
Its purpose was to make labor um011 
powerful enough to dictate terms to 
government of the United States. U 
Communists hoped to capture th6’ 
unions and use them at the appropT’ai 
time to spearhead the revolution il111 
establish the dictatorship of the l,r 
letariat.5 . I

The country was not as ripe L 
revolution as the Communists imagu1.6, 
however, and the real growth of u’11^ 
power did not come until World War 
when the government, controlling 
tically all industry, forced most 
industrial establishments to negot11’, 
closed-shop contracts with the 
unions. Literally hundreds of thousfl11 
of farmers, day laborers, small busi>l6'’i 
men from the South, Southwest and ‘'*1 
west, who could not get into the 
gave up their occupations and moved j 
Detroit or the East Coast or the 
Coast to help the war effort by v’0, , 
ing in defense plants. The first 
they had to do there, however, 
join one of the big unions, whe,,, 
they liked it or not. Money was 
out of their paychecks for initiation ■_ 
and monthly dues. If they protested a 
high-handed tyranny, the unions i 
remove them from their jobs and l’la . 
ball them in the entire industry. * 
could get no help from their 
ment, because government was on 
union’s side. Local and state 
ments felt that they could do not*1 
or were too timid to try.8 (Iji

As World War II came to a closv- 
labor leaders saw that the end o*^ 
war might also be the end of then’ 
prerogatives. The terrible outbred 
nationwide strikes and violence th^t .. 
curred right after World War H '.f 
monopolistic labor’s bid for final p° i
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over the economic life of the nation. 
1946 was one of the worst strike years 
in our history. In that year alone, 
4,600,000 workers were made idle by 
strikes, with a loss of 116,000.000 man- 
days of work.

But the big unions overplayed their 
hands. This bald revelation of un
bridled power nauseated a nation that 
wanted a return to peacetime production 
and an elimination of wartime shortages.

The Taft-Hartley law, badly mutilated 
by left-wingers, Socialists, and New 
Dealers in both houses of Congress, was 
finally passed in 1947 in response to 
public demand that something be done 
to control the big unions. But the Taft- 
Hartley law is by no stretch of the 
imagination an antiunion law. It merely 
amends the old Wagner Act in an effort 
to require the big unions to give some 
accounting of themselves.0

NO ESSENTIAL DIFFERENCE
—Wide World Photo

President Roosevelt signing the Wagner unemployment bill in 1933 in the presence of, 
left to right, Cong. Kyster, Labor Secretary Frances Perkins, and Sen. Wagner.

The Taft-Hartley Act outlaws the 
closed shop, but as amended it permits 
the union shop. Now there is no essen
tial difference between the union shop 
and the closed shop. The closed shop 
simply means that any employee who 
goes to work for an organized company 
has to belong to a union before he can 
go to work. A union shop means that 
anybody who goes to work for an or
ganized company must join the union 
within thirty days after he goes to 
work.0

I nion leaders want this kind of com
pulsory union membership because they 
have discovered that without it — with
out some means of forcing people to join

their unions and stay in and pay dues 
— they cannot get and hold new mem
bers.

Despite the favoritism they have re
ceived from the federal government; 
despite the fact that administration 
policies have forced millions of people 
against their will to join the big unions; 
and despite the hundreds of millions of 
dollars spent on propaganda and organ
ization — the big unions still have a 
combined membership of less than 20 
per cent of the working force in 
America.7

The union shop deprives individual 
union members of any means of effective 
protest against bad union leadership. 
When compulsory membership is per
mitted. the individual worker has no 
control whatever over the union to which 
he is forced to pay dues. An individual 
American voter does have some small 
control over the President of the United 
States, in the sense that he can criticize 
the President and threaten not to vote 
for the President or his party. But the 
individual worker in John L. Lewis’ 
union has about as much control over 
John L. Lewis as a Russian peasant has 
over the Russian dictator.8

Any union man who gets out and 
makes speeches against Walter Reuther 
or in any way criticizes his union would 
instantly be kicked out of the CIO and 
blackballed so that he couldn’t get a 
job in his trade anywhere in the United 
States.

Union propaganda holds that manage
ment is the enemy, unionism the friend, 
of the laboring man, and that unions 
are due all the credit for getting higher 
wages and working conditions.9

If the union leaders believe their own 
propaganda, it is difficult to see why 
they want compulsory union member
ship to force people to join their unions. 
If the unions had done all the fine things 
for American workingmen that they 
claim to have done, it seems rather 
apparent that self-interest would en
courage every laboring person in the 
United States to clamor for union mem
bership. If labor unions were really, 
as they claim, responsible for the rise 
of workers’ living standards, then of 
course the highest living standards of 
the world would be in Europe, where 
unionism has been predominant for 
generations.

Since 1790, living standards of wage-

—Wide World Photo
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Several hundred placard-carrying pickets assail Taft-Hartley law outside federal building 
in New York during House subcommittee hearing into alleged Communist influence in the 
distributive and mercantile industries. Demonstration was in protest over summoning of union 
officials for questioning on their political affiliations.
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—Wide World Photos

?

Left photo, CIO President Walter Reuther congratulated Labor Secretary Mitchell (left) 
after the Cabinet member addressed the union's Dec. 7 convention. Standing at right, James 
Carey, President of the CIO Union of Electrical Workers. Right photo, Reuther (left) made 
headlines in 1937 when, as a UAW local president, he and Richard T. Frankensteen, UAW-CIO 
organizational director, were beaten up by employees at the Ford River Rouge plant whom 
they were trying to organize.

earners in the United States have im
proved continuously — not in ratio to 
union activity, hut in ratio to the invest
ment that private management has made 
in better plants and equipment.10

The basic evil of the compulsory 
union membership or union-shop idea is 
the use of force to compel individuals to 
do the will of others. Americans cer
tainly have a right to organize unions 
and join them. They also have a right to 
strike. Taking a job that is offered you, 
or quitting the one you have; joining a 
union that wants you, or refusing to 
join — these are a part of your inalien
able rights to life, liberty, and the pur
suit of happiness. But no one, not even 
government, has the constitutional right 
to force someone else to join a union 
if he doesn’t want to.9

Yet the instances of outright and out
rageous violence on the part of organ
ized labor hoodlums to force individual 
workers to join unions against their will 
or to participate in strikes which they 
do not approve of are almost infinite 
in number.

Labor czars today can hold the peo
ple of the LTnited States for ransom, cut 
off their livelihood, starve them, and 
strangle their economy.

In 1952, John L. Lewis decided that 
all the employed people in Widen, West 
Virginia — whether they worked in 
cafes, grocery stores, laundries, or what
not— should belong to the United Mine 
Workers. The people resisted. So, in 
September, 1952, UMW put a picket 
line across the only automobile road 
leading into Widen. West Virginia. And 
there it remained until Christmas Eve, 
1953. During those fifteen months the 
people of Widen. West Virginia, lived in 
a reign of terror, instigated by a band 
of men who sought to force them to 
sign up with the UMW. whether they 
wanted to or not. During this strike, 
three railroad bridges, two electric 
power substations, and one high-tension 
tower were destroyed by dynamite. Nine 
houses or barns were burned. A train 
was stopped, its passengers removed at 

gunpoint, and one of its passengers 
beaten severely. Another passenger train 
loaded with women and children was 
fired on. Twenty-nine automobiles be
longing to individual citizens were over
turned, shot up, or dynamited. The 
climax of this strike was an ambush 
involving some twenty shotguns and 
rifles fired from darkness upon a motor
cade on a public road. One man was 
killed, three wounded.11

Similar occurrences were recorded in 
a prolonged strike at Elizabeth, Louisi
ana, where an AF of L affiliate was try
ing to organize some paper mills.12

Similar incidents occurred in Central 
City, Kentucky.

In 1954, George Lee. independent 
owner of a small laundry in a little town 
in Louisiana, tried to resist the efforts of 
a powerful union to organize his em
ployees, who didn’t want to be organized. 
The union put a picket around his place, 
insulted his customers with obscene lan
guage, beat up his truck drivers, refused 
to let his employees go to work.13

Union goons in Chicago waylaid and 
beat to death an elderly man for refus
ing to participate in a strike which he 
considered unjust.

ABOVE AND BEYOND THE LAW

The list of such incidents is long and 
terrifying. Yet, because of the political 
power they possess, the big labor organ
izations have been placed above and 
beyond the laws of our land. The in
stigators and perpetrators of all this 
criminal violence are seldom brought to 
justice for their crimes. When they are. 
they are usually given suspended sen
tences or light fines.

Even more startling is the fact that 
such arrant hoodlumism is seldom criti
cized by the great liberal church leaders, 
newspapers, and various civil rights or
ganizations which look upon themselves 
as the keepers of the nation’s conscience.

It is a situation which defies under
standing. But one thing we can under
stand: if the people of America continue 
to appease industry-wide union labor 
monopolies, their appeasement will end 
either in civil war or in the submission 
of the United States government to an 
unofficial labor dictatorship.5

Our presidents, our cabinet officers- 
our congressmen, and our senators have 
been so susceptible to the powerfid 
political pressures of the big unions that 
the federal government has been unable 
to regulate labor-management affairs in 
the national interest. The only way out 
of this dilemma is to permit the power 
of regulation to return to the individual 
states, where it should have been ad 
along, according to the Tenth Amend
ment of our Constitution.

The real importance of the right-to- 
work lawrs which the individual state? 
are enacting is that such laws are re
turning to the individual states the func
tion of policing labor-management vio
lence.

The people of Florida started tlu- 
trend in 1914.

STATES ADOPT OWN LAWS

Arizona followed suit in 1946. Since 
that time, fifteen other states in thf 
South and West have adopted their owl’ 
right-to-work laws.

At Pittsburgh during power strike in 1946, regular heat supply was cut off. Chilly federfl 
building offices were warmed up by heating system pipes connected with locomotive.

It

—Wide World Pho,k

I *•»
I

■W'

V.

Page 8 Be sure and see page 45 FACTS FORUM NEWS, March,



SECRETARY HAGERTY ATTACKS

REUTHER’S "FRAUD” CHARGE

out a legislative program.

• I

Attempting to halt auto from

speech, which was not submitted in 
advance to the White House, Hag- 

and proper for individuals to ex
press their own opinions without in 
any way tying down an administra
tion to a policy decision, ami that’s 
what Mr. Mitchell did.”

UMW 
emerged

Ions charge I have ever heard.”
Hagerty further emphasized, 

“Jim Mitchell was appointed by the 

—Wide World Photos 
Lewis (left) as he 
mine following an 
scene of explosion

“Ridiculous charge!” retorted 
White House I’ress Secretary Janies 
C. Hagerty in answer to CIO Presi
dent Reuther’s denunciation that 
the administration was perpetrating 
a “political fraud” in its attitude 
toward Labor Secretary Mitchell.

In a REPORTERS’ ROUNDUP 
interview, Hagerty----commenting on
Reuther’s reference to a speech in 
which Secretary Mitchell expressed 
his views on right-to-work laws — 
views voiced without the advance 
approval of President Eisenhower 
—declared:

“I think that Jim Mitchell is one 
of the best Secretaries of Labor this 
country has ever had. He represents 
all segments of labor. He is not pri
marily concerned with or tied to 
any one labor organization. He is 
working for the welfare of the 
working men and women of this 
country. • . • and the charge that 
Mr. Reuther makes that Mr. Mitch
ell is a sort of second-class member

opinions are constantly

to express his opinion, and he does 
not want a member of the Cabinet 
to be just a ‘rubber stamp’ or a ‘yes 
man.’ ”

Hagerty went on to say, “I would 
recommend that even Mr. Reuther 
take another look at that speech. In 
talking of the seventeen states that 
have these right-to-work laws, Mr. 
Mitchell was merely saying that he 
thought that these states should 
take another look at those laws. He 
was not proposing this as either an 
administration policy or a legisla
tive policy of the national adminis
tration to be submitted to this Con
gress. In the first place we couldn’t; 
those are purely state laws, and it 
is up to each one of those states 
to take those actions ... if the state 
legislatures in their wisdom think 
that any such action is necessary. 
He was merely proposing this and 
stating his often-expressed opinion 
that these right-to-work laws were 
detrimental.”

XX hen asked if he did not prefer 
that public expressions of opinion 
by administration officials coincide 
with those of the White House, 
Hagerty replied, “Not necessarily; 
on many subjects, of course, hut 
not necessarily.”

Press Secretary Hagerty con- 

What are these right-to-work laws that 
seventeen southern and western states 
now have on lhe hooks? They are 
simply laws which say that people don’t 
have to join unions if they don't want 
•o. In all of the seventeen states, the 
right-to-work laws recognize lhe right 
°f people to join unions. None of these 
laws outlaws union organization or 
union strikes. They merely outlaw the 
practice of forcing people to join unions 
and pay dues against their will.14

Attempting to halt auto from entering Hollywood studio during 
was knocked over by the car during full-scale melee in jurisdiction 
unions.

—Wide World
1946 strikes, a picket 
fight among AF of L

Chief John L, 
, ___from Illinois

e,9ht-hour inspection of ____ >_r._ _
'*here 119 miners were killed in 1951. (Right) 
Os he appeared before a House labor sub- 
Comnuttee.

It is incredible that Janies P. Mitchell, 
a Uiember of the Cabinet of the Presi- 
deut of the United Stales, could publicly 
uttack such laws, whose sole and simple 
l,Urpose is to protect individual Ameri- 
<aps against lhe tyranny and violence of 
Private organizations.

I here in quick review are two sides 
a Facts Forum question:

. Do you agree with Secretary of 
^I’or Mitchell that the state right-to- 
'Ork laws do more harm than good?”

« « » « «
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GEORGE HAMILTON COMBS _

HARO'I BURT

wu^vmiw.K

Ansicers for Americans:

COULD THE UNITED 
STATES GO IT ALONE ?

FEATURING .JAMES BURNHAM, famed author who has heen called the 
“leading intellectual antagonist of communism,” with panel mem- 
bers: Publisher Devin Garrity, Former Democratic Congressman 
George Hamilton Combs, and Professor Charles Hodges of NeW 
York I Diversity. Hardy Burt served as program moderator.

Q. If the Soviet empire were able to 
conquer Europe and Asia, could a free 
America survive?

(Bubnham): I think we have to dis
tinguish here between conquer on the 
one hand, and organize and consolidate 
on the other. Merely conquering more 
territory sometimes makes a nation 
weaker.

For example, Hitler conquered most 
of Europe and most of the Soviet Union 
also, at least the European parts of the 
Soviet I nion; hut he progressively got 
weaker when he overextended his lines. 
And the same thing was true of Napo
leon.

However, if the Soviet empire could 
not only conquer the rest of Europe and 
Asia but organize and consolidate that 
territory economically as well. I'm 
afraid that it would so overweigh us in 
population, in area, and in resources 
that we would not be able to survive as 
a free nation.

Q. More specifically, would we he com- 
munized, too, in your opinion?

(Burnham) : In the end we would be 
absorbed in a world Communist empire. 
Our own government would be over
thrown; we would become slaves of the 
Soviet tyranny under the control of 
Moscow.

(Garrity): I don't think I agree with 
my friend. Jim Burnham, on this. I as
sume that if Russia took Asia and 
Europe (and throw in Africa, loo), by 
that time- if this thing gets going any 
more we'd have consolidated our own 
position in the Western Hemisphere.

Now, Em a Western Hemisphere fel
low. I believe that in the foreseeable 
future we, the 160 million Americans, 
can (if we play our cards right) dom
inate intelligently this Western Hemis
phere which, to me. is a self-contained 
unit.

There just aren I enough Russians, 
that is. the core of the Communist con
spiracy. to be able to come over and 
dominate us. They would take a hundred 
years to digest what they would bite off 

if the) were to take what this question 
assumes.

(Combs) : I don’t think there is n 
chance of permanent sun ival on the part 
of an America in the face of a world 
organized against us. We might have 
some form of hemispheric autarky, try* 
ing as best we could Io maintain an 
economy nurtured on these shores here 
in the new world: hut it wouldn’t work- 
And I believe Mr. Burnham is com
pletely right when he says that this 
would ultimately result in the subjuga
tion of the American people.

NO CHANCE OF SURVIVAL?

The truth is that we would be either 
conquered or obliterated. I can’t con
ceive our being able to stand against the 
Soviet in the concept of “Fortress Amer
ica when there could never be a roof 
over that fortress. We might be able If 
repel attacks al its walls, but we couldn’t 
and can t canopy this entire continent- 
Therefore, we would be in danger and 
such a minority, expressed demogra- 
phieally or population-wise, even with 
South America, that we wouldn’t be able 
to stand against them.

I hey’ve far outnumbered us, and 
must also remember that for many- 
many years to come South America b 
going to be, let us say. more of a lial’il' 
ity than an asset. The authoritarianist1 
of the Latin American dictators wonk’ 
readily lend itself Io deals with ll1'’ 
Communists. 'I’here is a large Comity, 
nist movement there which I’m afra>‘‘ 
would be too strong for us to stand.

(Garrity): I don’t agree with th^ 
at all.

(Hodges): I would join the gr°l|i; 
that says the answer is “No, the Uni, 
States cannot ‘go it alone.’ ” I think 
we've gotten two angles on it. I’d jns 
like to reinforce the logistic (as 
military put it) side of trying to org^n’ 
ize this hemisphere.

\ ou are dealing with magnifin®1!] 
distances — distances from this stand
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ItIajor Julius HocHEEI.DER of North Holly
wood. Calif., won a $100 U.S. Savings Bond 
for submitting the question, “Could the United 
States ‘Go It 
SWERS FOR 
too, may send 
hear discussed
FOR AMERICANS to Facts Forum. Dallas, 
[exas. and compete for the weekly award.

Alone’?”, used on this AN- 
AMERICANS program. You, 
a question you would like to 
on Facts Forum's ANSWERS

live policy of waiting to see what Mos
cow does, into an aggressive policy 
which will aim. if possible by political 
means and psychological means, to 
break up the Soviet empire from within.

Q. Would you send American soldiers 
over there to enforce this? Would 
involve American youth over there 
third world war to stop it?

(Burnham) : In my opinion, the 
strictly military strategy that goes with 
such a political policy of what I call 

liberation of the Eurasian continent 
from the Communist tyranny,” the 
strictly military strategy that goes with 
that is based primarily upon strategic 
airpower.

(Garrity): Bight.
(Combs) : It seems to me that we have 

overlooked one aspect of this which is 
of tremendous importance. You might be 
able materialistically to hold this hem
isphere for a time, but there would be 
an impoverishment of the American 
spirit and a degeneration of the Ameri
can character, which I am afraid would 
be fatal in the last analysis. Moreover, 
we’d have to be an armed camp. We’d 
have to be a nation—

(Garrity): We’re an armed camp 
now.

(Combs) : —standing in arms and ab
sorbing a tax burden among these 160 
million people, which the Communists 
could distribute over billions of peoples.

Q. Why would there he an impoverish
ment of American spirit if the United 
States were isolated by Russia?

(Combs): I think that in the first 
place if we're cut away from world 
currents of thought and. let us say, the 
affinity of mankind generally, we’ll find 
ourselves ingrowing. Secondly. I think 
that we’d feel a sense of despair and 
resentment and would have to go into 
totalitarianism ourselves in order to 
meet the countering totalitarianism of 
the nation abroad, and that would in
evitably pervert and corrupt the Ameri
can spirit.

(Garrity): This country grew up 
with people who got away from that 
feeling of despair which has been 
Europe’s heritage for thousands of years 
—who came over here. If anything, it 
would cause a revival of the American 
spirit to be cast back upon our own.

"FLYING SAUCERS MAY TAKE US!"

(Combs) : Generation after genera
tion. year after year, decade after 
decade, struggling under arms—

(Garrity) : Well, we can’t talk about 
that; nobody can talk about that. Ely
ing saucers may take us by that time!

Q. The technological factor of the 
H-bomb hasn’t been mentioned. Would 
the H-bomb be such a deterrent to the 
Soviet empire that the outside forces 
could be withstood if they did take 
Europe and Asia?

(Burnham): It seems to me that the 
fact is that up to the present, for the

(Continued on Page 54)

U.S. CAN BE INDEPENDENT

it s ridiculous nonsense. A lol of it 
has been inspired by Communists. Harry 
Dexter While inspired the idea (if you 
want to look up Malone’s data on this, 
you can find it) that we were dependent 
upon Europe for strategic supplies. We 
an* not; the facts are otherwise. And 
that particularly goes for iron there’s 
a marvelous new strike in Canada which 
is going to take care of our needs in the 
iron ore department for quite 
lime.

(Burxham) : I think that Devin 
rity here has jumped two or three 
in advance of his own argument.

alone because we won’t have Latin 
American backing.

Q. But if South America were con
solidated, could the United States “go it 
alone” in your opinion?

(Hodges): Providing it has the mili
tary power to command the approaches 
to North America and Io move the bulk 
cargoes upon which our military destiny 
rests.

(Garrity) : 1 don’t agree with Pro
fessor Hodges at all. I really get an
noyed al the whole group of eastern 
seaboard Europe-firsters. The kind of 
person who says. “If Europe goes down, 
we must go down.” You don't hear 
Englishmen saying that “if Europe goes 
down. England’s going down.” but 
there’s a whole group of people along 
this eastern seaboard that has a vested 
interest in Anu'rican doom if Europe 
fails.

in advance of his own argument. Now 
the conclusion from the view that if the 
Soviet Union consolidates Europe and 
Asia this country cannot long hold out 
is not a Europe-first. United Nations 
globalist policy—such as is upheld by 
some of the eastern seaboard's interna
tionalists that you are referring to and 
that you are attacking. And. in attacking 
them. I certainly would agree with you. 
Mr. Garrity.

I’ve written three books and about 
300 articles in which I draw a quite 
different conclusion from this, and it 
seems to me that this is the only one 
that follows from the facts- namely, 
that we have to prevent the consolida
tion of Eurasia by the Soviet I nion 
by moving away from a merely defen
sive containment policy, a merely nega-

An^-0^ i»teri'iiption of supply lines. 
Penrt 11 *S 0n‘te true that we are de- 

i Sl>ch<nt ,1OW 0,1 outs’^e world f°r 
alo Orf^r>ary things as iron ore, let 
you'( • e strate?’c metals with which 
\V(lr a^or-make your ores nowadays for 

j Or for peace.
any hh‘a that we can control 

^le Soviet threat (I'm speaking 
Wec rorn a military standpoint)—that 
Pi-ep31' Control Latin America—is simply 
go (o°s*(‘r°iis. And the best answer is to 

reference book. Jane’s Fighting 
l|£,Va]’ an° to see the increase in Soviet 
the : tonnage and, more specifically, 
the a nit)'uP in long-range submarines, 
f>ehf„ns'vpr to which I don’t think the 

। £°n has as yet.
I thji^L Want to emphasize the fact, and 
^eVin r ,s "here I disagree with 
°Ur l 'l*rrity even more, that we’ve had ^hands full.
'•’atio' ^ere ,s a State Department pub- 
'fJrnq1|n !n "hich there is an analysis of 
?°t a *n Guatemala. Here we’ve 

on(>lnp a' record what can happen 
hlle place, very deliberately 

Tot jn( "here it was a most sensitive 
P;. 11 'hition to North America and Io 

^(‘at (lania Canal. And I think it was a 
e w?' a,1<’ ' m very "hid that up to

r hik J rT ahh’ Io control it. And I 
1|tratioy°u re going to get this

s Q, h that s the real menace.
to h •'ljl,_sayinff it would be 

| ^Oi)( d Soilfh America?
i startPaEs 1 : ' sa*(i specifically when 

Q,<>ut that we could not. as the 
I'^krly ates‘ * go it alone” and. par- 
I’Tughj S|nce going it alone has been 

h|) as Squiring Latin American 
’ say doubly we can't “go it 
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Hi()na,11es Burnham, philosopher and author of 
o|u,y books, including "The Managerial Rev- 
"Th/0,n' "The Struggle for the World," and 

he ^eb of Subversion."



All eyes turn to

FORMOSA
Anal ysis of Far Eastern Crisis by Dan Smoot

On January 24, 1955. President Eisen
hower sent to the Congress a special 
message requesting authority for the 
use of armed force, if necessary, to keep 
the Chinese Communists from taking 
Formosa and related islands.1

Tn that message to Congress—and in 
subsequent statements made by high 
government officials—many new. im
portant features of American policy have 
been revealed.

Facts Forum's question: Do you ap
prove of American policy with respect 
to the conflict between the Chinese 
Communists and the Chinese National-

As usual, let’s look at the ques
tion from two opposite sides, taking 
first the arguments of those who DO 
approve.

* * * « «

(Geography—as well as history— helps 
I to explain the vagueness of our pre
vious policy on Formosa; and it also 

helps us to understand the delicacy of 

our problem in trying to establish a 
clear and precisely defined policy.

Formosa is at points just ninety miles 
from the mainland.2

But when the Communists drove the 
Nationalists off the mainland six years 
ago. the Nationalists not only occupied 
Formosa, they occupied all of the 
islands between the mainland and For
mosa.2

Some of these islands are large enough 
to be important. Many of them are tiny 
heads of rock sticking up out of the sea 
—not even shown on the maps.2

Some of them—such as tbe Pesca
dores—lie fairly close to Formosa and 
are obviously vital to the defense of 
Formosa.

Many of them, however, are offshore 
specks of land which stretch two or 
three hundred miles along the rim of 
China itself.2

Since President Truman first ordered 
the Seventh Fleet to patrol the Strait of 
Formosa in 1950. there has been little 
doubt that we intended to help Chiang

J ■

'i. '

—Wide World Photo
On Jan. 29, President Eisenhower signed the resolution, passed by Congress, for the 

defense of Formosa. Standing behind the President, left to right, Sen. Walter George (D-Ga.), 
Sen. Styles Bridges (R-N.HJ, Secretary of State Dulles, Sen. William Knowland (R-Calif.), 
and Sen. Alexander Wiley (R-Wis.),
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locates the Tachen Islands (A) where 
U.S. Seventh Fleet and other U.S. forces we,‘ 
ordered Feb. 5 by President Eisenhower 
help in the evacuation of Nationalist Chin^ 
troops and civilians. Earlier, American Sabre 
jet fighters from Osan Air Force Base (und«r 
lined) in South Korea shot down two of ei9 
Communist fighter planes which, the 
Force said, tried to attack a U.S. reconn<>|S 
sance bomber over the Yellow Sea (B).

hold Formosa and the Pescadores.3
But we have been intentionally vag^ 

about the little offshore islands.
We have never wanted to commit o'|f| 

selves to defend them; but we h^1 
hoped that the Communists would f1’ 
take them until their fate could 
settled by international agreements, 
cause such action would cause both 11 
and Chiang Kai-shek to lose face 1 
Asia.

Remaining silent and vague ab®11 
the offshore islands was a kind of bl'1 
on our part.4

We had hoped that the Communists 
not knowing what we would do if tl>( 
seized the islands—would not run 1,1 
risk of seizing them.

U.S. BLUFF CALLED
Now, however, they have called 

bluff. They have taken some of the li* 
islands by direct assault. We put f0'1 
siderable pressure on Chiang to eva<;l! 
ate (with our help) other islands 'l1,' 
as the Tachens—in order to avoid b'f 
ger and growing conflict in the are8'.

Tn thus giving ground, we have a?11' 
demonstrated our eagerness to settle 
dangerous Far Eastern crisis by pe^1 
ful negotiation.

It is now apparent to all the 
that we are willing to draw a defi”1, 
line through the Formosa Strait and 
to the Communists: You may have* 
offshore islands—all of the islands', 
to this line; but you may not cross 
line to take Formosa, the Pescadores* 
closely related islands.4

Drawing such a definite dividing’!., 
will not. of course, stop the cofl* f 
unless the Communists agree to the 'W

That is why we are still being j 
liberately vague about certain keV 
shore islands, like Quemoy and Ms1'

FACTS FORUM NEWS, March,
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We are willing Io let the Communists 
lave Matsu and Quemoy; but before 
lulling them that specifically, we want 
,0 negotiate with them an agreement 
°n a dividing line which they will 
promise not to cross.

Once we negotiate such an agreement 
x'ith them, we will hold the line until 
nie ultimate fate of Formosa itself can 
,e settled by international agreement 
1,1 the I nited Nations.0

That is our policy with respect to 
*nc conflict between the Chinese Reds 
and Nationalists.

WILL U.S. DEFEND ISLANDS?
. The American government is engaged 
’Ji an earnest effort Io stabilize its rela- 
tlons with Communist China. The con
cessional resolution—which the Presi- 
(<‘nt requested and obtained—leaves 
open the question of whether the United 

^ates will defend the offshore islands 
at lie between China and Formosa. In 

He cease-fire arrangement which we 
j!!°Pe the I nited Nations can negotiate, 
. ese offshore islands will be bargain- 
lri" elements.0

The presidential message on Formosa 
Jas the first important step in a series 
. delicate diplomatic maneuvers look- 
Iri& toward—not just a clarification of 
o.llr own policy and a temporary cease- 

but a long-range, final settlement
0 the explosive Far Eastern situation.7 

Respite the belligerent and implacable
offllU^e 'h* Communists, Washington 

’vials are still working very hard for 
k’nd of I N-sponsored cease-fire 

sH'vment. New Zealand’s prime minis- 
has spent some time in Washington, 

v°rking with our State Department 
Ovjard that end.7

’Oth the President and Mr. Dulles 
. Ped that the American decision to 
Ifi-'rvefe necessary would bring sta- 
J lly to the area—with the Communists
o Cepling a dividing line in the Formosa 

rajt between the two Chinas. The
Il es’dential decision was presented to

® British on this basis.8
hir allies—particularly the British—

p re never before enthusiastic about our 
ii|f)Jrr)Osa ,)oli,'y* lhey are sul,l)Or*’
p Us now that we have revised our

policy in order Io cope with 
01/ anfl u’’th the trend of world 
(L1*110’1, ' Be administration has aban- 

B>r Ceneral Chiang, the National- 
dream of a return to the mainland— 
loo costly in terms of lives, taxes, 

thPlS,,r(’' anfl *Tfort. Fhe President hopes 
this change of course will end Amer-

<l'1 diplomatic isolation in the Far East.
'vvr since we took Formosa under

q r protection in 1950. the Chinese 
•T^ttiunists have won one great victory 
p another. In Korea they fought the

States and other Western powers 
a stalemate. They won a great victory 

bi [ dochina. They went on to a still 
rdier victory in diplomacy at Geneva.9 

e have been handicapped, because

—Wide World Photo
Crewmen aboard the destroyer U.S.S. Craig are on the alert during drill off Formosa. 

The Craig is with the U.S. Seventh Fleet.

If 
I*

until now—we have not had one con
sistent policy on China. We have had 
two policies which actually contradict 
each other.”

On the one hand, we have been mov
ing toward a long-range policy of disen
gaging ourselves from the struggle in 
Asia so that we can live at peace with 
the Communist regime in China. On the 
other hand, we have been supporting 
Chiang Kai-shek, who vows to destroy 
the Communist regime.”

Each policy has prevented full realiza

tion of the other. We have now, how
ever, begun to make a definite choice 
between the two. The policy of disen
gaging ourselves from the fighting in 
Asia is tin* one that we have chosen.”

I he Korean truce was the first step 
in our policy of disengagement. Il was 
the most popular act of the Republican 
administration during its first year in 
office. Il made possible a reduction in 
the military budget and helped bring 
about tax cuts. It laid the basis for the 
Eisenhower program at home.10

—Wide World Photo

' . J

4’ tel®
-■J■

Chinese Nationalist leader Chiang Kai-shek and Vice Admiral Alfred M. Pride, commander 
of the U.S. Seventh Fleet, who conferred Jan. 23 at Taipeh on the explosive civil war situa
tion, are shown here at a previous meeting aboard the U.S.S. Wasp.
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The settlement cf the Indochina war 
was the next logical step in disengage
ment.10

When the Eisenhower administration 
took office, the United States was. in a 
sense, at war with Communist China on 
three fronts. With disengagement accom
plished in Korea and in Indochina, the 
Formosa Strait remains the only active 
war front with Communist China. The 
administration now desires to eliminate 
this last active war front with the Reds. 
Only if this is done will our disengage
ment be complete and lasting.11

The President's special message on 
Formosa represents an attempt to 
achieve maximum disengagement with
out abandoning Chiang—and maximum 
support for Chiang without abandoning 
the disengagement policy. It will sustain 
Chian" on Formosa—which was terri
tory the United States liberated from 
Japan. But the United States will dis
engage itself from all territory w Inch is 
historicallv Chinese—that is, the off
shore islands—provided the Chinese 
Communists will agree not to attack 
Formosa and the Pescadores.

There is no longer any doubt that the 
administration is willing to offer all 
the offshore islands to Red China in

—Wide World Phot0

■

4 ■tn * ■ J 
Z • , j

- , \ I

Busy scene at a Taipeh intersection as the bustling activity of the Formosa capital keep* 
pace with the increased tempo of the Chinese civil war. Civilian evacuees from the Tache" 
Islands poured into the island fortress of Chiang Kai-shek.

return for a cease-fire and a promise 
to abandon its military campaign against 
Formosa. A cease-fire could be had 
tomorrow on those terms as far as the 
United States is concerned.12

The offshore islands have been Chi
nese for centuries. Formosa and the 
Pescadores were originally Chinese, but 
Japan had held them for a half century 
before World War II. Under the terms 
of the Japanese Peace Treaty, Tokyo 
renounced all claim to Formosa and the 
Pescadores - but it did not reassign

them to any specific power. By this time 
Chiang had already fled to Formosa.12

The I nited States has a legal respon
sibility to secure Formosa and the Pesca
dores until their future can be decided 
by international agreement. But the 
I nited States has no responsibility to 
keep the offshore islands out of Commu
nist hands. They are Chinese territory 
just as the mainland is. The United 
States was not responsible for keeping 
Chiang on the mainland. Neither is it 

■Wide World Photo

4

*

Chinese junks and small boats crowd the harbor of Tashato, villaqe in Uooer Tachen 
island group. *

responsible for keeping him on the of 
shore islands.12

We have a right to be present 111 
Formosa and the Pescadores under 
terms of the Japanese surrender. But"1, 
do not have this right in the case 0 
the offshore islands. They have alwaf' 
been Chinese. If we were to interve1'1 
in the offshore islands, we would 
acting on Chinese territory in a C^1 
nese civil war.13

If Communist China had not 3,1 
nounced its intention of taking ForrnOj'1 
when the attacks on the offshore isla1111' 
were started last fall, the United Statr 
would probably have looked the othe 
way while the Communists took 
islands.13

AMERICAN AID FOR CHIANG

tacks on the Communists.
All of this means, of course, that '* 

are officially writing off the vain- ll,j. 
realistic dream that Chiang Kai-s*1^ 
might someday return to the main^1
and overthrow the Communists. ,)V 

At last, we are facing up to rea11 ■
in Asia. J

Our present policy of defending f‘j. 
mosa but giving up the offshore isk1” । 
will almost certainly have the supP । 
of our active allies in the Far 
It enables the powers who reccgnizf \(l
Communi 
recognize 
It will do 
Formosa

st government of China 
the defense of Formosa a^, 
much to win respect lot 0 
position among the unc°
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—Wide World Photos
Admiral Felix B. Stump (left), commander 

ln chief in the Pacific, and Major General 
S°ry Smith (right), Pacific air force com
mander, emplaned from Pearl Harbor to 
Formosa Jan. 29.

fitted nations o£ Asia. It will provide 
a sound legal and political foundation 
[or an eventual attempt by the United 
Nations to bring about a final settle- 
Hient in the Far East.14

When Formosa is protected by a

coalition with the Communists, because 
he knew them. He knew that when you 
fight Communists, you destroy them or 
they destroy you, because cooperation 
with them is impossible.15

But General Marshall was carrying a 
big stick when he arrived in China in 
late 1945. He was authorized to term
inate all American aid to China if a 
coalition between Chiang Kai-shek and 
the Communists were not effected. And 
he was empowered to grant or withhold 
a 500 million dollar loan to the Chi
nese.15

Chiang agreed to hold truce talks with 
the Communists, who. severely beaten 
and in bad shape at the time, also 
agreed. But the Communists, instead of 
coming to terms, would always use the 
truce talks as a cover period for re
grouping and catching their breath to 
launch new surprise offensives.15

After several months of this. Chiang 
Kai-shek was grievously weakened. The 
Communists, who had gained greatly 
in relative strength, would no longer 
agree Io truce talks of any kind. Mar

shall. in the summer of 1946. finally 
realized that a coalition government 
could not be formed: and all United 
Stales military aid to China was stop
ped. We cancelled the 500 million dollar 
loan and halted shipment of supplies 
already purchased by the Chinese. We 
even forbade the shipment to Chiang 
Kai-shek from Okinawa and other Pa
cific islands of surplus American sup
plies which Chiang’s government had 
already bought. I hese surplus supplies. 
\\ ithheld from Chiang, were dumped 
into the Pacific Ocean.15

Thus, step by step, we helped to nego
tiate Chiang Kai-shek off the continent 
of Asia.

CHIANG A MENACE

But even after he had retreated to 
Formosa, Chiang remained a serious 
menace and handicap to the Commu
nists.

Occupying Formosa and all of the off
shore islands between Formosa and the 
mainland. Chiang Kai-shek practically 
controlled shipping in the Formosa 

guaranteed cease-fire, the offshore 
ls’ands can safely pass into Peking’s con- 
tr°l; and the Chinese Communists will 
110 longer be humiliated by the Qiu'inoy 
aud Matsu corks in their harbors.

The Eisenhower administration will 
1 ontinue to do everything possible to 

a UN-negotiated settlement in Asia. 
lheSe efforts of ours even if they fail 
’utimately—have tremendous impact on 
'v°rld opinion. We have already won a 
bfeat decision in the court of world 
opinion by proving that we are eager 
o end a dangerous dispute, not by force 

arms, but by peaceful negotiation.

. I lint was one side of the ques- 
The oth er side will come next.

Here are arguments of some who 
NOT approve of our policy with 

respect to the conflict between the 
‘hinese Communists and Nation- 

“lists. 
* «• * *

If.-.
1

■
t* >

• AL
J^l* 1

________i
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—Wide World Photos
(Top left) Evacuees were crammed aboard an American ship just before it left a North 

Tachen island for Formosa. (Top right) A group of small Chinese children cluster on 
Tachen island beach as they await their turn to board ships for evacuation. (Lower left) 
Chinese civilians unable to climb ladders to the American evacuation ship are taken abo d 
in a makeshift lift. (Lower right) Civilians, among the first evacuees to reach Keeluna 
Formosa, from the Tachens, disembark from the American ship which took them from the’ 
island home. e,r
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1Ecotiation is the Communists’ prin- 
C1pal weapon of conquest. It was pri- 

ardy by negotiating with Western lead- 
s land only secondarily by force of 

’tms) that the Chinese Communists 
anaged to conquer half of Asia.

f1 1955, when we asked the United 
Pp’ons to negotiate a cease-fire between 
^^larig Kai-shek and the Reds in China, 

'vere ignoring the experience of 1945 
en Harry Truman sent George C. 

<lrshall out to China to negotiate a 
e^e-fire.i5

'''a ^en Marshall mission Io China 
civ‘l (Once’ve(b China was ablaze with 
w; * .Vvar’ an(l Chiang Kai-shek was 

Marshall went to China to stop 
^hting and force Chiang Kai-sh('k 

. <ognize the Communists as a legiti- 
thf.j' domestic political parly and take 
rCsj lntf> his government. Chiang had

P(’ all previous pressures for a



Strail. He made it difficult for China 
to trade with the outside world. Chiang 
was seriously interrupting the flow of 
American and other Western goods 
which our noble allies were shipping in 
to the Chinese Communists.

Moreover, the presence of Chiang Kai- 
shek on Formosa—just ninety miles 
from the mainland—kept vast numbers 
of Communist soldiers tied down on the 
coast, awaiting an ever-expected and 
dread full v-feared invasion.

The Communists needed help; and we 
gave it to them.

Truman sent the American Seventh 
Fleet into China waters to neutralize 
Formosa—to keep Chiang Kai-shek from 
trying to invade the Communist-held 
mainland. Of course, Mr. Truman also 
ordered the Seventh Fleet to keep the 
Commies from invading Formosa. But 
that was meaningless, because the Beds 
did not have any navy—not any. Chiang 
Kai-shek did have a small navy of sorts 

—Wide World Photo
A group of U.S. 

North Tochen island
Navy frogmen cleared underwater obstructions in the harbor of the 
before start of evacuation.

—Wide World Photo
General view of the evacuation operation on the North Tachen island showing landing 

craft on the beach with others standing by in the bay Feb. 8.

—the one that got him to Formosa in 
the first place.16

Within a matter of weeks after our 
Seventh Fleet moved into Formosa Strait 
Io protect the Communists from Chiang 
Kai-shek, the Communists pulled some 
250.000 of their best soldiers out of their 
defensive positions on the China coast 
and sent them into battle against Ameri
cans in North Korea.15

But note this well: the Communists, 
in sending their armies against ours in 
Korea, were not daring to challenge 
American military might.

SPIES ARE REASSURED

Through their espionage coverage in 
the I nited Nations and in the Western 
capitals, the Communists had been as
sured that the I nited Nations would not 
permit America to strike back at China 
if China intervened in Korea.

Even so. the Communists failed utterly 
to win anything by force of arms in 
Korea; but they won most of what they 
wanted with their weapon of negotia
tion. and put themselves in a position to 
take the rest without further struggle.

rhe senior American military com
manders who fought in Korea—Gen
erals MacArthur. Clark, Stratemeyer- 
Van Fleet, Almond—have all testified 
that we could have won the war in Korea 
and destroyed Communist power in Asia 
—without precipitating a general war- 
and with fewer American casualties than 
it cost us to lose the war. But Washing
ton officials wouldn’t let our soldiers 
win the war. because the United Nations 
didn’t want them to win.

The Republicans, of course, were g°' 
ing Io conclude the Korean war honor
ably. Their notion of honor, as it turned 
out. was to accept armistice termj 
dictated by the Chinese Communists and 
written by pro-Communist India. I he 
Communists have been violating the ar
mistice terms since the day they wer(’ 
signed; and we have ignored the>r 
violations.17

Communist China is one of the weak
est nations on earth. They have vast 
armies of foot soldiers, and six hundred 
million people who are starving. P111 
they have no navy, no superweapons, n® 
transport, no industry — nothing w1'1 
which to fight a modern war. Yet, the) 
have committed every conceivable olll 
rage against us. How do they dare-

They have guessed that America M 
beconu* so completely hypnotized by t*1 
senseless idea of collective security 
through the I nited Nations that 
simply do not have the national will ta 
use. in our own interests, the overwhelm 
ing power that we possess.

When the Chinese Communists iir( 
ready for more conquests, they ?ta 
little wars and threaten big ones. AH a 
the Socialists, pro-Communists, and n‘ 
tralists in the United Nations begin, 
quiver and plead for peaceful nego1* 
lions. We, in the fatuous belief that '
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—Wide World Photo
Chinese Nationalist troops move artillery up ramp to ship for evacuation from the Tachens 

under watchful eyes of the U.S. Seventh Fleet.

r*. . fl

are winning friends in the UN, permit 
the United Nations to set our policy.

WAIT FOR RIGHT MOOD

At first, the Communists loudly re
ject all suggestions for negotiation. This 
is merely a part of the act—designed 
to make us eager, so that when they do 
consent to negotiate, we will he in a 
mood to give them what they want. 
That’s how they have already conquered 
half of Asia. That’s how they plan to 
conquer the other half, take Formosa, 
liquidate Chiang Kai-shek, get into the 
United Nations, and force America to 
extend diplomatic recognition to them.18

From 1945 to 1955, America, under 
both Democratic and Republican admin
istrations, has walked into every trap 
•he Chinese Communists have set for 
us.

For ten years, our consistent China 
policy has been one of appeasing the 
Communists—behind, of course, a fac
ade of bluster which is strictly for Amer
ican home consumption.19

When the Democrats were appeasing 
•he Communists, however, there was 
widespread public complaint about it. 
I he Republicans, having achieved bi
partisan harmony and national unity in 
•heir policy of appeasement, are receiv- 
mg public praise for taking a firm stand 
against the Communists.20

The people who loudly condemned 
Harry Truman for sending the Seventh 
Cleet into the Formosa Strait to neu- 
halize Chiang Kai-shek in 1950 are the 
'cry ones who are now applauding the 
Republicans for doing the same thing, 
°nly worse.21

In line with the President’s widely ac
claimed message to Congress on the For
mosan crisis, we have once again neu- 
bah'zed Formosa with our Seventh Fleet 
'''and more. We have publicly named for 
die Communists the offshore Nationalist 
‘Hands which we will permit them to 
fiike; and we have deliberately remained 
\ague about the remaining important 
'Hands, such as Matsu and Quemoy—

leaving these islands on the bargaining 
table as an invitation to the Commu
nists to come and negotiate for them.22

If and when we complete this pur
chase of another meaningless agreement 
with the Communists—at the expense of 
Chiang Kai-shek—where will we be?

FINAL BETRAYAL OF FREEDOM

We will be well on the way toward the 
final betrayal of the cause of freedom 
in Asia—the betrayal which Dean Ache
son tried to engineer in 1949 when he 
had Philip Jessup prepare that lying 
white paper which said that Formosa 
was of no strategic importance to us and 
that we should therefore permit the 
Communists to take it.23

America, of course, should never 
again send another American soldier to

die in Asia. We never should have per
mitted ourselves to get involved in 
Asiatic affairs as we now are. But we 
are involved, and we can’t just walk 
away. There is a way out—with honor.

With one of our fleets—the one that's 
already over there—and with the ground 
forces that Syngman Rhee and Chiang 
Kai-shek could supply, we (without 
landing one American soldier on the 
Asian mainland) could destroy the 
Communist regime in China.2*

If we would gather together the vast 
military stores which we are scattering 
all over the earth now in places where 
they never will be used to fight com
munism. and pour those military sup
plies in to Chiang Kai-shek and Syng
man Rhee, we probably could start a 
rapid disintegration of Communist 
power. The Communists have already 
murdered over twenty million Chinese. 
They are bound to have millions of bit
ter and implacable enemies inside China. 
If well-fed and well-equipped Asiatic 
armies from Formosa and South Korea 
started simultaneous invasions of the 
Chinese mainland, it is more than 
likely that widespread rebellion and 
wholesale desertions from the Commu
nist ranks would break out all over 
China—and in Indochina.24

What if all this didn’t happen? What 
if the Communists destroyed Chiang 
Kai-shek and Syngman Rhee?

There is one thing we can be sure 
of: America cannot fight Asia’s war for 
Asia. If there are not enough Asians 
willing and able to fight for their own 
freedom, with us giving the wherewithal 
to fight, then Asia simply cannot be

—Wide World Photo
U.S. Air Force Sabrejets lined up on the ready line at an air base near Taipeh, Formosa.
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saved. \\ e had better find that out right 
now, and get out.24

Syngman Rhee and Chiang Kai-shek 
are the only two great Christian lead
ers in all of Asia; the only two who 
really want to fight communism. If we 
keep appeasing and negotiating with the 
Communists, and delaying the inevitable 
showdown, we will negotiate Chiang 
Kai-shek and Syngman Rhee out of ex
istence; and when they go. the hope of 
freedom from Communist slavery in 
Asia goes with them.

* c-
There in quick review are two 

sides of a Facts Forum question:
“Do you approve of American 

policy with respect to the conflict 
between the Chinese Reds and the 
Chinese Nationalists?”

«■»«■•» -K-
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What About Red-Held Prisoners? 
Asks Virginia Forum Group

■Iea\) turnout al the Staunton. Virginia. Facts Forum discussion January 
18 evinced anxious interest in the question. hat should be done about the Ameri
cans imprisoned by the Chinese Reds?'’*

Thorough presentations of all points involved in this issue were made by Colon*’ 
Paul J. B. Murphy. I Army (Ret.); Leonard G. Dawson, retired U.S. consular 
officer, and Dr. Richard R. Potter. Presbyterian pastor. Retired Army Colonel R()' 
F. Lynd, president of the Staunton Facts Forum, presided at the session.

Three particular bases upon which the handling of the American airmen’s relea^*’ 
might be projected were presented by Dr.  
Potter: First, the American attitude as to
the individual: second, the American 
commitment to work on international 
matters through the UN; and. third, the 
violation of the Korean armistice by the 
imprisonment of these men.

Mr. Dawson quoted Secretary of State 
Dulles as saying that the position of the 
Chinese Reds in this matter is indefen
sible, certainly from the American point 
of view, but that in order to secure the 
airmen’s release, it would probably be 
necessary to make concessions. He sug
gested that the concessions to be de
manded by the Chinese might possibly 
be the cessation of Korean aid; the 
granting of exit visas to sixteen Chinese 
students now in the United States who 
desire to return to China; the withdrawal 
of the U. S. Fleet from Formosa Strait, 
or the admission of Red China to the 
I N. Mr. Dawson stressed that the latter 
two would in no probability be granted.

Group discussion indicated that ad
mission of Bed China to the United 
Nations was felt to be very inadvisable. 
()ther means av ailable to one country for 
pressure against another were also 
pointed out—such as economic boycot
ting and. if that failed, naval blockade. 
The forum was advised that the latter 
would mean an act of war and would be 
most unlikely to be used.

Colonel Murphy’s comments on the 
prisoner release question were presented 
via a tape-recording. He summarized 
the effects of the foregoing actions 
and, analyzing the reasons behind the 
Chinese move in announcing the deten
tion of the American airmen, suggested 
the type of action that would best bring 
the desired results in the Chinese mind 
and its reaction to Western procedures.

He surmised that the Chinese were 
using this incident to strengthen their 
position with other Asiatic peoples and. 
therefore, they did not care how it af
fected the Western world. Colonel Mur
phy added that they would maneuver to 
place Red China in a position esteemed 
by the Oriental mind, which is to say, 
to make face” before the Asiatic world: 

and only to the extent that we handled 
the matter to creatw that “face” for them 
would our demands for the release of 
our men be met.

Colonel Murphy went on to say that 
to a Western mind, the matter is a ver}' 
simple one of a violation of an armi?' 
tice. the arrest of men in the uniform 
another country. However, he cautioned- 
although China has dishonored the arm' 
istice, to “strong-arm” her in an eff®rl 
to free the men might only result in je°' 
pardizing their lives.

At this point the question was asked 
as to whether the United States 
abandoning, or should abandon, its trij' 
ditional position of protecting her ctl1’ 
zens wherever they were. Discussi0'1 
brought out the point that this was |’1’ 
longer an age when the waving of 
flag or the show ing of a battleship con' 
produce the results it did in the past; ’ 
is the atomic age. “The Big Slick 
powerless against the atom, and politi*? 
leaders must calculate the risks of th®1 
actions accordingly.

This emphasized the belief of Dr. P0*. 
ter that the United States is cominHU 
Io action through the United Nations. 1' 
he said, this country effects adCjJ 
through that organization, it vl 
strengthen not only itself hut all 
countries of the Western world. Also-’ 
the United States acts outside of the I V 
it will weaken its own international P°sl 
lion and that of the other nations.

For this reason, and because of 
subtleties of this particular situation 
a whole, forum participants felt that 
send the UN Secretary-General as 
sary to Red China was the correct m0' 
giving “face” to the Chinese and 
venting pressure against the men he 
Expressed opinion indicated that 
captured airmen themselves would fa' 
this method of solution.

Those present at the forum seS 
voted unanimously that, in the word' 
President Eisenhower, tlu- matter ?ho . 
be handled through the UN until 
lime as events indicated that the org^j 
zation could not obtain the des* 
result.

desiU'

*Story of the Facts Forum 
meeting appeared on Page 1 of 
Staunton News-Leader.
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WILL FORMOSA FALL? «

Dr. I. F. I siang, chief United Nations delegate from Nationalist 
China, vividly pictures Formosa in an hour of crisis — a tiny 
island that stands as the biggest question mark in the taut Far 
Eastern struggle heween communism and the free world. Joining 
Dr. Tsiang in discussing Formosa’s peril were ANSWERS FOR 
AMERICANS panelists: Devin Garrity, President of Devin-Adair 
Publishing Co.; Prof. Charles Hodges, formerly a foreign cor
respondent in the Far East, now professor of international politic: 
Hamilton Combs, well-known radio-TV news commentator and fo 
from Missouri; and Hardy Burt, moderator.

11

of

United States go to war with 
cnina if Formosa is attacked?

•hat^- Hsiang: I wish to say first of all 
1})^ J,f Formosa should be attacked, all 
as 'hinesp on the island would unite 
n’U('|le -nan lo reP(‘f ,fiat altaok- Of that 

jy*1 । ni definitely certain.
We’re not afraid of such an 

and attack should be manned
Qi. Quipped by the Communists in 
l’or|ld| ,^at attack should be sup- 
|)p f>y the Soviet Union, that would 

ent'roly different proposition. 
"'Ms k3 navy as the Chinese Commu- 
an. aave ,,ow we’re not afraid of; such 

as they have—although in large 
TS—we re n°t afraid of. The air 

4r..- > ,at exists is something which I'm 
'iets'i "e ('annot handle, because the So- 
ler 'ave furnished them with far bet- 
iti ( ,1(' more planes than we have. So 
fu|| .s<“ of a full-scale invasion with the 
''OblJ^khig of the Soviet I nion, we 

I । ’’Pe(l your help.
I|)(. pe. Ve that it is to the interest of 
lio^l’’'ted States to give us that addi- 

help needed to meet what would in 
to a combined Chinese 

Unist and Russian Communist at- 
)<Cause although Formosa means 

to t|lpni?re *o us Chinese than it means 
n’ted States—to the American 

'^al after all. it does mean a great 
0 hie 1 nited Slates.

T. U-S. INTERESTS INVOLVED

are hnporlanl strategical and 
'"Vol'.1’ interests of the United Stall's 

j (< • । -S. possessions in the Pacific 
"ffectp । .s’a us a whole would be deeply 
pee(] .(| if the Communists should suc- 
'"brj^r diking hold of that island. So 

Pi({); ’hat would be my answer.
W F\^Odc£S: Of course, the use of 

■""Id | S l"° to war” is unpopular. It 
?.°n <<•le a police action to repel aggres- 
\ Sllnee Nationalist China holds the 

I’ht . And I think that we should 
ln its proper framework of refer-
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ence. The Seventh Fleet is commanding 
Inc Formosa straits as a bipartisan ex- 
ample of American sea power: Both 
President Truman in his administration. 
President Eisenhower in his. have main
tained this position. I think also you

tej

> ' <U ¥

* '? • ' ' a/<’ •

Dr. T. F. Tsiang

have to recognize the fad that we re 
negotiating a new defense pad with the 
Nationalist goxernmenl. and we will get 
there the complete diplomatic definition 
of our obligations. But I think that we 
should make our position absolutely 
dear now so that there’s no confusion 
We have gotten into trouble in world 
politics because we haven t said what 
we mean.

Mr Garrity: My answer is. in a 
word.’no. I should say that from hence
forth the United States should reserve 
a war—meaning the kind of wars we 
„o into—for the one showdown war 
which I hope will never be necessary, 
but which may be. with Russia Mean
while I think we should do what Russia

has been doing. I think we should do 
exactly what Russia did in North Korea. 
We should arm Formosa, we should 
sneak in supplies, we should give them 
aircraft and. if necessary, blandly deny 
that we’re doing it.

I think that these limited actions that 
can be fought by other people against 
Russia, aided and abetted by us. an* 
desirable and far more preferable to 
our going to war on anything short of 
the final showdown which we all hope 
we can avoid.

Mr. Combs: This may be a somewhat 
strange position for a more or less con
sistent liberal to take, but I would not 
be satisfied at all by the adequacy of 
the measures which my adversary. Mr. 
Garrity, proposes. It seems to me that it 
will become necessary for us to inter
vene actively if there is an attack on 
Formosa. It also occurs to me that 
there’s a chance—and a good chance 
of localizing the war in such a way that 
it will not spread; although of course 
there’s always the inherent possibility 
of spontaneous combustion in Asia.

HOLD ON TO FORMOSA

Ever since 1946. I have been advocat
ing stronger assistance. American assis
tance. to the Nationalist government of 
China, simply because I foresaw what 
has later eventuated. But now 1 insist 
that American interests require that we 
hold on to Formosa—friendship with 
the Chiang Kai-shek government—-since 
it's an indispensable part of the defense 
perimeter, and I don’t believe that there 
could be any strategic question about 
that. We can’t hold the Philippines, we 
probably couldn't hold Japan, if For
mosa fell to the others; and also we'd 
probably lose the Dutch East Indies and 
the Malayan peninsula as well.

Prof. Hodges: I don't think we have 
lo go to war in the sense that it is popu
larly used. I think we have to intervene;
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that is why 1 call it a police action. Vi c 
have to give active support heyond any 
question. And I think as long as the 
Seventh Fleet is in the straits of For
mosa. the policies will he made right out 
there.

MR. BURT: Then, if our battleships fire on 
Red China, are we actively at war with Red 
China?

Prof. Hodges: We’re at war.
Mr. Bert: Dr. Tsiang, having heard 

lhe statements of our other panel mem
bers. woidd you like to oppose some
body’s point of view?

Dr. Tsiang: I d like to comment 
briefly on Mr. Garrity’s statement. Fm 
not opposed to his viewpoint. There is 
a great deal to that viewpoint. During 
the last two years, the amount of mili
tary equipment we have received has 
been on an accelerated rate, hut un
fortunately we have been very slow in 
building up an up-to-date air force. So 
in the line of air help, we are really 
very short if an invasion should take 
place; and when that does take place, 
air undoubtedly will play a big part.

In view of the fact that we have not 
received the necessary equipment to 
make a modern air force, we would have 
to fall back on I .S. active participation 
in the air. Personally, I would prefer 
that we get all the equipment that we 
can properly use; and we. ourselves, 
would not ask for I .S. support except 
under absolute necessity. This battle is 
primarily a Chinese battle, and we want 
to fight that battle as much as possible 
with Chinese manpower.

Mr. Garrity: I believe in that thor
oughly. I believe in giving more air
planes as fast as we can give them but 
would define “war" as a place where 
foot soldiers, GI boys, American youth 
go; and I would reserve that for the 
all-out death struggle.

—Wide World Photo
Camouflaged Chinese Nationalist soldier 

creeps through underbrush during training 
maneuvers in southern Formosa.
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China Expert Predicts 
All-Out War Possible

Full-scale war resulting from Ked 
China’s action in the Formosa area 
is definitely possible, according to 
General Albert C. Wedemeyer, China 
expert and author of a famed report 
long suppressed by the State De
partment. However, because the Red 
Chinese know this, they probably 
will not attack Formosa, which 
would “involve them in operations 
that they are wholly unable to cope 
with,” said Wedemeyer.

In a Facts Forum STATE OF 
THE NATION interview. General 
Wedemeyer’s reply when asked to 
speculate as to possible repercus
sions should a U.S. destroyer be sunk 
during one of the Red Chinese so- 
called “nuisance raids,” was as fol
lows:

“I think that if this destroyer 
were carrying out the instructions 
from Washington to protect For
mosa and if it were sunk as the re
sult of hostile action—action by the 
Red Communists—that it might in
volve us in wider-scale operations 
against the Communists. I don’t 
think that our country would for a 
minute permit such an event to 
occur without taking immediate ac
tion.”

General Wedemeyer’s statement 
that Red China would be reluctant 
to provoke all-out war with the 
United States prompted interviewers 
to query: “Is there danger of Rus
sian intervention?” “No,” Wede- 
meyer replied, “I don't think the 
Soviet Union wants to become ac
tively engaged in large-scale oper
ations with us, either.”

8e sure and See page 45

ing bogged down in this vast country1 In 
China. Now. I want to tell you th* tight 
much: so far as the defense of Form^ peop 
is concerned, we do not need a sin^ the 1 
American foot soldier. poinl

In regard to possible action on th starv 
mainland of China, I know for certai trol.
that my government’s plans do not i" 'erla 
volve the use of American infantry.

Mr. Burt: This brings up anotW 
question: Do you think that you cotih 
successfully carry on a war with R*’ 
China on the mainland using the nia1' 
power you have, even if you had 
the material you needed?

Dr. Tsiang: That is a thing that I'1 
glad you put Io me. We on lhe islaa1 
of Formosa never viewed that operati01 
as a military conquest of tin* island 11 (.er(a 
Formosa over lhe mainland. We that^ 
considered that. We never planned th8* 
If that should be lhe case, then we niif^ 1^. । 
as well give up.

r . i'USSU
Vi hat we think will happen is th1" hy r 

l he people on the mainland, liviat sfpar 
under insufferable conditions, woi1'1 ask 1

tion 
re vol

Pp 
impo 
Unde 
Wasf

wish to get rid of their Coimnin’1- goins 
masters. If they're willing to do Chiiu 
fighting, we on lhe island of Form0- Dr 
must stand ready to give the utmost ht'i g0Ver
we can give.

MR. BURT: Do you see any chance of 
such revolution in the foreseeable future’

Dr. TsiaUG: Sir. I see many p1' ‘
sibililies of that. Very frequently ^l 
question there is rather simple—'JJ 
economic system; we suffer lind1*’ 
powers of product ion. \\ ith such a nlB 
increase now in our population. I 
cannot indulge in such a huge bui'1’8] 
cracy, such a huge army as the 
nists have established and will conti,'|^J 
to expand—and also go ahead 'vl 
ambitious schemes of industrial izat’0' । F!aF ^ndini 

(’rriei 
Awan

MR. BURT: Mr. Garrity, as moderator, I 
would like to ask how either you or Profes
sor Hodges can say that we can drop bombs 
on Red China and say we're not at war.

Mr. Garrity: Well, at war you deny 
you dropped them. You do exactly what 
lhe Russians have been successfully do
ing all these years. That’s the only way 
we can do it against Russia today, and 
anything is better than plowing under 
American youth.

Mr. Combs: A democracy cannot af
ford to parade under a dishonest banner, 
and the moment we do. we stultify the 
basic premise of democracy.

Prof. Hodges: As I have very care
fully said. I think we should take a 
police action—and I mean just that—to 
counter aggression on the basis of the 
I'nited Nations. I think that we have to 
recognize that there are degrees of get
ting into war.

Mr. Combs: We will apply that degree 
of force which is necessary to win now. 
whatever that may involve — starting 
peripherally if you will, hut ultimately 
exerting that degree of force and mili
tary power which is necessary to main
taining the defense.

Dr. Isiang: I notice in your discus
sion frequent mention of the American 
foot soldiers American manpower be-

si
^OUg
'ival

'now 
react 
shou], 
l'onsi(

^Ver 
"'en

—Wide World . 'dlJSe

Cruiser U.S.S. Helena, flagship of the )f 'over 
Seventh Fleet, "at the ready" to evo^ ( 
Chinese Nationalist forces from the Toe .
Islands off the Red China mainland.
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H seems to be a faithful report. I don’t
1 linow how your government is going to 
I react to that. But if your government

should fall in line with that. I would 
|*'onsider this one of the greatest crises in 

lhe whole world, because that would 
| toean the bringing into being of two
I 'o-called Chinas.

Already we have two Koreas, two 
I bidochinas. but in Korea the Southern 

iL I Republic has. you might say. conditions 
ur survixal. Vietnam, too. partitioned 

HF JI'bough it is. still has possibilities of sur- 
F ■'•vai. With this kind of division of For- 
^H^osaand Vietnam. I'm afraid free China 

iH'i|] not stand a chance of survival.
Mr. CoMBS: The thing which disturbs 

► . B is this: Are we w illing to make a 
'^Hite commitment to the Formosa 
Government that we will stand by them 
'en if they initiate the hostilities, be- 

,rld 'ause I somehow doubt that the Formosa 
the Government will be able to encompass 

be emancipation of China single- 
‘‘.ndedlv.

In Russia they make the people 
tighten their belts, while in China the 
people’s belts are already tightened to 
lhe limit. Now you know in China the 
point of revolt comes with the point of 
starvation. With their totalitarian eon- 
trol. they ean starve the people to a 
certain extent, but there’s a limit to 
that. Once the maximum point of starva
tion is reached. I believe the people will 
revolt.

Prof. Hodges: It is of the utmost 
importance that the American people 
understand this issue right now, because 
Washington is making the basic treaty 
which will affect everything that Am
bassador Tsiang has said. And I think 

‘ the American people should understand 
lerati'' jeny the Nationalist Chinese a 
land ‘icertain freedom to survive—let’s put it 
e ne'f, that way—would be a fatal mistake.

. r Mr. Garrity: There were reports that 
e nil? [Tnjte(] States and Britain were dis

cussing the neutralization of Formosa 
is th1-* by making it an independent state 

livi"; separate from China. I would like to 
wo'1'1 ask Dr. Tsiang if he feels that this is 

imui’|: going to be the way of getting Red 
do t'1' China irJio the United Nations.
orm^ Dr. Tsiang: So far as the British 
ost government news is concerned, this

/ itit1' ^aPs down, a Panther jet plane makes 
'onding approach aboard the U.S. aircraft 
'orrier Yorktown during recent maneuvers in 
Asian waters.

-Wide World Photo
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—Wide World Photo—-kg-____ _
Typical scene in the Tachen Islands, recently evacuated Chinese Nationalist stronghold, 

where more than 200 Communist planes unleashed the biggest air attack of the Chinese 
civil war Jan. 19. The Tachens* attack has been interpreted as a possible prelude to invasion 
of Formosa, which is about 200 miles south of the islands.

BOMBARDMENTS FROM QUEMOY

Dr. Tsiang: I think your statement is 
based on certain assumptions that are 
really not true. You take, the series of 
bombardments from Quemoy which 
were started by the Communists on 
September 3. We found ourselves forced 
to retaliate in order to destroy the bat
teries on the mainland.

Now. Mr. Combs. I want to say this: 
No matter what you think of my gov
ernment or my people, I can assure you 
that we’re not fools, we’re not children. 
We do not think that this “pinprick’’ 
business on the coast would get us back 
the mainland.

Mr. Combs: I understand.
Dr. Tsiang: Neither do we think that 

we can control U.S. policy. Why, for 
you this is a momentous decision. It 
will be made after mature deliberation. 
A little raid upon my government here 
and there certainly would not involve 
you. We, ourselves, do not attribute 
much military value to these coastal 
raids; and we, ourselves, do not think 
that we singlehandedly could bv these 
“pinpricks” make any impression what
ever.

So, we mustn’t despair. We want to 
watch lhe mood of the people on the 
mainland. If our brothers on the main
land issue the call to us for help and 
they back up their call with action on 
their part, then we will go in.

MR. BURT: Could the defense of Formosa 
by the United States in case of Communist 
attack lead to a third world war?

Dr. Tsiang: I think not. 'lhe fight in 
Korea did not lead to a third world war. 
I'm convinced that the Communists are 
convinced that they can get the whole 
world—-and hold (lie whole world—by 
a means much cheaper than a third 
world war. They have used cheap means. 
They’ll continue Io use cheap means— 
that is. limited action, infiltration, sub
version. making the rest of the world 
fight each other—stirring up trouble 

between social classes, groups in each 
individual country. I think they will con
tinue to do that.

BOMB NEW YORK OR MOSCOW?

Mr. Garrity: I don’t think there will 
be any real third world war. all-out war. 
until one or two things happen: either 
New York and our cities are bombed 
by the Russians or we bomb Moscow; 
and I don’t think the latter is likely.

Prof. Hodges: It’s been completely 
denied that we’re going in for preventive 
war.

MR. BURT: Professor Hodges, do you 
think that the attacking of Formosa by the 
Communists could lead to a third world 
war?

Prof. Hodges: I say decidedly no. 
Mr. Burt, and I want to emphasize that 
that issue was put up in Korea, and if 
we’d gone in and won Korea, we 
wouldn't be asking these questions 
today. The third world war will come, 
in my opinion, when the Kremlin decides 
it cannot get anything else and the issue 
is win or lose the world. That’s a long 
time off.

—Wide World Photo
U.S. Air Force ground crews were busy 

pitching tents at a secret air base on 
Formosa. They were among the advance con
tingent of U.S. forces rushed into the Chinese 
Nationalist stronghold to ward off any Com
munist attack on the island fortress.
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Facts F Radio-TV
ALABAMA

Albertville WAVU* 630 Sun 4:00 p
Alexander City WRFS* 1050 Sun 12:15 n.
Andalusia WCTA* 1340 Mon 7:15 p’

WCTAt 1340 Mon 8:30 p
Anniston WSPC* 1390 Wed 7 :30 a
Birmingham WBRC* 960 Tues 6 :30 p
Brewton WEBJ7 1240 Mon 8:30 p

WEBJ + 1240 Thurs 9:30 p
Carrollton WRAG* 590 Sun 12:30 p
Clanton WKLF* 980 Sun 12:15 p
Cullman WFMH* 1300 Thurs 7 :15 a
Decatur WHOS* 800 Wed 7:15 a

WMSLt 1490 Mon 8 :30 p
WHOS** 800 Sat 12:15 p

WMSL-TV’ 23 Sat 7 :30 p
Demopolis WXAL* 1400 Sun 6:00 p
Dothan WOOF* 560 Sun 12:15 p
Eufaula WULA*“ 1240 To be announced
Fayette WWWF* 990 Sun 1 :00 p

WWWF»* 990 Sun 12 :30 p
Ft. Payne WZOB* 1250 Sun 12:30 p
Gadsden WGAD* 1350 Sun 12 :45 p
Geneva WGEA* 1150 Sun 12:45 p
Greenville WGYV* 1400 Thurs 9:15 p
Guntersville WGSV* 1270 Sun 12:45 p

WGSV** 1270 To be announced
Hamilton WERH* 970 Fri 7 :30 a

WERH“* 970 Sun 1 :00 p
Huntsville WHBS* 1550 Mon 7:00 p

WBHPt 1230 Mon 8 :30 p
WBHPJ 1230 Thurs 8 :30 p

Jackson WPBB* 1290 Mon 4 :30 p
Marion WJAM* 1310 Thurs 7 :30 a
Mobile WABB* 1480 Wed 7 :00 p
Montgomery WAPX* 1600 Mon 7:15 p

wjjj; 1170 Mon 8 :30 p
WCOV-TV** 20 Fri 1 :00 p
WCOV-TV* 20 Mon 9 :30 p

Muscle Shoals WLAYJ 1450 Thurs 8:30 p
Ozark WOZK““ 900 Sun 5 :00 p

WOZK* 900 Sat 5:15 p
Phenix City WPNX* 1460 Sun 7:15 p

WPNX““ 1460 To be announced
Piedmont WP1D* 128') To be announced
Roanoke WELR* 1360 Sun 12:15 p
Russellville WWWR* 920 Sun 12 :45 p

WWWR“* 920 Sun 3:30 p
Sylacauga WMLS* 1290 Sun 12:15 p
T roy WTBF* 1490 Sun 6:45 p
Tuscaloosa WJRD* 1150 Thurs 9:45 p

Consult your local papers or Ket from friends 
other stations carrying Facts Forum programs.

«■

ALASKA
Anchoragi' KFIA-TV** 

KFIA-TV*
2
2

Thurs 
Tues

6 :30 p 
9:00 p

ARIZONA
Bisbee KSUN*“ 1230 To be announced
Phoenix KOOL-TV** 10 Sat 6:30 p
Winslow KVNC* 1010 Sun 7 :30 p

ARKANSAS
Arkadelphia KVRCt 1240 Mon 10:30 p
Camden KAMDt 1450 Mon 8:30 p

KAMDt 1450 Thurs 8 :30 p
Fayetteville KGRHt 1450 Mon 8 :30 p
Fort Smith KWHNt 1320 Mon 8:30 p

KWHNt 1320 Thurs 8:30 p
KWHN* " 1320 Sun 6:00 p
KWHN* 1320 Sat 6:15 p

KFSA-TV* 22 Wed 9:00 p
Hope KXARt 1490 Mon 8:30 p

KXARt 1490 Thurs 8:30 p
Little Rock KARK* 920 Fri 8:45 p

KXLRt 1150 Mon 8 :30 p
KXLRt 1150 Thurs 8:30 p

KARK-TV* 4 Sun 1 :30 p
Magnolia KVMA* 630 Wed 4 :45 p

Mena
KVMA** 630 Sun 3:30 p
KENA“ 1450 Sun 9:15 p
KENAt 1450 Mon 8 :30 p
KEN Af: 1450 Thurs 8:30 p
KENA*« 1450 Sun 8 :00 p

Mountain Home KTLOt 1490 Mon 8:30 p

Pine Bluff
KTLOt 1490 Thurs 8 :30 p
KOTNf 1490 Mon 8: 30 p

9: 15 aPocahontas KPOC* 1420 Sun
Russellville KXRJt 1490 Mon 8:30 p
Stuttgart

KXRJi 1490 Thurs 8 :30 p
KWAKt 1240 Mon 8:30 pTexarkana KCMC-TV* 6 Sat 8:30 p

CALIFORNIA
Bakersfield KBAKt 550 Sun 8 :30 pCoalinga KBMX** 1470 Sun 1 :00 p

6 :00 pFort Bragg KDAC* 1230 Sun

Hollywood
KDAC** 1230 Mon 9 :00 p

KCOP-TV** 13 Sun 11 :15 p 
12:30 p 
8 :30 p

Los Angeles KFI* 640 Sun
KHJt 930 Sun

Needles
KHJt 930 Mon 9 :30 p

KSFE** 1340 Sun 7 :30 pOntario KOCS* 1510 SunOroville KMOR** 1340 Sun 5 :00 p
4 z45 pPetaluma KAFP* 1490 Sun

„ IA KAFP**
San Bernardino KFXMJ

1490
590

Mon
Sun

7:30 p
8 :30 p

Wlidt they're saying , . .

about FACTS FOR CM
FILM LIBRARY

I feel that your motion picture prints will 
assist materially in bringing current points 
of view on public issues to the political 
science students.

Dr. Fred 0. Erbe
Concordia College 

St. Paul. Minn.

Thank you for the films you sent us re
cently. They were viewed last night and we 
were most pleased with them and grateful 
to you for the gift.

Mr. Ismael Velez 
Polytechnic Institute of Puerto Rico 

St. German, Puerto Rico

...These films are something in visual 
aids that I have been looking for, for some 
time.

Charles B. Hirsch, Asst. Prof.
La Sierra College 

Arlington, Calif.

... We believe the films have been suc
cessful in encouraging some of our students 
to begin thinking of some of the pertinent 
questions that face our government today.

Floyd IE Blizard, Lt.. US Navy
Ground Training Group 

USNAAS Cabaniss Field 
Corpus Christi, 'Texas

Your films would be very useful to us in 
this small, bilingual College in Puerto Rico.

Mother M. Bytes. Dean
Colegio Universitario del 

Sagrado Corazon
Apartado 9595, Santurce 29, Puerto Rico

... This is an excellent film and should 
be made available to our students.

E. A. Glatfelter. Principal 
William Penn Sr. High School

York, Pa.

... We believe you have done a remarkable 
job of alerting the American people to some 
of the pertinent problems of our time.

Robert Underwood
Prof, of Economics 

Cedarville Baptist College 
Cedarville. Ohio

... These films. I am sure, will be an im
portant addition to our permanent film 
library.

Sister Miriam. Librarian
Rosary Hill College 

Buffalo 21. N. 'i .

... Other members of the faculty have 
been so impressed that they have now all 
had a chance to view your presentations and 
literature.

Kent IE King. Director
Audio-Visual Aids Center 

Nebraska State Teachers College 
Peru, Neb.

CALIFORNIA Continued

San Diego KGBt 1360 Sun 8:3j
KFMB-TV** 8 Sun 4:31

San Francisco KGO* 810 Sun 9:4f
KFRCt 610 Sun 8:3®

KGO-TV** 7 Sat 9:3'
San Luis Obispo KVEC4 920 Sun 8:3®

KVEC-TV* 6 Sun 7 ;0®;
KVEC-TV** 6 Sat

Santa Cruz KSCO** 1080 Thurs 7:3®!
Stockton KTVU-TV* 36 Tues g:30;

KTVU-TV** 36 Sun 6:3 ■
Susanville KSUE* 1240 Wed 6:^

KSUE** 1240 Mon 7:00!
Tu clock KTUR* 1390 To be an nounfl

COLORADO
7:30
7:30'Alamosa KGIWf

KGIWt
1450
1450

Mon 
Thurs

Colorado Springs KRDO* 1240 Sun q :4d 
8:!’ 
7:3®,Denver KOA* 850 Wed

Grand Junction KFXJf 920 Mon
KFXJ-TV** 5 Sun <> :O0' 

7:30 
7:30 
5:3«'

La Junta KBNZt 1400 Mon
KBNZi 1400 Thurs
KBNZ** 1400 Sun

CONNECTICUT
Waterbury WATR-TV““ 53 Wed 8:30

5:3®WATR-TV* 53 Sun

DELAWARE
Dover WDOV““ 1410 Sun 4 ;00

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
6:1’!
8:3®
6:3®

Washington WMAL*
WEAMJ

WTTG-TV*

630
1 390

5

Sun
Sun
Sun

FLORIDA
Cocoa WKKO* 860 To be annoU^
Daytona Beach 
Fort

WMFJ* 1 450 Sun 8:"
Oil

Lauderdale WFTL-TV** 23 Wed 9:i'
WFTL-TV* 23 Tues

Fort Myers WINK-TV* 11 Sun
Gainesville WRUFf 

WRUF*“
850
850

Mon 
Sun

Hollywood WITV* 17 Fri 10' ,
Jacksonville WJHPi 1320 Thurs q I™

X -ill
Key West WKWFt 1600 Mon q

WKWFf 1609 Thurs q ‘.p
Kissimee WRWB*“ 1220 Sun 3:
Lakeland WEAK* 1430 Sun 4/
Live Oak WNER* 1450 Wed 5:

7:
9;

WNER** 1450 Fri
Marianna WTYSt 1340 Mon
Miami WIOD“ 610 Thurs

WKATt 1360 Mon
WKATJ 1360 Thurs

Panama City WPCF* 1400 Sat
WPCFf 1400 Mon
WDLP** 590 Sun

West Palm
Beach WIRK-TV* 21 Sun

it- » « « <:•

Vote the March poll questions, Page 65-

* » # w •»

GEORGIA
Atlanta WSB* 750

-.l'
Thurs 1
Thurs •G|
Mon 2:j(
Mon 9;’|
Thurs
Sun ''J

To be anno11!)
Sat 6;jf
Mon •Jji
Mon

WQXIt 790
WLWA-TV* 11

Cordele WMJMt 1490
WMJMJ 1490

Covington WGFS“ 1 430
WGFS** 1430

Dalton WBLJ* 1230
Dublin WMLTt 1340
Gainesville WGGAt 550

WGGAt 550 Thurs 9'.jl
Griffin WKEUt 1450 Mon •'j|

Thurs
Mon 9;5

WKEUt 1450
La Grande WLAGt

WLAGJ
1240
1240 Thurs *;«!

Macon WNEX-TV* 47 Sun 'Lf
To be anne’l,jf

Mon 9:jl
Thurs ■'j;

Milledgeville
WNEX-TV** 47

WMVGt 1450
WMVGJ 1450

Monroe WMRE*’ 1490 Sun J

Mon ' j!Statesboro WWNSv 1490
Swainsboro WJAT“* 800 Sun ’ji
Toccoa WLETt 1420 Mon

WLETJ 1420 Thurs
Valdostsi WGOVt 950 Mon

Waycross
WGOVt 950 Thurs •:ji'
WAYX + 1230 Mon 9:j
WAYXt 1230 Thurs

HAWAII
Hilo KILA* 850 Sun
Honolulu KULA** 690 To be BnO’^

KULA-TV*“ 4 To be ann-1'

IDAHO
Blackfoot
Boise
Moscow
Weiser

KBLI* 1490 Sun ■(
KTDO-TV* 7 Sun 1 >

KRPL*» 1400 Tobcann'1'} 
KWEI** 1240 Sun

(Continued on i
“Facts Forum (Dan Smoot); ““Answers For Americans; fReporters' Roundup; jState Of The Nation.

Page 22 FACTS FORUM NEWS, March,1



ADI) PATRIOTISM TO ADS
Hy H. L. Hunt

I'he successful Texas oil operator analyzes the role of advertising in 
the American system, and suggests how patriotic advertisers might save 
the United States from destriKtion by the MISTAKEN.

11' PAYS to Advertise.” American busi-
1 ness accepts and acts on that. Last 

year in this country. $8,145,100,000 was 
spPnt on advertising. Now what part can 

°se who direct advertising take in pre- 
Serv the economic system and the way 
0 life which has made America great?

Advertising is a vital part of the 
^f'oiis system of the national economy.

ithout it we would be inert and life- 
eSj Advertising supports press, radio, 
and T\ . Some kind of national system 
0 communications for selling may be 
Possible without it. but our actual 

aierican system depends on advertis- 
*ng.

Advertising depends on the American 
system. While some copywriter, news
caster or performer may feel superior to 

18 sponsor and override him for awhile. 
:*ey gain their livelihood from and owe 
cir loyalty to their Sponsor. They 

.i^°w this, just as the Sponsor knows 
at a good program is a sound invest- 

*?eat. I he Sponsors, in turn, know that 
’‘•f ability to advertise—their whole 
hity to operate—depends on the Op- 

I)Ortunity System, for which they gen- 
prally use the less specific name—Free 
^aterprise. The Opportunity Sy stem, in 
’lrn- must depend on U.S. national in- 
' Pcndence and sovereignty.

rhese factors are so concisely inter- 
\.0Xcri that they are interdependent and 
\v i ea('h other. The failure of one 

°uld impair or destroy the others.
f ^Ocialism, and in its more violent 
^°rrn5 communism, is a recognized 
sanger to our domestic welfare. Some 

* ak of “creeping socialism" in this 
tiQ111^^’ th*3 *s an accurate descrip- 
c n’ it is making vast strides for a 
nroeePer, and in other countries there is 
js uncertainty as to its stride. Socialism 
thi con)pletely and violently in power in

Soviet world, and it is passively ac-
*n nearly all the other nations 

‘' h are still called a part of the Free 
World.
to "ibrings us to consider the danger 
itv Qlch free society and the Opportun- 
je System are constantly being sub- 
hotp It. like any other danger, can- 
iho 6 e iminated nor cured by our hold- 
oj our own. Merely maintaining the 
thea?ls qno leaves the initiative ever in 
6ver ands of the enemy. The success of 
ihg ng in life is dependent on tim- 
ti1(7 Should we dedicate ourselves to 
attjjV ens*Ve strategy of meeting every 
l^i/t l)r°tecting every vulnerable 

’ the all important “timing” which 

belongs to the offense is given into the 
exclusive hands of the enemy; and for 
him becomes a superweapon with which 
the Patriot simply cannot cope.

Time-tested practices and procedures 
arc inadequate Io safeguard Freedom. 
Employing the best of them with a peo
ple of whom at least 85 per cent are not 
only loyal, but take pride in their loyally 
to their country, we are still losing the 
battle at home. As Io the danger of being 
taken from abroad, we think in terms 
of safeguarding our grandchildren. It 
seems quite unselfish arid noble to con
cern ourselves with the fate which 
might befall our grandchildren. In this 
we set up a time schedule for the enemy, 
and the indication is the enemy will 
not use our time schedule at all but con
tinue exerting constant pressure on us 
in every circle in which we live and 
move. The third generation may puzzle 
why their grandparents failed to save 
their own scalps when they had the 
mightiest country in the world in which 
to protect themselves.

We are prone to overlook that we are 
losing to an enemy who has been ac
tively fighting in the open only thirty
eight years. Il was as recent as 1917 
when our enemies discarded their hu
manitarian disguise and took the prac
tical step of selecting a dictator neces
sary for them to function. They then 
started with a handful of people in a 
very backward nation.

MISTAKEN

People lire of trying to differentiate 
between Communists, Reds, Pinks. 
Pinkos, Fellow Travelers, Fifth-Amend
ment Witnesses, etc., and the tenor of the 
names erroneously suggests a degree of 
guilt. These malefactors, often referred 
to as the enemy because they are the 
opposing and deadly enemy of Patriots, 
might better be grouped under the name 
“MISTAKEN.” The name gives them 
lhe benefit of the doubt, while leaving 
them Io differentiate among themselves 
and decide for themselves their place 
in the picture and the harm, if any, 
which they may do.

Loose thinkers may place those they 
call New Dealers, Left-Wingers and Lib
erals among the enemy, but there is 
nothing subversive about advocating 
new social measures, practices that 
would be considered Left-of-Center ac
cording to European standards, and 
Liberal construction of personal and
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property rights. Neither of the great 
philosophies has a monopoly on Patriot
ism. The Free World will be saved by 
the followers of one or the other of the 
great philosophies, but never by the 
wholly indefinite and uncertain Middle- 
of-the-Road thinking which is the strong
hold of entrenched apathy, capable of 
saving nothing.

bhe different names for the non
Patriot now in use cannot fix a degree 
of guilt. The net harmful effect of their 
activities is much the same whether they 
are mistaken in believing that the ugly 
means they employ Io undermine our 
cherished American way of life are justi
fied by the great humanitarian ob
jectives they visualize, whether they are 
simply duped by others more devious, 
or whether some strange split personal
ity complex prompts them into mistaken 
willingness to offer America in sacrifice 
to an almighty State.

Patriots should keep out of name- 
calling contests. The MISTAKEN falsely 
parading under a banner of humani
tarianism will best the Patriots in a 
name-calling fest. The MISTAKEN, 
greatly in lhe minority, assume the role 
of lhe oppressed, and thus capitalize on 
lhe tendency of lhe American people to 
be “for the underdog." The Patriots 
cannot outmanage the MISTAKEN be
cause of the latter’s training, adroitness 
and versatility, coupled with duplicity. 
However, the Patriot, accurate in his 
thinking, can more than offset this 
adroitness by out-thinking lhe MIS
TAKEN, who think as the name im
plies. The Patriot must appeal to reason 
rather than prejudice or sympathy—act 
gently, firmly and aggressively, and 
above all. persistently, to make and keep 
individual liberty sacred. He must learn 
that he cannot modestly save free so
ciety. He must make himself known and 
heard. In doing so. while he may im
press with humility, he must permit no 
um ertainty as to his loyalty Io country 
and to free society.

In hying Io get started to regain 
ground already lost to the MISTAKEN, 
experimentation and new thinking may 
be required. We have not had the indis
pensable man nor do we have the in
fallible man. II new plans fail, they can 
promptly be called off and abortive ef
forts quickly diverted into new and 
promising channels.

(Continued on Page 24)
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ADD PATRIOTISM TO ADS
(Continued from Page 23)

Loyalty is not enough! It must be 
accompanied with a pride in loyalty 
branding one as a Patriot. For his 
Patriotism, the MISTAKEN will at
tempt to discredit him. This may prove 
to be shaky ground for the MISTAKEN, 
identifying them to an alerted people 
for what they are and disclosing the 
tenor and tone of their plot.

The Patriot will be termed “anti-this” 
or “anti-that,” or ridiculed as old-fash
ioned. However, he should succeed, for 
today he is armed with the most natural 
force or instinct in human history— 
self-preservation.

The true friends of the Opportunity 
System in America can save it by acting 
together, by appreciating, encouraging 
and understanding each other. With 
good understanding, they may act col
lectively without formal organization. If 
this can be done, the advantage is that 
there will be only Patriotic individuals 
to be smeared—each responsible for his 
own action—and this can defeat the 
MISTAKEN’s deadly smear. Their way 
of life will not be saved for them by 
its enemies nor by people unaware or 
indifferent to the danger. They must 
learn the score—for those who know not 
of the battle cannot win it. They need to 
keep in mind that the Socialist who is 
mistaken is little different from the 
Communist and is equally destructive to 
Liberty.

We may safely proceed on the theory 
that our nation is so mighty in its in
dustrial potential and its people so in
genious that we can be destroyed only 
through betrayal. Since this is true, we 
must be able to detect treason, near
treason, and tolerance of treason. In the 
MISTAKEN’s plan the destruction of 
our national ideals is a key step. Side
tracking Constitutional Government and 
undermining Patriotism is a part of this 
sabotage.

"ADD PATRIOTISM TO ADS.” pro
moted with zeal, can overwhelm the 
MISTAKEN.

BEYOND CONSPIRACY

Much is said about the Communist 
conspiracy. Unfortunately for us, the 
MISTAKEN understand each other so 
thoroughly that they can depend on each 
other to work in concert and need sel
dom meet in dark conspiracy. So smooth 
is their teamwork that two or three, 
working smoothly, are often seen to rise 
up and capture a small meeting by a 
few timely questions, comments, and mo
tions, all made in apparent good faith. 
Each furnishes the impetus for the other 
and soon the ball is rolling their wav. 
Those learning to keep score may study 
the effect of announcements by stations 
and sponsors disclaiming the “views and 
opinions expressed” in connection with

(Continued on Page 25)
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Political Riddle of Einstein

Test For 'Stale of the Nation’

Brooklyn Police Lieutenant Edward 
Shea has succeeded where some ol 
America s ace reporters have failed — 
in getting Professor Albert Einstein s 
theory, not of relativity, but of politics.

In relating his story via Facts Forum’s 
STATE OF THE NATION program. Lt. 
Shea told how the idea to write to Prof. 
Einstein came to him during a dinner 
party with friends.

"Since nobody present seemed to be 
familiar with what his political philos
ophy really was, I offered to write and 
find out,' explained Lt. Shea.

His eflorls drew the following letter 
from Prof. Einstein:

—Wide World Photo
Einstein

Dear Sir:
Thank you for your 

letter of November 22.
A good government, 

resp. constitution, is. 
in my opinion, one 
which gives the citi
zen that maximum 
amount of liberty and 
political rights as is 
desirable in his own 
interests.

On the other hand, 
the state has to pro

vide for the citizens personal security and a 
certain amount of economic security. This 
situation necessitates a compromise between
those two requirements which has to be found 
according to circumstances.

Yours very sincerely, 
(Signed) A. Einstein

SOCIETY'S OLD RIDDLE

In commenting on the second sentence 
of Dr. Einstein's letter, another pro
gram guest. George Hamilton Combs, 
said, “It restates the old riddle of our 
organized society: To what extent may 
a citizen be given liberty or exercise 
liberty in such a way that it will not 
violate the greater or overweening good 
of society as a whole?

"That particular phrase, ‘as is desir
able in his own interests,’ seems to me 
to be a somewhat equivocal phrase. 
Mr. Combs continued. “It could be in
terpreted in two ways. It could mean 
that the state could be the judge of that 
quantum of power or liberty given to 
him with which I am not theoretically 
in accord but which is probably neces
sary as a pragmatic matter. Or it could 
mean that the degree of liberty given 
him should be consistent with his own 
best interests as a member of society, as 
a member of the community with the 
interacting responsibilities of such com
munal membership.”

He went on to say that Professor 

INCOHERENCE"

guest, Willian’ 
“I think that th''

Einstein's political philosophy comes 
close to paralleling his own. “I'm strong
ly inclined to the belief that this poses 
the great problem of our times. How do 
we preserve the largest area of personal 
liberty consistent with our security and 
with the maintenance of organized so
ciety? He has put it perhaps inversely- 
but if 1 may state it. its this: How do 
we manage to safeguard the grealesl 
possible measure of individual freedom 
within the context of a society which 
must enjoy certain protection and afford 
certain security?”

"SHEER POLITICAL

Another program 
Buckley, Jr., stated, 
letter received by Lt. Shea is an excel- * 
lent example of sheer political incoher
ence. Put it this way: I think that the 
average professor of political science i'1 
any college in the United States would 
have looked at, say, an examination 
paper that contained this description ol 
the role of government and the role ol 
free man in a society and have marked i* 
'E.' That is to say, he would have failed 
it simply on the grounds that the person 
who offered such a statement simply 
not at home even with the vocabulary 
of government on the basis of which 
have to try to formulate some opinion 
about government.

“I would say that this leads us t0 
something very important and highly 
relevant and that is that unfortunately 
the American people and. in fact, peoph 
throughout the world have tended 
identify scientific skill with politic^ 
skill with a result that has been disfl5’ 
Irons in terms of our society. Unfortum 
ately, I think it happens to be true tlm1 
scientists as a whole seem to be not pflr' 
ticularly competent political thinker?- 
This, 1 think, is illustrated very well 1’! 
the record of Einstein himself.

"Here is a man.” Mr. Buckley added- 
“who was given refuge in this couidP 
from Nazi tyranny. He no sooner cam*" 
to this country than he showed his scorl1 
for American governmental processes. I

“He has belonged to thirty Comu111’ 
nist fronts in this country. He I111' 
backed the Socialist ticket. In fact. 
has shown himself not only ungratef11 
to the country that gave him some kiIllJ 
of refuge, but he has shown himse; 
rather to be a vigorous critic of the ba?I< 
institutions of that country. Now l°r 
that reason I think that it is nothi1^ 
short of silly to take anything that I-’1! 
stein says politically, seriously,” Pane 
ist Buckley asserted.
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ADD PATRIOTISM TO ADS
(Continued from Page 24)

the presentation of so many of the na
tional affairs or news broadcasts which 
are not slanted to please or appease the 

omes MISTAKEN.
rong- Do these disclaiming announcements 
poses suggest to the public mind that the 
w do "views and opinions” they have heard 
ional expressed carry an element of cranki- 

and ness, falsity, unfairness, and viciousness?
] so- Do they cause the message of the most 
sely- wholesome pro-freedom program to reg- 

w do ister in reverse? If the voice to which 
atest they are listening says the Constitution 
•doni is good, is the listener to understand
rhich that it is probably very bad? With the
fford ‘ADD PATRIOTISM TO ADS” under 

way, patriotic programs will be heard 
over the air or seen in print often 
enough that stations and sponsors will 

Ili'iiO become hesitant about disclaiming pro- 
‘|lt, grams even though they feel their patri

otism will offend some of the MIS
TAKEN.

GUISES OF THE MISTAKEN

It is perfectly natural, in trying to 
keep score, to want to be on the lookout 
for the MISTAKEN who is carrying 
a bomb in his pocket, ready to throw 
it where it will do plenty of harm. 
Nearly everyone would enjoy appre
hending and shooting one of these trai
tors at sight. Our minds are prepared 
by the MISTAKEN to suspect certain 
labor leaders and also be on the lookout 
for the terrible card-carrying Commu
nists. But when you are commended for 
your every act and patted on the 
shoulder by the enemy with pledges of 
cooperation, it is difficult to understand 
the plan of the MISTAKEN while he 
subtly suggests a course which is tolerant

of treason. He may be content to cause 
you to feel that Patriotism is old-fash
ioned. In his forces he musters repre
sentatives of some of the greatest for
tunes in America and some of the 
brightest minds.

It is so easy to listen to what he says 
in his nice way of saying it instead of 
evaluating what he does. If you do not 
approve of some of his associates, you 
have been properly warned of the evil 
of “guilt by association.” In the strange
ness of this world which we are so in
credibly losing, he may be a close and 
always ingratiating friend.

Your keeping score should not depend 
on discovering the duplicity of an Alger 
Hiss after he is convicted in court and 
sent to prison. Long before traitors in 
great numbers can be singled out with 
provable Communist records, our pre
cious liberty will have been destroyed. 
The “presumption of innocence” is a 
great American principle to prevent the

(Continued on Page 26)
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Facts Forum’s Hardy Burt (left) 
and General Frank Howley shown 
just prior to taking off for the 
threatened Formosan
Hong Kong—sites of STATE OF 
THE NATION on-the-scene inter
views with Generalissimo Chiang 
Kai-shek and other government 
and business leaders. Lower photo. 
General Howley and Burt are 
greeted at Tokyo airport by a 
Nationalist Chinese representative. 
The pair stopped off in Japan en
route Io Taipeh, Formosa.

‘State oi the htiiin'
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ILLINOIS

tinued frorn Page 22)

Bloomington 
Canton 
Cairo

Chicago

Danville 
Harrisburg

Kewanee

Lincoln

Litchfield 
Mt. Vernon 
Rock Island 
Rockford

WBLN-TV” 
WBYS* 
WKROt 
WKROt 

WGN* 
WGNt 

WDAN-TV” 
WEBQ-AM” 
WEBQ-FM” 

WKEI* 
WKEI** 
WPRC* 
WPRC” 
WSMI” 
WMIX* 
WHBF*

WREX-TV”

15 
1560 
1490 
1490 

720 
720

24 
1240 
99.9 

1450 
1450 
1370 
1370 
1540

940 
1270

13

Fri 
Sun 
Mon 
Thurs 
Sun 
Mon 

To be an 
Wed 
Wed 
Sun 
Sun 
Sun 
Sun 
Sun 
Sun 
Mon 
Thurs

9:00 p 

8:30 p
8: 30 p
9: 15 p 
8:30 p

nounced 
2:00 p
8 :00 p 

12:15 p
1:00 p 
3 :00 p 
3 :30 p

1:00 p
9 :15 p 
7 :30 p

INDIANA
Bedford
Fort Wayne
J asper
Lafayette

Lafayette
Portland

Seymour

W

WBIWJ 
WKJGt 
WITZ** 

WASKt 
WASKJ 

FAM-TV* 
WPGW* 
WPGW** 
WJCD* 
WJCD**

1340 
1380 
990 

1450 
1450

59 
1440 
1440 
1390
1390

Thurs 8 :30 p 
Mon 8:30p 
Sun 1:00 p
Mon 8 :30 p
Thurs 8 :30 p
Sun 8 :00 p

To be announced 
To be announced

Tues 5 :00 p 
Sun 5 :30 p

IOWA
Cedar Rapids

Clinton

Decorah

Des Moines

Marshalltown

Mason City

Oelwein

Ottumwa

Spencer 
Storm Lake 
Waterloo

KCRGt 
KCRGt 
KROSt 
KROS{ 
KDECf 
KDEC{ 
WHO* 

KGTV-TV* 
KFJBf 
KFJB{ 
KRIB + 
KRIBt

KOEL* 
KOEL** 
KBIZ+ 
KBIZt 
KICDt

KAYL* 
KWWLt 
KWWLt 

KWWL-TV”

1600 
1600 
1340 
1340 
1240 
1240 
1040

17 
1230 
1230 
1490 
1490 
950 
950 

1240 
1240 
1240 
990 

1330 
1330

7

Mon 
Thurs 
Mon 
Thurs 
Mon 
Thurs 
Mon 
Fri 
Mon 
Thurs 
Mon 
Thurs 
Sun 
Sun 
Mon 
Thurs 
Mon 
Sun 
Mon 
Thurs 
Sun

8:30 
8:30 
8:30 
8:30 
8:30 
8:30 
9 :15
7: 00
8: 30 
8:30 
8:30 
8:30
7 :00
7: 30
8: 30 
8:30
8: 30
9: 35 
8:30 
8:30 
1:00

P 
P 
P 
P 
P 
P 
P 
P 
P 
P 
P 
P 
P 
P 
P 
P 
P 
a 
P 
P 
P

-X- ♦ * •» «
Make a list 

you and hand
of 

O
Facts Forum stations which reach 

mail it to friends.
* * * * *

KANSAS
Chanute

Dodge City

Garden City 
Hutchinson 
Independence

Lawrence 
McPherson 
Pittsburg 
Salina

KCRB* 
KCRB** 
KGNOt 
KGNOJ 
KIULt 

KWHK” 
KINDt 
KINDt 

KLWN* 
KNEX** 
KSEK** 
KSALt 
KSALt

1460 
1460 
1370 
1370 
1240 
1260 
1010
1010 
1320 
1540 
1340
1150 
1150

To be announced 
Sat 5 :15 p
Mon 8 :30 p
Thurs 8:30 p 
Mon 7 :30 p 
Sun
Mon 8 :30 p 
Thurs 8:30

To be announced 
To be announced

Sun 9 :00 p 
Mon 8 :30 p 
Thurs 8:30 p

KENTUCKY
Campbellsville WTCO* 1150 To be announced
Cumberland WCPMt 1490 Mon 8:30 p
Danville WHIRt 1230 Mon 8 :30 p
Elizabethtown WIEL* 1400 Fri 6:30 p
Hazard WKICt 1340 Mon 8:30 p

WKICt 1340 Thurs 8:30 p
Henderson WSONt 860 Mon 8:30 p

WSON{ 860 Thurs 8 :30 p
Lexington WLEX” 1300 Sun 5:30 p
Louisville WAVE* 970 Sun 1:30 p

WGRC+ 790 Mon 8:30 p
Madisonville WFMW** 730 Sun 1 :30 p
Pikeville WPKE+ 1240 Mon 9:30 p

WPKEt 1240 Thurs 8:30 p
Prestonsburg WPRT** 960 To be announced

L0UISI4NA
Baton Rouge WJBO* 1150 Fri 9:45p

Rebroadcast Sun 8:15 a
Crowley KSIG* 1450 To be announced

Lake Charles
KSIG** 1450 Sun 4:00 p

KPLG* 1470 Sun 9:15 p

Mansfield

KTAG-TV** 25 Thurs 7:30 p
KTAG-TV* 25 Thurs 7:00 p

KDBC** 1360 Sun 4:30 p
Minden KAPK* 1240 Sun 1 :30 p
Monroe KMLB* 1440 Sat 6:05 p

New Orleans
KNOE-TV* 8 Sat 5:30 p

WWL* 870 Mon 9:15 p
WNOE** 1060 To be announced
WNOEt 1060 Thurs 8:30p

WJMR-TV** 61 Sun 2:00 p
Retelecast Mon 9 :30 p

WJMR-TV* 61 Sun 9:00 p
Retelecast Mon 4 :30 p

Opelousas KSLO* 1230 Sun 8:30 p

Ruston
KSLO** 1230 Tues 8:00 p 
KRUS** 1490 Sun 6:15 p

Shreveport KTBS* 710 Wed 9:45 p

MAINE
Orono

KENT* 1550 Thurs 9:30 p

WORD* To be announced
Portland WCSH* 970 Sun 1:15 p

ADD PATRIOTISM
TO ADS

(Continued from Page 25)

loss of liberty and life. It should not 
be permitted to keep a suspect even 
one hour in a position to betray our 
country.

ADS FOR FREEDOM

The MISTAKEN cannot be appeased. 
1 his is proven daily. Business needs to 
reach the masses with its advertising, 
but the masses it seeks to reach are not 
pro-Communist. Last year a few far
sighted advertisers, knowing that a vast 
majority of the consuming public love 
America, used ads which were well 
planned to kindle and fan the flame of 
Ereedom. If other advertisers, to the 
extent of 10 per cent of the total, will 
do likewise in 1955. there will be born 
a battle chest for Freedom of more than 
800 million dollars per year.

No one need sacrifice a penny in its 
building. Both the seller and the buyer 
he reaches will profit businesswise. The 
patriotic businessman is very apt to 
offer commodities or services on a parity 
with his constructive philosophy, and 
freedom-loving customers are very apt 
to appreciate and afford him patronage 
which will keep his business a going 
concern. Patriotic messages, viewpoints 
and plugs meet the approval of those 
who hold or direct real purchasing pow
er. The attempts to smear and intimidate 
which the well-trained MISTAKEN di
rect toward any display of patriotism 
are becoming familiar —are understood 
—are discounted, and cease to exact 
their toll.

“ADD PATRIOTISM TO ADS” could 
not belong to either of the major politi
cal parties, nor become a factor for or 
against the Liberal nor the Conserva
tive philosophies.

The practical steps in “Adding Patri
otism to Ads” need to be worked out 
and determined by patriotic advertising 
men. A few concerns are setting a fine 
example. The onlv need is that many 
will rise to the occasion and do likewise.

No conspiracy is needed to save 
Liberty by promoting Patriotism and 
perhaps it can best be done without 
organization. “ADD PATRIOTISM TO 
ADS” need not propose additional ad
vertising nor propose diverting any of 
the advertising which is now placed. It 
should require very little if any solici
tation of funds. It has been proven that 
free society cannot be saved with con
tributions. The amount which can be 
raised in contributions is a pitifully in
adequate sum when pitted against the 
billions of dollars being spent under the 
direction of the MISTAKEN who are 
busily undermining the pillars of Free
dom. I he idea is as practical as a pair

(Continued on Page 29)
•Facts Forum (Dan Smoot); ’’Answers For Americans; ^Reporters’ Roundup
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MARYLAND
Annapolis WASL* 810 To be ar nounc»
Baltimore WBAL* 1430 Sun 9 :45 P
Cambridge WCEM** 1240 Sun 7 :00 P
Salisbury WBOCt 960 Mon 9 :30 P

MASSACHUSETTS
Boston WBZ* 1030 Mon 8 :15 P

WNACf 680 Mon 9 :30 P

Holyoke
WNACJ 680 Thurs 9:30P
WREB** 930 Sun 2 :30 P

Pittsfield WMGT-TV* 74 Fri 7 :30 P
West Yarmouth WOCB** 1240 Fri 9:30P
Worchester WWOR-TV** 14 Sun 3:00P

MICHIGAN
Alpena WATZf 1450 Mon 9:30P

WATZJ 1450 Thurs 9:30P
Ann Arbor WPAG-TV* 20 Fri 8:00P

WPAG-TV” 20 Mon 8 :00 P
Battle Creek WBCKf 930 Mon 9:30P

WBCKJ 930 Thurs 9:30P
Cadillac WATTt 1240 Mon 9:30P

WATTJ 1240 Thurs 9:30P
WTVW-TV** 13 Thurs 7 :30 P

Detroit WJR* 760 Sun 10 :30 P
WJBK* 1490 Sun 7 :30 P

WJBK-TV* 2 Sun 10:30 •
Escanaba WDBCt 680 Mon 8 :30 P

WDBC{ 680 Thurs 9 :30 P
Flint WBBCt 1330 Mon 9:30 P
Grand Rapids WFUR** 1570 Sat 12:30'’
Iron River WIKBf 1230 Mon 8:30 P

WIKB{ 1230 Thurs 8 :30 P
Ironwood WJMSt 630 Mon 8 :30 P

WJMSJ 630 Thurs 8:30 P
Lansing WILS-TV** 54 Wed 7 :30P

W1LS-TV* 54 Thurs 7 :30 P
Petoskey WMBNf 1340 Mon 9:30P

WMBN{ 1340 Thurs 9 :30 P
Saginaw 
Saginaw-

WKNX-TV* 57 Sat 9:3® P 

9:30 PBay City WSGWt
WSGWt

790 Mon
790 Thurs 9:30P

Sturgis WSTR** 1230 Sun

MINNESOTA
Austin KAUSt 1480 Mon 8:30P

KAUSt 1480 Thurs 8:30"
KMMT-TV** 6 Fri ISp

Bemidji KBUNt 1450 Mon
KBUNt 1450 Thurs

B reckenridge KBMW* 1450 To be an nO8U:30P

8:30P
Grand Rapids KBZYf 1490 Mon
Minneapolis KSTP* 1500 Sun
Wadena KWADt 920 Thurs

♦ * * * «

Be sure and see page 45

* * * * *

MISSISSIPPI
Aberdeen WMPA* 1240 Sun

WMPA** 1240 To be announ*: ,
Biloxi WVMI* 570 Sun

WVMI** 570 To be annoum’
Biloxi-Gulfport WLOXt 1490 Mon 8=3'”’ 

8:3<” 
«;30P 
, ‘.'JO *

WLOXt 1490 Thurs
Brookhaven WJMBf

WJMBt
1340
1340

Mon 
Thurs

Canton WDOB* 1370 Sat 1J nn p
WDOB** 1370 Sun

7:1U
S:30P
8'^ ,

Corinth WCMA* 1230 Sun
Hattiesburg WFOR* 1400 Tues
Jackson WRBCf 1300 Mon

WRBCt 1300 Thurs
WSLI-TV** 12 To be annou^t, I

W.ITV-TV* 25 Tues ^OOI’
McComb WAPF* 1010 Sun

WAPF»* 1010 To be annoui’
Philadelphia WHOC** 1490 Sun 6:,5J 

6:3°’ 
8:30 P

Starkville WSSO* 1230 Tues
WSSO** 1230 Fri

Yazoo City WAZFt 1230 Mon

MISSOURI
Cape Girardeau KFVSt 960 Mon

0.3OP
10^

KFVSt 960 Thurs
Charleston KCHR* To be an noun-p
Clinton KDKD** 1280 Sun 1fl:«op
Hannibal KHMOt 1070 Mon &

KHMOt 1070 Thurs ?.45P
Jefferson City KLIK** 950 Sun a ’.30 P

KWOSt Mon *$P
KWOSt Thurs ^30 P 

a .30 PJoplin KFSB* 1310 Sun
WMBHt 1450 Mon 8 I

KSWM-TV** 12 Tues
Kansas City KMBC* 980 Sun

KMBC-TV* 9 Fri :i5P
Kennett KBOA* 830 Sun
Kirksville KIRX* 1450 Sat 9-OOP

KIRX** 1450 Sun
Lebanon KLWTt 1230 Mon 8 .-30 p

KLWTt 1230 Thurs 2”^
Maryville KNIM* 1580 Sun

1.30 pKNIM** 1580 Fri
Moberly KNCM** 1230 Sun :05P
Nevada KNEM* 1240 Sun 6:3I”
Poplar Bluff KWOC** 930 Sun i-’o^
St. Joseph KFEQ-TV* Sun 8 30j
St. Louis KWKt 1380 Mon .*5
Ste. Genevieve KSGM* 980 Wed

KSGM** 980 To be anno-jo!
Sedalia KDRO+ 1490 Mon

1<’j,ll.30f
8 ‘

ige -8

KSIS* 1050 To be an
Springfield KICKt 1340 Mon

(Continued on P<
; {State Of The Nation.
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mounce^
9 :45 P i 
7;00 PI 
9:30 P |

8 :15 PI
9 :30 P 
9:30P
2 :30P 
7 :30 P
9 :30 P
3 :00P

OAX SMOOT this month passed the 200- 
thousand-mile-mark in DC-6 air 
travel. Between Dallas and Washington, 

’’acts Forum’s “air commuter” has flown 
more than eight times around the world.

Smoot s weekly radio program heard 
} millions of listeners is recorded in 

Dallas, home of Smoot and Facts 
orum; but the television program, 

’manating from eighty stations through
out the country and in Alaska and 

awaii, is filmed in Washington. 1). C. 
Dn a recent trip someone said to

• moot, i saw your TV discussion of 
h,“ question. ‘Was the Sneak Attack 

mi I earl Harbor Actually a Surprise?’ 
m you have inside information? I 

'yas right here in Washington at the 
mie of the attack, and all through your 

’malysis I found myself wondering if 
I” rhaps you didn't have some inside 
^formation.”
, Smoot replied. “No. both the pro and 
’on arguments were based on informa- 
l0’i available to anyone who would look 

lor it.”
But how many people would take the 

‘me and effort to search for all avail- 
a o facts on both sides of just one 
!pat’Onal issue before making a decision?

e answer is obvious; most would not.
Wou^ continue along the course 

f ’’h the nation has too often followed 
^Or many years, basing their opinions 

. 'ague misinformation and precon- 
’’'ed notions with very little foundation 

,n a’ tual fact.
Just how much time and effort are 

’"olvi'd in presenting just one of the 
au Smoot programs?

ne sight of Dan Smoot with a book, 
gazine, newspaper—or more often a

1®

« ® A

DAN SMOOTS AIK TRAVELS 
CLIMB TO 200,000 MILES
briefcase bulging with reference mater
ial—is a familiar one to his associates. 

I he bibliography of one of his latest 
programs lists nineteen separate sources. 
Ibis represents literally hundreds of 
thousands of words—words that must 
be not only read, but assimilated, di
gested. evaluated, and arranged in logi
cal sequence to support the arguments 
of not just one side—but of two diamet
rically opposite sides in an unbiased

manner and without regard for personal 
prejudices.

I he service Dan Smoot renders with 
these Facts Forum programs is unique. 
His listeners are rewarded with a distil
lation of facts—carefully documented 
information presented in the pleasant, 
easy, conversational manner of Dan 
Smoot — commentator, lecturer, writer, 
and air commuter — but most important 
—Dan Smoot. American.

30 min
minutes

yrding Dan Smoot's pro and con 
News & JF or Id Re- 
discussions are eon-

goes on 
ow governors and other promi- 

are interviewed during

Facts Forum
th News A World Report turned 
acC ,?a.*‘onal spotlight on Facts Forum 

"’ties via its January 28 issue.
('0Ir,Ir>enting, “Millions of people, 

f r°Ugh these programs, are given in- 
flu^131’011 anfl arguments that could in- 
. ’ice their opinion on major public 
g0 ’ widely-read publication
p s on to describe the various Facts 

)rum programs.
,. ^'“garding 

..’Hussions. U.S.
A yys, “These

usu^lly singlehandedly, by Dan 
a former university teacher of 

gat ,S^ an<J more recently an investi- 
Vps(°r f’)r the Federal Bureau of In- 
est‘gation.
“'Tl

Utp. ne weekly debates run for 
On®1- BV stations, and 15 

o5 radio stations.
t0 । V. national news magazine 
n 1 ho — 
p persons
T|Ov drum’s STATE OF THE NA- 

' programs. 

Aci's FORUM NEWS, March, 19SS

Featured in National Magazine
“Moderator of the discussions is 

Hardy Burt of New York. The program 
is carried on 400 or more stations affil
iated with the Mutual Broadcasting Sys
tem and the Don Lee Network on the 
Pacific Coast.”

Pointing up still another Facts Forum 
program. ANSWERS FOR AMERI
CANS. U.S. News A World Report 
states:

“With Mr. Burt as moderator and a 
panel of three members, this program 
features discussions of questions such as 
‘How Successful Is the United Nations?' 
and ‘Is There Bias in the American 
Press?’ It is aired by 50 TV and 138 
radio stations."

Facts Forum's REPORTERS’ 
IB)I NDl P program series was also 
highlighted. “1 his is a 350-station radio 
program in which moderator Robert F. 
Hurleigh and a panel of newsmen inter
view public figures."

Attention also was focused on the 
magazine you al I his moment are read
ing. “Facts Forum News, now a monthly 
publication with a 75.000 circulation, is 

aiming at a goal of 1.5 million circula
tion and conversion into a weeklv.” 
[The 75.000 was based on December 
circulation. February circulation was 
375.000.]

I .S. News A U orld Report gives a 
graphic account of H. L. Hunt, highly 
successful oil producer and conserva
tionist. who originated Facts Forum.

The magazine relates how Mr. Hunt 
in discussions with family and friends 
came to the conviction that the gravest 
danger that the American people face is 
the loss of individual freedom—chiefly 
through communism — and how Facts 
Forum was established in 1951 with 
these announced aims:

I o resist totalitarianism by alerting 
people to its dangers, to contribute to 
adult education, and to promote discus
sion of public issues.”

/ .5. i\ews A H orld Report adds, 
"Facts Forum began with the establish
ment of neighborhood discussion groups 
in Dallas and other Texas cities. It 
evolved gradually into the big television 
and radio enterprise of today.”
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BOOK REVIEWS

Reason $ Gieetinas
“April Is the Crudest

The Income Tax — Root of All Evil, by 
Frank Chodorov, The Devin-Adair Company, 
23 E. 26th St., New York 10, N. Y., 1954, 
116 pp., $2.00.

Man to Man, by Bernard N. Ward, C.P.A., 
The Caxton Printers, Ltd., Caldwell, Idaho, 
1952, 359 pp„ $4.00.

Both writers contend that the federal 
income tax is basically w'rong, that it 
plays into the hands of Marxism by 
writing Point Two of the Communist 
Manifesto into our Constitution, and 
that the Sixteenth Amendment should 
be repealed. Thus, both men storm big 
government at its foundation.
"THE INCOME TAX—ROOT OF ALL EVIL"

Frank Chodorov is an uncompromis
ing individualist, editor of The Freeman 
and associate editor of Human Events. 
One of America's most entertaining styl
ists, Chodorov—like his friend the late 
Albert Jay Nock—has the knack of 
raising even the most serious subjects 
to the amusing level of a dinner conver
sation. The reader, after he has had 
several hours of Chodorovian entertain
ment, will be surprised to find that he 
has learned a great deal in the way of 
history, contemporary issues, and politi
cal philosophy.

After a passing glance at a great- 
grandpappy of the income tax in the 
time of Rehoboam, son of Solomon, Mr. 
Chodorov discusses the moral and re
ligious base upon which our Constitu
tion was laid. Then the general lines of 
his treatise are outlined.

“That as a consequence of this law 
our government is being transformed 
into one alien to the American tradition.

“That social and individual values are 
likewise undergoing transmutation.

“That, in short, America is no longer 
the America of the Declaration of In
dependence.

“Finally, and most important, we shall 
suggest a means for reversing the trend 
and restoring the ‘good’ of our tradi- 
tion.

Then for the next 108 pages, the In
come Tax Amendment finds itself in the 
ring with one of the most brilliant men 
in American letters. Starting with the 
Constitution as it was framed in 1789. 
Mr. Chodorov traces the history of fed
eral taxation.

In 1913, recently imported Marxist 
class-envy social dogma, do-gooder in
stincts, and the hungry glances, repre
sentatives of poorer states were cast
ing toward the rich eastern ones com
bined to write the Sixteenth Amend
ment to the I'nited States Constitution. 
Fven the strongest supporters of the In-

Month.”—T. S. Eliot

come Tax Amendment argued and be
lieved that it would never exceed a few 
per cent. The Income Tax Amendment 
was strongly supported by the Populists, 
who were opposed to the tariff duties 
upon which the federal government de
pended for nearly half its revenue. 
Paradoxically, after adoption of the 
Sixteenth Amendment, tariffs continued 
to rise, thus illustrating a political 
maxim that government will never, on 
its own initiative, relinquish any sig
nificant element of power.

Four years after adoption of the Six
teenth Amendment, the I nited States 
government had junked the Monroe 
Doctrine and was involved in a foreign 
war. using conscripted soldiers. The 
growth of the federal government was 
steady, reaching great acceleration with 
the advent of the New Deal. An inter
ventionist foreign policy led to involve
ment in an even greater foreign war. 
again using conscripted soldiers. World 
War Two-and-a-Half in Korea and inter
mittent echoes all over the globe fol
lowed in due course. And today our 
federal government is a monolithic 
structure which has taken over many of 
the functions of the states, municipali
ties, and private citizens—phis the lion’s 
share of the tax revenues previously 
available to the lower echelons of gov
ernment.

So runs the author’s account. He con
tends that the income tax set our coun
try on the path to absolutism. “Freedom 
is the absence of restraint. Government 
cannot give freedom, it can only take it 
away. The more power the government 
exercises, the less freedom will the peo
ple enjoy. And when government has a 
monopoly of power, the people have no 
freedom. That is the definition of abso
lutism—monopoly of power.”

"MAN TO MAN"

Bernard Ward views the income tax 
with the jaundiced eye of a certified 
public accountant who has for many 
years helped American taxpayers 
weather their annual ordeal with forms 
X. Y, Z, and P. D. Q. He writes with 
the sympathy of one who has just pulled 
Junior out of the other end of the wash
wringer.

The most telling criticism of the in
come tax here is leveled at the almost 
inescapable inequities and injustices at
tendant upon the administration of the 
federal taxing program. Mr. Ward’s is 
a telling indictment, built on actual case 
after case. Many cases are. indeed, pa

thetic in the hardships and injustices 
worked on individuals who, having no 
effective appeal, just had to pay up. 1 he 
author also feels for the general wear 
and tear on all taxpayers — whom he 
calls “income-poops” — including those 
who manage to file returns that don t 
bounce.

Hard words are leveled at the income 
tax system.

“Throwing people in the jug for pub
lic debts has descended to low art and 
become a national pastime. In the olden 
days, before income taxes were thought 
of, the Federal government used to con
cern itself with those of our citizenry 
who broke the peace, moonshiners, trai
tors, counterfeiters, deserters, and so 
forth. Now. it is subjecting all of our 
citizens to the hazard of going to jail
having their reputations besmirched, 
their personal affairs disrupted, their 
children left home to wonder if. and 
later to learn that. Dad was a jailbird- 
Witnesses lying on the witness stand; 
tax cheaters implicating innocent per
sons, under oath, as accomplices; Fed
eral informers blackmailing people; bus- 
bands and wives becoming involved i” 
domestic squabbles over their income- 
tax affairs; the gagging of millions by 
threat of reprisal against them and stilb 
ing the voices of liberty and democracy: 
using the power of money and law t° 
destroy.

GOVERNMENT A THIEF?

“Yes, your government through th^ 
law can steal your money from you ai^ 
actually steals it many, many limes. CaiJ 
you throw the government in jail? No- 
You only damn it under your breath-

Another contention made is that the 
Income Tax Amendment has procured 3
widespread practice of fraud and disr<” 
gard for law. Certainly, one of the nW'1 
damaging things to law and order is a 
set of laws against which there is wide- 
spread opposition and which results 1,1 
extensive attempts at evasion on the pad 
of normally law-abiding citizens. It 1? 
axiomatic that laws against which tht’r‘' 
is large popular resistance cannot be 
enforced equitably, even with the mOs 
extreme penalties prescribed. Thus th* 
Diocletian Decree of death penalty *°r 
disobedience of the price control lav" 
in ancient Rome failed to prevent eva?'
ion. so great was the popular resistan^;

In a long chapter entitled “Fraud- 
Mr. Ward records many cases in whi(’' 
“income-poops” have come up wd*1 
what they thought were sure-fire way 
to beat the game. They didn’t. Th1- 
chapter—plus the delightful illustratio11' 
by Rodolphe LaRiviere—is highly am1^ 
ing and is well worth the price of a<1 
mission. Yet more sober reflecti(,r'
prompts one to ask what is wrong bas,c 
ally when ordinarily decent and la* 
abiding people yield to the temptati0’1 
to be dishonest. Running through 
many of these eases is some sort of fee
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>ng on the part of such individuals that 
they are not really being dishonest—a 
rationalization that this is sort of a game 
of wits that they are trying to beat.

Such an attitude and practice fails to 
strike at the objectionable law and 
strikes at the concept of orderly govern- 
ment instead. There is a big difference 
between fraud and the protest which is 
an essential feature of the republican 
system of government. Mr. Ward holds 
no brief for those who indulge in fraud. 
He advises scrupulous honesty in all tax 
matters, both as a moral and practical 
course.

The proposed solution here is the re
peal of the Sixteenth Amendment and 
lhe substitution of a manufacturer’s ex
cise tax. levied and collected directly 
bom the manufacturers or producers.
1 he theory is that the erstwhile “income- 
poop” will be given a much larger meas- 
nre of freedom of choice and will, 
moreover, find his private affairs no 
longer under the scrutiny of the federal 
government. With the proposed substitu
tion Frank Chodorov would, no doubt, 
take exception—urging that if the fed
eral government would relinquish all 
functions beyond those originally in
tended in the Constitution, such a sub
stitute tax would be unnecessary. But 
that is another good subject for lively 
debate.

—G. W. DeArmond, Jr-
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about FACTS FORUM
... You are indeed fortunate to have such 

men as Dan Smoot on your programs. May 
you be fortunate enough to keep your work 
of the same high caliber.

Please accept my prayerful wishes for 
every blessing on yourself and on the im
portant program you are managing to carry 
out. God enlighten, guide, and protect all 
who are working with you.

Sister M. Chrysologa, S.S.N.D.
Directress of Advanced Study [ 

Notre Dame Junior College 
320 E. Ripa Ave., St. Louis, Mo.

Thank you for your letter advising us that 
the Milwaukee School of Engineering has 
been placed on your list to receive Facts 
Forum News for the year 1955.... These will 
be placed in a permanent file, for we deem 
the articles appearing therein to be valuable 
and that they should be kept for future 
reference.

A. C. Schmidt, Librarian 
Milwaukee School of Engineering 

1025 N. Milwaukee St., Milwaukee, Wis.
We are happy to receive Facts Forum 

News.... It is a forthright and substantial 
periodical which should be of considerable 
value both in our teaching program and for 
our general readers....

Jay IF'. Stein, Librarian 
Southwestern at Memphis (College 

Memphis, Tenn.
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ADD PATRIOTISM TO ADS
(Continued from Page 26)

of broken-in shoes. Great leadership is 
not required, so its activities are not 
an avenue for personal aggrandizement. 
It needs no miracle, but the results of its 
use may well be miraculous. If it can 
cause the Patriot to become as persist
ent as the MISTAKEN, the cure is in 
sight. It needs to instill in the Patriot 
a willingness to abandon dignity—beg 
on the street when necessary for co
operation to save Freedom—break all 
public affairs programs with the most 
practical spot for commercials so they 
can be easily financed and to use subtle 
Freedom plugs in entertainment pro
grams in the fashion which the MIS
TAKEN so effectively use traitorous 
plugs to undermine Freedom.

RESPONSIBILITY OF BUSINESS

The businessman has been propa
gandized into a false conception that he 
must lake the public as he finds it. He 
is told that he had nothing to do with 
molding their opinions—that it is only 
a trend of the time—or he may attach 
the blame to the schools, churches, new's 
channels, or whatever particular alibi 
he cares to select. He may assume an 
attitude for himself, and his organiza
tion, that it is their duty to get business 
regardless of its source, and believing 
that a great wave of feeling against the 
profit motive and free markets has 
changed the American people, he should 
not risk offending them by displaying 
symptoms of loyalty. The falsity of his 
reasoning is disproven by many well 
known successes in business and some 
in publishing, who have not temporized 
about Liberty.

But could we grant that he is right, 
then in a state of the MISTAKEN’s 
dream, of what real benefit has been our 
striving to build up our communities, 
educate our children for a better life, 
lay up stores for our comfort and that 
of succeeding generations, if with heed
less abandon we are throwing away the 
right to enjoy those very things we 
strive for.

In the MISTAKEN state, of what 
value are education, individual initia
tive, personal possessions, however 
simple or opulent? They are outlawed— 
they cannot be used—they cannot be 
possessed—they will not be allowed. 
Why then should we struggle, make sac
rifices, if we care not for the future?

No doubt you are frequently request
ed to contribute to organizations which 
are to protect America from the inroads 
of communism as xi part or all of their 
activity. In making your decision wheth
er or not to comply, you need to know 
the score as well as you can. You need 
Io know if the organization is feared 
and hated by the Communists who, 
needless to say, are the best judges of 
the •ffectiveness of their foes. You 
need to find the answer to one simple 
question—“Do the Daily Worker (New' 
York), the People’s World (Los Angeles) 
and other official Communist publica
tions in the U. S. bitterly disapprove 
the organization or its personnel you 
are being given the opportunity to 
join?” This same applies to your fav
orite organization to which you now- 
give of your time and funds. There 
could be no better test.

FEBRUARY POLL RESULTS
(Closed February 10)

% YES
8 Should we substitute an executive council for the presidency?

81 Does the U.S. need constitutional protection from Treaty Law?
83 Is communism gaining more in “cold war” than is possible in “hot war”?
74 Is it really un-American for press, radio and TV to suppress news?
64 Have we lost control of our government to unelected officials?
30 Should the public schools accept aid from the federal government?
49 Is calling our economic system “the free-enterprise system” a misnomer?
53 Can America defend itself without allies?
21 Will there be another stock market crash like 1929?
72 Should we blockade Red China as Sen. Knowland recommends?

8 Would “one-world" government prevent war?
67 Is foreign aid spending a part of the plan to destroy U.S.A.?

7 Did the recent Senate censure hearings change your opinion of Senator 
McCarthy? ' ’

83 Are Communists in the I ,S. conniving to promote juvenile delinquency?

(See March Facts Forum Poll questions on Page 65)
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(Continued from Page 26)
MONTANA

Anaconda KANA* 1230 To be announced
Billings KGHL* 790 Thurs 7 :30 p
Bozeman KXLQ* 1230 Sat 9:00 p

KXLQ** 1230 Sat
Butte KXLF* 1370 Sat 9:00 p

KXLF** 1370 To be announced
KXLF-TV** 6 Sun 9 :45 p
KXLF-TV* 6 Wed 7:00 p

Glendive KXGN* 1400 Sun 6:15 p
Great Falls KXLK* 1400 Sat 9:00 p

KXLK" 1400 To be announced
Havre KOJMt 610 Mon 7 :30 p

KOJM$ 610 Thurs 7 :30 p
Helena KXLJ* 1240 Sat 9:00 p

KCAPt 1340 Mon 7 :30 p
KCAPt 1340 Thurs 7 :30 p
KXLJ** 1240 To be announced

Livingston KPRK+ 1340 Mon 7 :30 p
KPRKi 1340 Thurs 7 :30 p

Miles City KATL+ 1340 Mon 7:30 p
KATLi 1340 Thurs 7:30 p

Missoula KXLL* 1450 Sat 9 :00 p
KXLL** 1450 To be announced

KGVO-TV** 13 Fri 9:30 p
KGVO-TV* 13 Sun 8:00 p

Shelby KIYIt 1230 Mon 7:30 p
KIYIJ 1230 Thurs 7:30 p

Sidney KGCX + 1480 Mon 7:30 p
KGCXt 1480 Thurs 7 :30 p

NEBRASKA
Chadron KCSR** To be announced
Hastings KHASt 1230 Mon 8:30 P

KHASJ 1230 Thurs 8:30 P
Lincoln KLMS* 1480 Sun 6:15 P
McCook KBRL+ 1450 Mon 8:30 P

KBRLt 1450 Thurs 8:30 P
Norfolk WJAG** 780 Sat 10:15 a
Omaha KFAB* 1110 Sun 12 :15 P
Scottsbluff KNEBt 960 Mon 7:30 P

NEW YORK
Albany WPTRi

WPTRI
1540
1540

Mon 
Thurs

9:30 p 
9 :30 p

Amsterdam 
Auburn

wcss*
WMBOt

1490
1340 Mon 9 :30 p

WMBOt 1340 Thurs 9:30 p
Binghamton WKOPt 1360 Mon 9 :30 p
Bronx WFUV-FM* 90.7 Wed 10:15 a
Buffalo WXRA* 1080 Sun 9:30 a
Elmira WTVE-TV** 24 Sun 6:30 p
Hornell WLEA** 1480 Sun 3 :00 p
Kingston WKNY-TV* 66 Fri 7 :30 p
Malone WICYt 1490 Mon 9:30 p

WICYt 1490 Thurs 9 :30 p
New York WOR* 710 Sat 6 :15 p

wor: 710 Sun 9:00 p
WORt 710 Mon 11 :45 p

North Albany WROW-TV* 41 Thurs 7:30 p
WROW-TV” 41 Fri 9:00 p

Plattsburg WIRYt 1340 Mon 9 :30 p
Port Jervis WDLC** 1490 Wed 7 :00 p
Watertown WATNt 1240 Mon 9 :30 p

WATNJ 1240 Thurs 9 :30 p

*«■■»**
Organize a small telephone committee to keep 

your community alerted to Facts Forum and other 
patriotic programs which can be heard.

**«*«■
NORTH CAROLINA

Asheboro WGWR* 1260 Tues 6:45 P
Asheville WWNC* 570 Sat 6 :30 P
Burlington WBBB* 920 Sun 1 :00 P
Charlotte WBT* 1110 Sun 5:30 P

WISTJ 930 Thurs 9:30 P
Concord WEGO** 1410 Wed 10:00 a
Elizabeth City WCNCt 1240 Mon 9:30 P

WCNCJ 1240 Thurs 9:30 P
Gastonia WLTC* 1370 Sun 12:45 P
Greensboro WBIG* 1470 Thurs 5:15 P
Henderson WHNCt 890 Mon 9:30 P
Hendersonville WHKP* 1450 Tues 8:00 P
Hickory WHKY* 1290 Tues 7:30 P

W1RC** 630
High Point WNOS** 1590 Sun 3:00 P

WNOS* 1590 Sun
Jacksonville WJNCt 

WLOEt
12-40 Mon 9:30 P

Leaksville 1490 Mon 9 :30 P
WLOEt 1490 Thurs 9:30 P

Lenoir WJRIt
WJRIt

1340 Mon 9:30 P
1340 Thurs 9:30 P

Lexington WBUY** 1450 Thurs 7 :30 P
Mt. Airy WPAQ* 740 Sun 1 :15 P
New Bern WHITt 1450 Mon 9:30 P
Raleigh WNAO-TV* 28 Tues 10:00 P

WPTF* 680 Sun 1 :30 P
WRALt 1240 Mon 9:30 P

Roxboro WRXO* 1490
Salisbury WSAT* 1280 Wed 8:00 P

WSTPt 1490 Mon 9:30 P
Statesville WSICt

WLSEt
1400 Mon 9:30 P

Wallace 1400 Mon 9:30 P
Washington WHED** 1340 Wed 9:30 P
Wilmington WGNIt 1340 Mon 9:30 P

WMFD-TV** 6 Sun 8:00 P
Winston-

Salem WTOB-TV* 26 Sun 9:30 P
NORTH DAKOTA

Devils Lake KDLRt 1240 Mon 8:30 P
Dickinson KDIX** 1230
Fargo WDAY-TV* 6 Sun 4:00 P

alternat’g Sun 4:00 P
Hettinger KNDC* 1490 Sun 4 :30 P
Minot KLPMt 1390 Thurs 8:30 P
Valley City KOVCt 1490 Mon 8:30 P

What they're saying . . .

about FACTS FORUM
... May I also commend you on your ef

forts to keep many of the important issues of 
the day before the eyes of America.

W. E. Kirkpatrick
48 N. Summit Ave., Chatham, N. J.

Six months ago I tried a trial subscription 
to Facts Forum News. My original faith in 
your concise and unbiased articles has been 
completely justified. Congratulations!

Harry IF. Turner
251 N. Brady, Blairsville, Pa.

Please accept my thanks for your wonder
ful radio programs....

L. A. K itott
c/o Maryland Hotel

625 N. Fourth St., Milwaukee 3, Wis.

... I enjoy your broadcasts and feel that 
they, more than any others, serve the people 
honestly by providing many of the real facts 
in what I think is an unbiased form. I hope 
your audience continues to grow.

Herbert S. Spencer
605 Spring St., Seattle, Wash.

... Mr. Smoot's broadcasts are fine. His 
impartial rendering of the subject leaves one 
quite at a loss to know which side he is for, 
himself. He is a fine speaker, and I await his 
broadcast every Sunday with great pleasure.

Mrs. Mike Cunico
507 W. Bonbright. Carlsbad, N. M.

It is indeed a pleasure and a novelty to 
hear both sides of a question discussed on 
television, radio, or newspapers. Please send 
me Facts Forum News for one year....

Scott W. Holman, Sr.
5173 Roswell Rd.. Atlanta, Ga.

The fact that I have not only enjoyed but 
profited by reading Facts Forum News is 
evidenced by the renewal of my subscription 
and request that you send Facts Forum News 
to my son and son-in-law for the coming 
year....

A. H. Brant
805 Cherry St., Seattle, Wash

I know that [Facts Forum films] will be 
most helpful to students in many of our de
partments—history, economics, business—to 
mention only a few. You are doing a splen 
did work, and we are glad to call it to the 
attention of those students and faculty mem
bers who are not familiar with it.

Sister M. Dominic. Librarian
Nazareth College 

Rochester 18, N. Y.

We wish to thank you for providing us 
with the opportunity of sharing in your edu- 
cational program.

F. A. IFilliams, Dean
Graduate School 

The Agricultural and Technical 
College of North Carolina 

Greensboro, N. C.

PUERTO RICO

OHIO
Ashtabula WICA** 970 Sat 8:001

WICA-TV** 15 Wed 8:00f
Canton WCMW* 1060 Sun
Cincinnati WI.W* 700 Sun 12 :3°p
Cleveland WHKt 1420 Mon 9:301

WHKt 1420 Thurs 9:301
Columbus WTVNf 610 Mon 9:301

WTVNt 610 Thurs 9:301
Dayton WHIG* 1290 Tues 7 :151
Elyria WEOL* 930 Sun 9 *458 

7:301WEOL** 930 Wed
Gallipolis WJEH** 990
Lima WLOK-TV* 73 Tues 8 :301
Hamilton WMOH** 1450 Sun 12 :301
Marietta WMOAt 1490 Mon 9 :301

WMOA** 1490 Thurs 9:301
Mt. Vernon WMVO* 1300 Sun 2:001
Newark WCLT** 1430 Sun 6:301
Portsmouth WNXT* 1260 Mon 8:151,
Steubenville WSTV-TV* 9 Sun 6:301
Toledo 
Warren-

WSPD* 1370 Sun 10:001

9:301Youngstown WHHHf 1440 Mon
WHHHt 1440 Thurs 9:301

6:451Youngstown WFMJ* 1390 Sat
Zanesville WHIZ-TV** 50 Wed 7 :001

laernat’g Thurs 9
WHIZ-TV* 50 Mon 7

OKLAHOMA
8:301Altus KWHWf 1450 Mon

Blackwell KBWL** 1580 Wed 10:30’
Cushing KWHP* 1600 Sun 12 :4511
Duncan KRHDt 1350 Mon 8:301

KRHDi 1350 Thurs
Elk City KASAf 1240 Mon 8:301
Enid KCRC* 1390 Sun 10:1511 

7:301Lawton KSWO-TV* 7 Thurs
Oklahoma City KOMA* 1520 Sat 5 ;451'

KOCYt 1340 Thurs 9:301
8:301
8:3011
8:301
8:3011

KTVQ-TV** 25 Sun
Okmulgee KHBGt 1240 Mon

KHBGJ 1240 Thurs
Ponca City WBBZf 1230 Mon

WBBZt 1230 Thurs
Poteau KLCO** 1280

KLCO* 1280 8:301
8:301Shawnee KGFFt 1450 Mon

KGFFt 1450 Thurs
Tulsa KTUL* 1430 Tues q -45 * 

9:301 
8:30 
8:301

KVOO* 1170 Thurs
Woodward KSIW-t 1450 Mon

KSIWJ 1450 Thurs
OREGON

Astoria KASTJ 1370 Sun 8:301 
\ nA f

Bend KBNDt 1110 Sun Y Aflp
Hillsboro 
Lebanon

KRTV**
KGAL*

1360
930

Sun
Sun 7:30 

- P
McMinnville KMCM* 1260 Sun o.45PKMCM** 1260 Wed
Portland KXL* 750 Sat 4 , 8:30PRoseburg KRXLt 1240 Sun
Salem KGAE* 1430

* * * * *

Vote the March poll questions. Page 65.

* * * * *

PENNSYLVANIA
9:>0!

6:301

Bradford WESBt 1490 Mon
WESBt 1490 Thurs

Butler WBUT* 1050 Sun
WBUT** 1050 Sun

Carbondale WCDL* 1230 Thurs
Carlisle WHYL* 960 Sat 5:301 

U30 
7:30! 
9:0° 
7:301 

10 ;301 
3:0° 
9 30 
9:30 
9:30 
8-30 
9 30
*/! .16 P

Coudersport WFRM* 600 Sat
WFRM** 600 Sun

Easton WGLV-TV** 57 Sun
WGLV-TV* 57 Thurs

Gettysburg WGET** 1450 Sun
Johnstown WARD-TV** 56 Tues

WARD-TV* 56 Sun
Lock Haven WBPZt 1230 Mon

WBPZt 1230 Thurs
New Castle WKSTt 1280 Mon

WKST-TV** 45 Wed
Oil City WKRZt 1340 Mon
Philadelphia KYW* 1060 Sun • ’ t p

’H-'l
jLooi

Pittsburgh KDKA* 1020 Sun
Pottsville WPAMt 1450 Mon
Punxsutawney WPXY* 1300 Sun

7:16 
' oOl

Reading WEEU-TV** 33 Tues
Scranton WUSV-FM* 89.9 Thurs

WUSV-FM*’ 89.9 Tues A'oof
WARM-TV* 16 Thurs ^Xol

Shamokin WISLt 1480 Mon 9 -SO 1
WISLJ 1480 Thurs olol

State College WMAJt 1450 Mon ?:ooi
St. Marys WKBI* 1400 Sun JrSOl

WKBIt 1400 Mon LOOl
Williamsport WLYC* 1050 Sun K;001

WLYC** 1050 Sun tsoi
York WNOW** 1250 Sun 3:soi

WNOW-TV** 49 Fri 3:ooi
WNOW-TV* 49 Sun

Nation.

Mayaguez WTIL** 1300

SOUTH CAROLINA , .flOl
Aiken WAKN* 990 Sat LflOl
Barnwell WBAW** 740 Sat 9:00
Camden WACA* 1590 Sun l:001
Charleston WTMA* 1250 Sun

(Continued on Pap >
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‘WORKER’ OFF ROCKER OVER HARVEY

Comrades clap hands at Matusow tergiversation 
(See also clinical note on Page 48.)

I he psychiatry of communism was 
recently enlivened by the Daily Worker’s 
flight over the Matusow case.

About a year ago one Clinton Jencks 
ol the Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers 
y nion was convicted in Federal Court 
1,1 hl Paso of having perjuriously denied 
F’embership in the Communist party, 
'he conviction was obtained in part 
through sworn testimony of one-time 
Communist Harvey M. Matusow that 
{encks was in fact a Communist at the 
bine when he signed a Taft-Hartley af- 
t’davit that he was not. Now Matusow 
®ays that he. Matusow. was a liar, that 
there was no basis for my staling that 

yhnton E. Jencks was a member of the 
bornmunist party at the lime I stated so 
,ri Court." Matusow declares he is anxi- 
°us ’‘to do what I can to remedy the 
’’arm I have done to Clinton Jencks."

It might be thought that the Commu- 
’Ust party itself would be offended by 
J’ither Matusow or Jencks, or both. Here 
ls Matusow being contrite about having 
'ailed Jencks a Communist, clearly im- 
h'ying that one ought not to be a Com- 
rril”iist. Of course practically all Ameri- 
^ans agree that it is terrible to be a 
^()nimunist, but you would not think a 
_°nimunist would agree to that. Not a 

<(Jnimunist who goes on being a Com- 
^,u”ist, like the editor of the Daily 

orker. It isn’t something you can’t 
n,e'P, like Boswell’s having come from 
Gotland.

I he Daily Worker, one would think. 
°ll?ht to rejoice over a man who would

I am a Communist and proud of it! 
ne would think the Worker would 

' ac'tically spit on the man who denied 
Ornrr>unism. There is no reason for any 
an to deny any cause unless (1) he is 

^bly not of it, (2) he is cowardly, (3) 
ejils a sPy- But the Worker has repeat- 
J^ y assured us that there are no Com- 
a]Unlst spies in the United States. It is 

s° well known that all Communists 
c e °f an heroic degree of bravery, ex- 
ej** r°r un occasional contemptible ren- 

informer. Thus Jencks must be 
jj. v not a Communist and thus he 
g llst he. according to Communist theory.

J^itor to the working class.
latusow must be even worse. First he 

j. u Jencks was a Communist and said 
^”nder circumstances as to imply that 
}lta[ Was a had thing to be. Then he said

lied, that Jencks was not a Com- 
k "lst. and that he was sorry for the 

had done Jencks. Tn other 
us, Matusow changes his story about 
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Jencks, but he never changes implica
tion that it is very bad to be a Commu
nist. What a scoundrel! Would you not 
think so if you were a Communist?

But not being one, you do not know. 
Fhe Daily Worker appears to be quite 
happy over the fact that Jencks may 
have an out from the grievous charge of 
being a glorious comrade, and though it 
continues to employ the contumelious 
terms “informer,” “stool pigeon.” and 
“stoolie” in referring to Matusow, there 
is no heart in it, and in any case the 
opprobrium seems to derive from Ma- 
tusow’s having once called a bunch of 
Communists Communists, not from his 
making it a matter of apology that he 
called Jencks a Communist—notwith
standing that such an apology seems to 
involve a snide insult to the vanguard 
of the proletariat.

Il is further worth noting that in this 
half-light of the mind, where the diamat 
replaces reason, the Daily Worker be
lieves that “Harvey Malusow’s admis
sion . . . throws new light on the out 
rageous nature of the plan of the Justice 
Department to arrest and imprison Eu
gene Dennis and the other Communist 
party leaders all over again when they 
finish their Smith Act terms in March.'

In other words, the Worker seems io 
be saying, you simply cannot believe a 
lying stool pigeon who will go into court 
and swear that a Communist party 
leader is a Communist. It is part of 
“thought-control.”

Obviously tin* thoughts of the Worker 
are quite uncontrolled. Will someone 
tell us again how it is “the intellectuals” 
who become Communists?

One more thing: the same intellectual 
issue of the Worker has a story on the 
plan of the Ford Foundation’s “Fund 
for the Republic” to do “research into 
the extent and nature” of communism in 
the U. S. Recently, when the Reece 
Committee Report on Foundations ap
peared, the Worker denounced Rep. 
Carroll Reece with violence because he 
ought, they said, to have known “better 
than to believe that foundations bearing 
the names of Rockefeller, Ford, and 
Carnegie have promoted ‘socialism.’ ” 
From a Communist paper, this accept
ance as an axiom that anything named 
Ford cannot be socialistic ought to mean 
a complete distrust and ideological op
position to anything bearing the name 
Ford. Yet politely the Worker writes: 
“It would be presumptuous to predict 
at this time the detailed findings and

—Acme Photo
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opinions in eleven books scheduled for 
publication as part of $250,000 study 
by the Fund for the Republic of ‘com
munism and civil liberties’ in American 
life.”

\\ by would it be presumptuous for a 
Communist paper — which elsewhere in 
the same isssue speaks with undisguised 
hatred of Judge Irving Kaufman (Ros
enberg case) as the “hatchet man” of 
“bourgeois democracy and ‘justice’”— 
Io spare one drop of a plentiful supply 
of venom for the Fund for the Republic 
if it loo is. as it must be if the Worker’s 
scorn of Reece makes sense, irrevocably 
a bourgeois institution?

It is of the essence of communism to 
be Mistaken, but even Communists don’t 
have to sound so obviously idiotic.

NEW RADIO SERIES 
SCHEDULED BY FF

Facts Forum is scheduling a new 13- 
week radio series, THE INFIL-TRAI- 
TORS, 30-minute interviews designed to 
expose the infiltration of communism 
into various phases of American life.

I he program will be aired over the 
Mutual Broadcasting System and will 
feature weekly guests who will relate 
first-hand experiences in the nation’s 
fight against communism and subver
sion.

Ralph de Toledano and Victor Lasky 
are slated to appear on the programs 
along with Hardy Burt, who will serve 
as moderator.

Starting date for THE INFIL-TRAI- 
TORS will be announced in the near 
future.
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—Reprinted from vital speeches, Feb. 1, 1955

Atomic Status of the Nation
A “Trial Balance'’ of the Atomic Energy Commission

By LEWIS L. STRAUSS, Chairman, Atomic Energy Coni mission
Delivered before the National Press Club, Washington, D.C., January 1 1, 1955

This being the season of the year 
when businesses, having completed 
their year-end inventories, are setting 

up their balance sheets and writing the 
first drafts of annual reports to stock
holders, it occurred to me to try and 
give you a “trial balance" of the AEC.

I don't mean by that to unload upon 
you a lot of figures and statistics. In
stead, I thought you might be interested 
if I separated the debits and credits— 
the things accomplished, and the things 
undone, or muffed—as I see them from 
the marble sanctuary over on Constitu
tion Avenue.

In order to be able to conclude by 
enumerating the good things—the assets 
—I will begin with the debits.

The first item, and most important 
of these, it seems to me, was the dis
covery that Malenkov wasn’t talking 
through his hat about what we call “a 
thermonuclear reaction.” The Soviets 
produced it. without any doubt, and it 
is unintelligent to decry their scientific 
competence.

Proficiency in the technology of 
nuclear weapons, and indeed of science 
and engineering generally, is not so 
much of an American monopoly as pop
ular misconception once would have 
had it.

Of course, by contrast with our weap

ons tests, Russian atomic weapons tests, 
according to them, are all benign. They 
remove mountains, change the course 
of rivers, and never, never have any 
dangerous aspects or any baneful ef
fects on the world. Also, according to 
them, only the tests conducted by the 
United States are wicked, warmonger
ing and horrendous affairs.

EFFECT OF PROPAGANDA

Artful Soviet propaganda has actually 
persuaded many people to this fantastic 
belief—even in our own country. At any 
rate, Soviet progress in weapons devel
opment is, or ought to be, a prime 
concern of free people. Many feel that 
it reduces the time within which the 
world has to work out a sort of modus 
vivendi.

Item 2 in the debit column is criticism 
of the personnel security program, which 
arose as a result of the case of Dr. 
Oppenheimer. Periodically, the person
nel security program has given us grief 
since the beginning of the AEC. By 
1950 we had evolved what we believed 
a very fair procedure to deal with secur
ity. It has been widely commended by 
both men of law' and men of science.

It is a procedure that provides the 
individual against whom charges have 
been brought with every protection we 
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could think of. He has to be furnished
with a written catalogue of allegations; 
he can resign or he can elect a hearing-

If he elects a hearing, he can challenge 
the persons selected for the special hear
ing board; he can be represented by 
counsel: he can attend all hearings him' 
self; he can confront all witnesses, and 
he and his counsel can cross-examine
all witnesses. He can appeal from an 
adverse decision to a board of revie"' 
and, finally, he can absolutely control 
the issue of whether or not existence of 
the proceedings is to become known.

In spite of all this, there are those 
who feel that injustice is occasionally 
done—just as I suppose is true of losers 
in actions before a court of law.

Over the years, we have tried to see 
what, if anything, can be done to in1' 
prove the procedures. To this end. ’ 
wrote to all our laboratory directors 1” 
November to say that we would a?^ 
them to meet with us here for an eX' 
ploration of the subject. The meeting )f 
scheduled to begin on Monday of neX1 
week.

I have had a considerable correspo*1' 
dence on this subject with individual 
and organizations and no radically ne'* 
ideas have come to my attention. 
are, however, going into the meetio? 
with an open mind.

I nder present procedures, it has be^1 
possible to protect the security of d11 
operations of the government as well a* 
the rights of the individual, with J1" 
regard to the interests and privilege 
of both.

I think it will never be possible, ho" 
ever, to satisfy everyone, even under 
long-established rules of jurisprudeu(t' 
1 he recent records of protest, made aftef 
fair trials before juries in the present 
of our press and the presses of oth^r 
countries, I think demonstrated I
point. . !

Item 3, also on the debit side, wot>|1 
be the misunderstandings about 
Mississippi \ alley Generating ContfaC 
—or the Dixon-l ates contract, if Y0 
still prefer it be called that—I supp0'
it always will be called that. j

1 he contract itself should be l*sJfx 
among the assets. And, a-nticipa1*'^ 
some questions about this later, I v',1 
not now say more about this contr^ 
or the two previous ones which 
negotiated with private utilities

(Continued on P(tfie'
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UNIQUE ROLE OF ADMIRAL STRAUSS
by Medford Evans

Former Chief of Training, U.S. Atomic Energy Commission 
Author of The Secret W ar for the A-Bomb

THE hard decisions that make history 
turn on lonely men who know what 
they have to do because no one else 

wdl do it. Uncertainty needs collusion 
comradeship, but clear faith will go 

*t alone, as David met Goliath, as Lind
bergh flew the Atlantic. The original do 
*'ot wait for the approval of others, 
because they are sure of eternal com
pany.

Lewis L. Strauss is not an indispen
sable man, but hi* has done, alone, sev- 
(*ral indispensable things. The most dif- 
hcult was simply putting in a word for 
the United States.

Strauss was a Truman-appointed 
btemher of the five -man Atomic Energy 
"°nimission from 1947 to 1950. As is 

"ow well known, he voted some twelve 
'•hies against his colleagues in those 
^ars, always on matters involving the 
National security, and always resolving 
ir?ubts in favor of national security. 
b*18 last and greatest administrative bat- 
,e as Commissioner was his dogged in- 

pstence that the United States must at 
TkSt try to build a hydrogen bomb, 

be opposition he met cannot be meas- 
Ured merely by the AEC’s 4-1 vote 
gainst him on all the security issues 
'A’ept the H-bomb, or the 3-2 vote on 
i .‘*1 (in which Gordon Dean joined him).

. bhe American atomic energy project 
1,1 those years between World War JI 
ab<l Korea was almost entirely dominat- 
() °y a group of men of whom Robert 

Ppenhcimer was the most energetic 
jbd intelligent. AEG Chairman David 
lj bcnthal was their bureaucratic chief. 
^rien McMahon their spokesman in 
■°bgress, Dt *an Acheson their represen- 
3 lve in the Cabinet. They enjoyed the 

f/Pport of an excellent administrative 
adre. which included Car roll Wilson. 
^Seph Volpe, Jr., and Frances Hender- 
b‘ Between Oppenheimer, Lilienthal.

। /; Acheson was that nonpareil of in- 
n bgenee and effective liaison—Herbert

Marks.
c\v ■°olH‘ration from press and radio 

।'ls nearly perfect. William L. Laurence, 
^Unson W. Baldwin, and Walter Lipp- 

hn were particularly important, but
•'Xi CorPs °f journalists in general— 
y '“I’t those on the Chicago Tribune,

1 ork Daily News, and Washington 
..//f*s Herald—was either solid for or 

'va’d °n subject °f Lilienthal. To- 
nppebheimer they were obsequi- 

' ■ Fheir prompter was Eugene Rabin-
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LEWIS LICHTENSTEIN STRAUSS
Born, Charleston, West Virginia, January 

31, 1896. Lewis S. and Rosa (Lichten
stein) Strauss.

Educated, public schools, Richmond, Vir
ginia.

Employed by Herbert Hoover, 1917-19.
With Kuhn, Loeb and Co., 1919-46. 

Partner, from 1929.
Financial Adviser to Messrs. Rockefeller, 

1950-53.
National Service:

U. S. Naval Reserve, 1926—; Rear 
Admiral, 1945—.

Member, U.S. Atomic Energy Com
mission, 1946-50.

President’s Adviser on Atomic Energy, 
1953.

Chairman, U.S. Atomic Energy Com
mission 1953—.

Awarded: Legion of Merit and Gold Star 
(Navy), Oak Leaf Cluster (Army) ; 
Commendation Ribbon; Officer Leg
ion of Honor (France). Sc. I). Medi
cal College of Virginia; LL. D. Jewish 
Theological Seminary, N.Y.U.; L.H.I). 
Case Institute.

owitch. Editor of the Bulletin of the 
Atomic Scientists, recognized by Time 
as “Voice of the Atom.”

To challenge this voice and its echoes 
in leading newspapers and magazines 
was to risk sounding like a crackpot. 
When “the scientists who made the 
bomb ’ had spoken, what could a lay
man say? Science was supreme, and 
Science was international. Thus national 
considerations, such as the defense of 
the I nited States, were sordid. “The 
Commission.” said Dr. Oppenheimer, 
"has balanced very carefully the re
quirements of security and the require
ments of progress and humanity.”

But Lewis Strauss did not accept an 
essential opposition between national 
security on the one hand and progress 
and humanity on the other.

Virginia-born, he inclined to lake for 
granted what the Hungarian genius Ed
ward Teller concluded analytically, that 
the security of the United States and 
that of all the freedom-loving people 
of the whole world are one.

“I am not an isolationist,” Strauss 
told the Joint Committee on Atomic 
Energy in 1949. “and have never been. 
As far back as 1916. I began my inter
est in the welfare of human beings ir

respective of nationality. I served in 
the Belgian. French, German, Austrian, 
and Russian Relief. [He worked with 
Herbert Hoover.] 1 organized the re
lief fund for Finland when that country 
was attacked by Russia in 1939. . . 
National security, however, as long as 
I am a member of this Commission, 
must be my paramount responsibility.”

Of course no member of the Atomic 
Energy Commission could, even in 1949, 
have declared the contrary, but Strauss 
was obviously quite serious, and that 
was sometimes awkward.

“Chairman Lilienthal has testified.” 
Strauss continued, “that there was only 
one Commissioner who had dissented, 
and . . . my recollection confirmed that 
the Commission has always been unani
mous except in those cases when I found 
myself in the minority . . . All of these 
dissents deal with aspects of security 
and national defense.” Twelve such dis
sents were matters of record when 
Strauss gave this testimony during the 
hearings in June 1949 on Senator Hick
enlooper’s charges against David Lil
ienthal of “incredible mismanagement.”

Opinions might still vary concerning 
the particular issues which impelled 
Lewis Strauss to be, twelve times in two 
and a half years, a minority of one in 
a five-man Commission. But whatever 
the merits of those cases, there is no 
doubt that the independent judgment 
so tested and tempered developed in 
Strauss the toughness which carried 
him through the great H-bomb contro
versy. And if he had not been successful 
in that, the United States would be today 
considerably more vulnerable than it 
is. Nor is it at all clear that the “re
quirements of progress and humanity” 
would have been better met if Soviet 
Russia had had today by our default a 
monopoly of H-bombs.

II
In any great project of applied sci

ence, scientists and nonscientists are 
thrown together. For most of the non
scientists the scientists feel contempt or 
tolerance, but they quickly recognize a 
few natural enemies, to-wit: politicians, 
accountants, and security officers. Poli
ticians rival scientists in influence, ac
countants limit their expenditures, and 
security officers interfere with their 
movements and talk. Such restrictions 
imply that Science is not sufficient. They 
must be removed.
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In 1948 a young scientist at AEC’s 
Brookhaven National Laboratory talking 
to Theodore H. White about Dr. E. U. 
Condon — called by the House Un- 
American Activities Committee “the 
weakest link in our atomic security ’— 
said. “My God. no matter what the score 
on Condon could be, you just can’t have 
a bunch of dumb jerks like that passing 
on the credentials of scientists.” The 
credentials in question were not scien
tific. The statement means that scientists 
should in every way be above the crit
icism of members of Congress.

When AEC took over atomic energy 
from the Army in 1917. an initial prob
lem was business accounts and audits of 
scientific operations. The “Loofbourow 
Report” suggested that scientists be held 
to a minimum of financial and property 
responsibility. About a year later the 
“Loomis Report" urged maximum pay 
rates and privileges for scientific per
sonnel.

But the main fight centered on secur
ity. Here unwillingness to admit any 
check on Science was encouraged to the 
hilt by Communists and other pro-Soviet 
groups. Susceptibility of scientists to 
such influences has been noted by Rich
ard L. Meier, former executive secretary 
of the Federation of American Scientists, 
who has written. “The physicist by na
ture is politically radical." and by C. 
P. Snow. English authority on scientific 
personnel, who in The New Men has 
discriminated between engineers and 
scientists: “ . . . the physicists, whose 
whole intellectual life was spent in seek
ing new truths, found it uncongenial to 
stop seeking when they had a look at 
society. They were rebellious, question
ing, protestant. curious for the future 
and unable to resist shaping it. 1 he en
gineers buckled to their jobs and gave 
no trouble, in America, in Russia, in 
Germany; it was not from them, but 
from the scientists, that came heretics, 
forerunners, martyrs, traitors.”

Oppenheimer in 1949 testified before 
the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy 
about the advisability of exporting 
radioisotopes produced in American 
atomic energy plants and laboratories. 
Here, said Oppenheimer, “is one of the 
few areas in which we are free to act 
the way we would like to act. generously, 
imaginatively and decently; in the things 
that involve security we are inhibited 
from doing that . . .”

This emotional revulsion from secur
ity as not “decent” had a logical corol
lary. Dr. Oppenheimer told the Gray 
Board in April 1954. speaking of his 
association with sometime Communist 
David Hawkins, “I discussed security 
with him many times. His views and 
mine were in agreement.”

Lewis L. Strauss had quite other 
views. On account of them he lost favor 
with an important segment of the Amer
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ican press which in 1946 had praised 
his appointment to the AEC. But he 
won the respect of Congress and of 
Eisenhower. He was appointed and en
thusiastically confirmed as AEC chair
man in the summer of 1953. after an 
absence of three years from the AEC 
executive offices at 1901 Constitution 
Avenue.

Ill

The severest criticism of Admiral 
Strauss is that of Joseph and Stew
art Alsop. who have written: “We 
accuse Oppenheimer’s chief judge, the 
Chairman of the Atomic Energy Com
mission, Admiral Lewis Strauss, ... of 
venting the bitterness of old disputes 
through the security system of this 
country.” This charge means, logically, 
either that Strauss ought to be im
peached or the Alsop brothers convicted 
of libel. It is a serious charge against 
the honesty and patriotism of a man 
with a distinguished public record of 
honesty and patriotism.

The Alsops’ accusation of Strauss ob
viously stems from their hysterical at
tachment to Dr. Oppenheimer. They see 
him on his return from Europe in 1929 
with first-class training in the New 
Physics as “the bringer of a revelation.” 
Such a point of view must be curious 
to Arthur Compton, 1929 Nobel Prize 
winner, and to E. 0. Lawrence, Nobel 
laureate in 1939 for his earlier inven
tion of the cyclotron on the same cam
pus which Robert Oppenheimer ap
peared to the Alsops (but not to the 
Nobel Prize committee) to dominate.

The Alsops feel that the decision in 
the Oppenheimer case—a 7-2 decision 
at the highest levels—“did not disgrace 
Robert Oppenheimer; it dishonored and 
disgraced the high name of American 
freedom." They see hope that the “forces 
in America which have created the cli
mate in which Oppenheimer was judged 
may . . . break their teeth and power on 
the Oppenheimer case.”

IV

The Oppenheimer case is one of the 
great events of recent history. It is 
probable that from 1945 to 1952 Robert 
Oppenheimer was the most powerful 
man in the world. That is based on the 
assumptions, (1) that he was the most 
influential man in the I .S. atomic en
ergy project. (2) that the Soviet atomic 
energy project was—to use Oppenheim
er's own word—“imitative” of the U. S. 
project. (3) that the power relation 
between the U. S. and the Soviet Union 
was the great world issue of those years.

The U.S.-S.U. power relation is still 
the great issue, and the Soviet atom is 
still probably imitative of the U. S. atom. 
For that matter. Robert Oppenheimer 
still has a great deal of influence. But 
he no longer has an AEC “Q” clearance. 

and he is no longer the most influential 
man in the project.

Strauss is by no means solely respon
sible for Oppenheimer's downfall. Harry 
Truman was the first official to act 
against Oppenheimer, whom he would 
not reappoint to the General Advisory 
Committee in 1952. And when the Com
mission came to vote in June 1951 it 
was not Lewis Strauss who was a min
ority of one. It was Henry Smyth, physi
cist. Against Oppenheimer and with 
Strauss were not only Joseph Campbell, 
but also Eugene Zuckert, often consid
ered a Fair Deal administrator, and 
Thomas E. Murray, another Truman 
appointee, who has opposed Strauss on 
other issues.

\et it can hardly be denied that 
anyone except Lewis Strauss had been 
made Chairman in 1953 Oppenheimer 
would have retained till today his aura 
of infallibility.

Ordinary rules do not woik in tin’ 
Oppenheimer case. Conviction of per
jury sent Hiss to jail and Alsopian ac
cusation sent Paul Crouch to Coventry- 
Circumstantial rumors of extra-marital
romance are ordinarily considered dam
aging to officeholders. But Oppenheim
er, who has admitted adultery and ad
mitted the most elaborate and deliberate 
lying in the most serious circumstance5 I 
—quite over and above admitting the 
most involved, intimate, and prolonged 
association with Communists—is still 
called “seer and saint.”

Mere astonishment, or outrage, is u0* I 
an adequate response to this phenome
non.

Why saint?
I hat anyone can publicly call Oppe|1 

heimer a saint after all that has beef
published about him means that the J’5)' 
chology of Robert Oppenheimer may l1t 
a good deal less complex and mysteri°11' 
than the psychology of the America11 

\ et he has had a great fall, and ,iel, 
ther the king’s horses, men. nor Edwar 
R. Murrow can quite put his forin^ 
reputation together again. Only, i> 1? 
worth noting that the Humpty Dump1) 
who survives such a fall—cracked l,llt 
recognizable — was hard-boiled in
first place.

Robert Oppenheimer may yet conic 
the way over. His life has been doumf 
so long. His two professorships sim11 
taneously, one at Berkeley and one a 
(.al-lech; his philosophic preoccupy 
tion with "complementarity,” the P1’1' 
cipie by which logically antagonistic n1^ 
ories are both accepted in practice; m 
ambiguous relationship with Conin’11" 
nists and communism, supporting L 
Party, favoring its members, befric’] 
ing Bernard Peters, yet refusing to j01^ 
condemning its principles, and denoU’1 s 
ing Peters to the Un-American Activ’1’*' 
Gommittee—all this suggests that
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It is by no means time to write the 
story of the development of atomic 
power. Much has been written and little 
said on this subject. The atom-powered 
submarine Nautilus has been built, 
ground has been broken at Shipping
port for an atomic power plant, and 
other milestones have been passed. The 
most significant annoumwnents have 
been made under Strauss’s chairman
ship.

Edward Teller, in this as in the H-

with such major actions as the export 
of electric generators for use in connec
tion with the Dneiperstroy Dam.’’

“Mr. Strauss responded." the minutes 
continue, “that the Atomic Energy Com
mission has no primary concern per
taining to the export of generators, but 
added that he jelt that the government 
agencies that did have jurisdiction should 
prevent such exports.”

Strauss is a formal man, vivacious 
but correct. His gratuitous opinion in 
Commission meeting that other govern
ment agencies ought to get on the ball 
reflects the deep concern of an American 
for American interests.

No one who knew as much about 
Robert Oppenheimer as Lewis Strauss 
did and was as devoted to the national 
interest of the United Stales as Lewis 
Strauss was could have been content in 
1953 to leave the enormous prestige of 
Robert Oppenheimer undisturbed. Op
penheimer did indeed bestride the nar
row' world of science-politics like a co
lossus. But Strauss not only was no 
Cassius acting from dark motives, he 
was not a Brutus conspiring assassina
tion from noble motives. Strauss simply 
discharged the responsibilities of his 
office in accordance with his oath of 
office, without regard to whatever per
sonal feelings he may have had toward 
Robert Oppenheimer. Every legal pro
cedure was followed. Every means of 
determining the facts, interpreting the 
law', and utilizing the judgment of men 
of learning, experience, and high rep
utation was employed. If ever there was 
a case where the decision was ineluc
table, where no personal bias could off
set the great weight of the evidence, 
such was the Oppenheimer case.

It is hardly decent—to use a word 
much loved of the Alsops—to consider 
too curiously the personal emotions of 
the figures in this national event. Yet 
speculations about these emotions have 
been thrust before the public. It is there
fore fair to observe that the outcome of 
the Oppenheimer case almost surely in
volved for Lewis Strauss the tragic sense 
of compassion in victory—and the un
derstanding that so far from being able 
to act upon two complementary codes 
of loyalty, it is so hard to live by one 
that in order to do it a man may have 
to cut off his right hand.

bomb, was in the record early. In Aug
ust 1947 Teller wrote to Lawrence Hal
stad: “The main thing is to prepare a 
few concrete plans, decide on one after 
proper consultation with people like 
Fermi, and then go ahead. This, I think, 
could be done in a few months. After 
that, one should go ahead with that one 
model even if it should turn out to be 
in the long run not the very best pos
sible. The experience so gained will 
make up for any deficiencies.

“Perhaps I am overenthusiastic but 
1 think that we have lots of good long- 
range plans—what we really lack is the 
push toward short-range objectives, of 
which there was so much during the 
war. and of which there is so little now.

“The reason I am writing this letter, 
as you can guess, is my dismay brought 
about by this situation: 1 see five Navy 
men. unusually intelligent, and interested 
in a detailed, concrete and down-to- 
earth plan (if down-to-earth is a proper 
Navy objective), but when I asked 
them when and how will they proceed. 
I am met with hesitation that seemed 
to me to indicate that the whole thing 
is not at all approved as yet, and that 
it is perhaps being put in the same class 
as some of the projects which in more 
ways than one are way up in the clouds.”

Compare the attitude of Robert Op
penheimer in June 1919 just ten days 
after he had testified before the Joint 
Committee in praise of David Lilien- 
thal’s management and in derogation of 
Lewis Strauss’s judgment on isotopes. 
In an interview with the Oakland. Cal
ifornia, Tribune, Oppenheimer “termed 
the prospects of civil atomic power ex
tremely remote and from any viewpoint 
extremely unimportant.

“ ‘Nuclear power for planes and bat
tleships is so much hogwash. I think 
the difficulties have been underestimat
ed.’

“Civil power will take a long time, 
enormous investments of money and the 
all-out cooperation of industry, he said, 
adding ‘if we can’t get there in twenty- 
five years we might as well take it 
easy.’ ”

Like the H-bomb, atomic power at 
the end of World War 11 seemed to a 
number of experts to be just around the 
corner. But then for a number of years 
it seemed to get farther off rather than 
nearer. Most discussions of atomic pow
er in the years 1915-52 were like the 
K-25 plant at Oak Ridge—gaseous dif
fusion in a great vacuum.

fhe statement was frequently made 
that security was the emergency 
brake we had left on. and that so long 
as we had it we could have no atomic 
power. This was a special form of what 
has often seemed the most telling argu
ment against security—the contention 
that it obstructs scientific progress. This

(Continued on Page 47)

liam L. Borden who after some evident 
mental anguish of his own wrote to J. 
Edgar Hoover that: “more probably 
•han not J. Robert Oppenheimer is an 
agent of the Soviet Union”—William L. 
Borden could have had excellent reasons 
for this statement, while at the same 
•ime excellent reasons existed for be
lieving Oppenheimer to be a loyal 
American.

Perhaps, by the principle of comple
mentarity, he was simultaneously a loyal 
American and a Soviet agent.

By ordinary rules that won’t do. One 
hopes that it will not do for Robert 
Oppenheimer either. Perhaps his num- 
n°US admissions under oath and his 
h-lphic revelations in public (he told 
•N Committee Two in April 1947: “I 
know this from experience. I know it 

not enough to tell someone a secret;
*t is very hard to give away a secret. 
*ou have to work at it week after week 
mter week because these things are com- 
Plex. ’ I fiat is out of context, but the 
’miginal context does not, and no context 
Very well could, keep it from being a 
rather startling thing for Robert Op- 
Penheimer to have said)—perhaps this 
Continuing urge to tell (and surely no 
one has told so much) — perhaps the 
is-ease which Dr. Condon seemed to 
oink was disease may bring him to full 

’onfession after all. And in the healing 
"hich might come of that the health

wholeness of the United States may 
)e involved.

*he Alsop brothers think, or profess 
0 think, that Strauss felt personal hat- 

rt‘a for Oppenheimer and that this hat- 
eo was based on wounded vanity. ()j>- 

Pooheimer, they believe, or affect to be- 
'*‘ve, refuted Strauss before the Joint 
ommittee “with far too devastating 
^miance.” But the Alsops’ account of 
’s episode is garbled as to facts, and 
ere is no reason to suppose that their 

Psychological insight, or pretended psy- 
°logical insight, is any better.

n B would be surprising if Lewis 
S causs had not felt for Robert Oppen- 
/imer more love than hatred. Strauss 
S’, mne years older. Both are from the 
Pi' American Jewish stock.
^olh are intellectually brilliant. Strauss

s an established great man in business 
[ . go'ernment; Oppenheimer was a 
। ! ^nt star in science and public re- 
tk.l<)ns’ Bat could be more natural

(‘I(ler man should feel the 
r°n s kindliness for the protege?

tfi h°w shall the patron proceed if 
protege is demonstrably not trust-

■ । his does not turn love to hat- 
^crit Ut ^oes turn hope to disappoint- 

[tl^Bove all, Lewis Strauss is a patriot. 
• ,l now-historic meeting of the AEC 
b 1^47 the minutes record that Dr.

I‘• Bacher staled that “The for- 
ap /Bstribution of radioisotopes is rel- 

‘‘*y a small matter when compared
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IN our one world of danger, the United 
States cannot afford to be mistaken.

The current drama in China might be a 
feint to divert attention from Europe, as 
the Berlin blockade in 1918 diverted at
tention from China.

But China is important. The ingredi
ents of catastrophe might fuse there. 
Mistakes have been made in the past. 
Generals Hurley. Wedemeyer, and Mac- 
Arthur have represented one side. John 
Carter Vincent, John Stewart Service, 
John Paton Davies have represented an
other. One side has been mistaken; in 
either case it represented us.

Even yet. American policy in the Far 
East is ambiguous, like the status of 
Owen Lattimore—called the architect of 
that policy, twice indicted for perjury, 
twice largely exonerated in the opinion 
of Judge Luther Youngdahl.

In our one world of danger no threat 
is too remote to be domestic. There is 
in the vast, exotic, and formidable ob
scurity of Asia an American woman 
with the plain name of Joan Hinton who 
confounds probability not ordy by hav
ing lived seven years in Inner Mongolia, 
but also by being an experienced Los 
Alamos scientist with atomic know-how 
more surely available to Soviet use than 
that of Pontecorvo or Fuchs. She has 
been a friend of Owen Lattimore and a 
friend of Robert Oppenheimer. Her sis
ter has been a friend of Gregory Silver- 
master. Her brother is a world traveler 
who in 1953 returned to the United 
States from Peking by way of Moscow 
and Prague. In 1954 he testified before 
the Jenner Committee, with frequent 
recourse to legal counsel and the Fifth 
Amendment.

It is indeed one world of danger, 
where this precocious daughter of a Ver
mont school principal may be a femme 
fatale with a vengeance, where this Mata 
Hari trudges in Mongolian mud to the 
dairy barn—nuclear cross sections in 
her mind and quantum mechanics “part 
of” her — interrupting these thoughts 
with the assessment of her Chinese 
friends, “They are not afraid of Amer
ica. If she must fight, China will show 
that she is made of steel ’ — reflecting 
with evident satisfaction, "the Chinese 
people have a will so strong that noth
ing America can do will ever stop it.”

There is an American girl—a men
tally brilliant representative of good 
stock, with superior advantages — par
ticularly educational advantages. Some
thing is wrong.

# # ♦
The known facts about Joan Chase 

Hinton are as follows:
1. She is an atomic scientist of some 

importance. How important relative to 
other scientists is hard to say, nearly all 
her work having been done at secret 
Los Alamos or in top-secret Red China, 
where she is now. Her name is signed 
to at least one Los Alamos Technical 
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Report. Like a by-line in a metropolitan 
paper, this confers status.

2. At Los Alamos she worked on a 
nuclear reactor called the “water-boiler.” 
I bis device has since the war been de
classified. It was for some time the oidy 
“homogeneous” reactor in the United 
States. L. R. Hafstad. AEG Director of 
Reactor Development, has called it “the 
smallest and most economical type of 
chain reactor.” Joan Hinton also, ac
cording to AEC, “participated in critical 
assembly weapon work and attended 
weekly scientific colloquia, which gave 
her access to other classified informa
tion." (Inside Los Alamos, scientists 
have always exchanged information 
freely even though they might be on 
different assignments. The matter of se
curity “compartmentalization” was dis
cussed in testimony of General L. R- 
Groves and of Dr. E. U. Condon, printed 
in Facts Forum News for January. 
1955.)

3. Joan Hinton left Los Alamos in 
December, 1945. In Washington, I). C- 
she participated in the scientists’ lobby 
to influence legislation. In Chicago she 
was a student at the University and a 
part-time assistant to Dr. S. K. Allison, 
one of the foremost atomic scientists. 
Joan Hinton was offered employment in 
China in December, 1947, by the Com
munist “China Welfare Fund.” In 1948 
she went to China. There she married 
an American exile named Sidney Engst 
or Erwin Engst. She is now employed, 
according to her brother, on a dairy 
farm, located, she has written, in Sui- 
yuan Province, Inner Mongolia, near 
the Russo-Chinese border. Unconfirmed 
reports indicate an atomic installation 
in the area.

4. In September, 1951. tin* Chinese 
(.ommunist radio broadcast, and the 
Chinese Communist English - language 
press printed, a letter which Joan Hin
ton had written to tin* Federation of 
American Scientists, 1749 L Street. 
N.W., Washington 6, I). C. In this letter 
she described the United States as a 
place where, “No matter where yo11 
turned, you were faced by war, secret 
work, the Navy, the Army, and madmen 
locked in their laboratories thinking lll’ 
new and better methods of total destruc
tion.” Tn contrast, she wrote, “The pc°' 
pie of China want peace.” She urged the 
Federation of American Scientists: “Us® 
your strength, use whatever you can to 
work actively for peace and against 
war.” At the same time she spoke o’ 
“the irresistible strength of New China, 
which, said Joan, “will not tolerate an) 
high-handed action against her sov' 
ereignty.”

5. In October, 1952. Joan went froa1 
Inner Mongolia to Peking where as a 
delegate to the “Asian and Pacific Pea<(’ 
Conference” she expressed “a deep sense 
of guilt and shame” for American l,f't 
of the A-bomb at Hiroshima and Nag11, 
saki. “The and ience gave a prolong^0
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standing ovation to Joan Hinton’s stir
ring remarks,” said the Communist Pek
ing radio.

6. Joan Hinton’s brother, William H. 
Hinton, has been an employee of the 
Bed Chinese government. He worked 
for that government four or five years 
in China. Since the beginning of 1954 
he has written and lectured in favor of 
Communist China in the United States. 
He was subpoenaed by the Senate In
ternal Security Subcommittee and testi
fied July 27, 1954. He invoked the Fifth 
Amendment when asked. “Are you a 
Communist now?” and when asked if 
he had met his sister Joan when they 
were both in China.

7. Joan Hinton has a sister named, 
confusingly enough. Jean. In 1913 Jean, 
then employed in the Department of 
Agriculture, received an efficiency rat
ing of “Excellent ' from her supervisor, 
Nathan Gregory Silvermasler. named by 
Elizabeth Bentley as head of a major 
Soviet spv ring. Jean Hinton’s former 
husband. W illiam Greene, has testified 
that he and Jean visited Silvermaster’s 
home for dinner “in the order of ten 
times, anyway.’’ Jean and William's own 
home, at 1739 Harvard Street, N.W., 
Washington. D. C.. was visited by Silver- 
master “infrequently,’ and about once a 
year by “successive air attaches” from 
the Russian Embassy, the first one being 
Colonel, or Major, Berezin.

8. Joan Hinton’s mother is Carmelita 
Hinton, head of the Putney School in 
Vermont. Owen Lattimore has lectured 
there. Lattimore’s son, David, went to 
school there, and with Mrs. Hinton and 
a Putney School group in 1917 went to 
Prague, Czechoslovakia, to attend a 
World Youth Festival.

9. Joan Hinton, her mother, and 
°ther members of her family were, one 
summer during World War II. given the 
Use of Dr. J. Robert Oppenheimer’s New 
Mexico ranch. Perro Caliente.

* *• *

The preceding list of facts is meager 
'‘hough. Most even of this knowledge 
I'as come to light only recently. A few 
father brief American newspaper ac
counts of the case of Joan Hinton were 
Published in September. 1951, follow- 
Uig the publication in Peking of her 
letter to the Federation of American 
Scientists.

The text of this letter was entered in 
'he record in March. 1952, when Owen 
'-atiimore appeared before the McCar- 
ran Committee, then investigating the 
mstitute of Pacific Relations, and was
Questioned, among other things, about 
his acquaintance with Joan Hinton.

The Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists 
Qas requested by Norman Bauer and 
Uonard T. Pochman (brother-in-law
uf David Hawkins, administrative aide

'‘htly never did so.

to pub- 
appar-

In October, 1952, after Joan Hinton 
had appeared al the Asian and Pacific 
Peace Conference in Peking, sketchy, 
and even misleading, statements were 
published in the United States. It was 
misleading, for example, to say—as the 
Washington Star of October 16, 1952. 
reported “an AEG spokesman” as say
ing— that “Miss Hinton held only a 
minor position at the Los Alamos lab 
and that she had nothing to do with the 
actual bomb.’ Of course her position 
was “minor" compared Io that of a 
“name” scientist or a division chief, but 
she was a scientist, not a technician nor 
a laboratory assistant. She could sign a 
Technical Report. Oppenheimer called 
her “a staff member": That, at age 24. 
is success. She “may have been." wrote 
Oppenheimer, “a member of the team” 

that assembled the first bomb at Ala
mogordo. AEC’s official statement in 
July, 1954, that she “participated in 
critical assembly weapon work” corro
borates Oppenheimer's recollection that 
Joan could very well have been present 
at Trinity, and corroborates her own 
boast at Peking that she had “touched 
with | her ] own hand the very bomb 
which was dropped on Nagasaki.”

Admiral E. M. Zacharias, famous 
Naval Intelligence officer, wrote an 
article about Joan Hinton. “The Atom 
Spy Who Got Away." published in Real 
magazine in July, 1953.

In July, 1951. the Jenner Committee 
(formerly the McCarran Committee, 
now—1955—the Eastland Committee) 
questioned William Greene and \X illiam 
II. Hinton, respectively brother-in-law

—Wide World Photo

‘‘i'

View of the Los Alamos homogeneous reactor (water boiler) showing concrete shielding 
which surrounds the reactor on all sides except the front.

—Wide World Photo

E*<

This photo was released by Senator McCarthy (R-Wis.) who said it shows Owen Lattimore 
(right) and Philip Jaffe (center) at Communist headquarters in Yenan. China, in 1937. 
McCarthy's office identified the man at left as T. A. Bisson. The two women are not 
identified.

Eacts FORUM NEWS, March, 1955 Page 37



and brother of Joan Hinton. The record 
of this hearing is the principal source 
of information now available on Joan 
Hinton.

Joan Hinton is herself important and 
her connections are important. In the 
scanty publicity given her is a sugges
tion that there may have been some 
kind of “cover-up" in the case. The 
author of the suggestion later appeared 
to be of another mind. Perhaps it was 
felt once that the Joan Hinton case was 
being suppressed because of her con
nection with Oppenheimer, and that 
breaking it might break the Oppen
heimer case, discussion of which was 
then taboo (especially in periodicals de
voted to free. open, and fearless discus
sion of controversial questions). Now

be a very good thing. I think that, for 
instance, if in China, where I under
stand we are prepared to help with the 
generation of power in the Yangtze \ al
ley, it were possible and sound to estab
lish atomic power, it would be a very 
good thing to do that through the I N 
commission."

In the same month Frank Oppen
heimer participated in a round-table 
conference in San Francisco on atomic 
energy sponsored by the Institute of Pa
cific Relations where “a scientist who 
had worked on the bomb" suggested 
that the United States “might supply 
atomic power plants to nations who do 
not now have the needed power to de
velop their raw materials. One operat
ing uranium pile in China.” he contin
ued. “might be convincing testimony to 
the Chinese as well as the rest of the

—Wide World Photo
Three Red army officers at Camden, S.C., to observe First Army maneuvers in 1941. 

Shown inspecting a U.S. Army plane, left to right, Major Paul Baraye, Col. ilia Sarayev, and 
Col. Paul Berezin.

that the Oppenheimer case has been 
opened up. perhaps it is felt that the 
Joan Hinton case, which might have 
served as a lever, is no longer needed.

But the Oppenheimer case is not fully 
settled, thanks to Joseph and Stewart 
Alsop among others. The Lattimore case 
is not settled. The nature and extent of 
the power of Communist China are not 
settled.

Robert and Frank Oppenheimer were 
thinking about atomic power in China 
in 1945. In the hearings on the Mc
Mahon Bill, in December. 1915, Senator 
Brien McMahon asked Robert Oppen
heimer: “Have you considered the pos
sibility of a UNO ownership of such 
power plants as might be developed?” 
Oppenheimer replied: “I think it would 
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world, that we do not intend to monopo
lize atomic power for our own selfish 
national interests.”

There is the basic idea of the Atoms- 
for-Peace Plan presented at the United 
Nations meeting December 8. 1953, by 
our President, at the original instigation 
of Robert Oppenheimer.

But it was not necessary to wait for 
official, legal motions to be made in 
order to do something about “one op
erating uranium pile in China." Only, 
since it was Joan Hinton who would go 
to China, instead of a uranium “pile" it 
might be a “water-boiler.” and that, as 
the AFC Director of Reactor Develop
ment said later, was the “most economi
cal type of chain reactor.”

In the succeeding columns, Facts 

Be sure and see page 45

Robert Oppenheimer
—Wide World f

Forum News presents a compilatior 
authoritative material on Joan Ilin

# » * * *

INSTITUTE OF PUBLIC RELATIC

Owen Lattimore's testimony 
fore the Senate Subcommittee 
vestigating the administration 
the Internal Security Act and h 
in the Institute of Public Relatu 
hearings. The following are p 
lions of the hearing March 
1952. Replies are by Lattimore.

Q. . . . reading of the name assui 
that the witness has had some deali 
with the person. If not. the witness 
requested Io so state when the name 
read. Then the question is: In y 
dealings with this person, or in ; 
other way. did you ever know or h 
reason to believe that this person i 
person under Communist discipline 
who had voluntarily and knowingly 
operated or collaborated with Conn 
nist party members in furtherance of 
Communist party objectives? Mr. I 
timore, do you understand that as 
plying to each name as we go down 
list?

A. That is right.
Q. The next name is Joan Chase H 

ton.
A. The answer is “No.” I knew I 

very slightly.
Q. Do you know any other mernb 

of her family?
A. Yes, I know her mother.
Q. Who is her mother. Mr. Ta 

more?
A. Her mother is the head of a sC*1' 

in Vermont.
Q. What is her name?
A. Carmelila.
Q. Are you a member of the hot 

of that school, Mr. Lattimore?
A. No; 1 don’t think so.
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Q. Have you ever been a member of 
lhe board of that school?

A. No; I don’t think I have. Let me 
ask my wife. I don’t think so, no.

Q. Have you ever lectured or taught 
•here at any time?

A. I never taught there. My son went 
•° school there, and once or twice when 

was up there I spoke at school gath- 
erings.

Q- On how many occasions?
A. Maybe a couple.

. Q- In what connection did you meet 
^’an Chase Hinton?

A. As Mrs. Hinton's daughter.
Q- Do you know any other members 

ot 'he family?
, A. J met her brother, who was at 
la* time farm manager of the school.

Q- What is his name?
A- William.

■ ¥• You have a son. David Lattimore, 
av<“ you not?

A. That is right.
p Did he attend the World Youth 
es,'val in Prague in 1917?
A. Yes, he did.

. <■ Did you aid him in making plans 
0 attend that?

A. Yes. Well, actually, he went with 
S(‘hool group, and the plans were 

ac*e through the school.
fa/' as the World Youth Festival, as 

as you know, a Communist project?
Sq ’ ^o, we didn’t understand it to be 

at the time. There were delegations
. Jai all kinds of non-Communist coun- 
•les.

t|la^’.^ave you subsequently found out 
. Jt was a Communist project?

' A>°. The Communist delegations 
iVFry active at the time, but I 

Corr'11 1 able to characterize it as a
-.^lunist project.

I)..A’ you know who accompanied 
on that trip?

A. Several people from his own 
school.

Q. Who were they, and what school 
was it?

A. The school was Putney School in 
Vermont, and the head of the school, 
Mrs. Hinton, also went to Czechoslova
kia that summer.

Q. Who was Bertha Hinton?
A. Her daughter.
Q. Do you know whether Bertha Hin

ton was the one who was the identifying 
witness who gave the State Department, 
when he applied for his passport, gave 
him an affidavit of identification?

A. No. I don't know that. Bertha 
Hinton was a daughter-in-law of Mrs. 
Hinton, not a daughter.

Q. How was she related to Joan Hin
ton ?

A. Joan Hinton was her daughter. 
They were sisters-in-law.

* * * * *
Hearings before the Subcommittee 
to Investigate Administration of the 
Internal Security Act and other In
ternal Security Laws, July 27, 7954. 
Senator William E. Jenner (R- 
Ind.), ('hairman. Alva ('. Carpenter 
served as committee counsel.
Testimony of W illiam II. Hinton.

Q. Where do you reside. Mr. Hinton?
A. My permanent residence is Put

ney, Vermont.
Q. And what is your business or pro

fession ?
A. I have always been in the field of 

agriculture, as an agriculture technician 
and farm manager.

Q. Are you in that field now?
A. At the present time, I am doing 

some lecturing and speaking.
* * *

Q. Where were you born, Mr. Hin
ton ?

A. I was born in Chicago, HL, on 
February 2. 1919.

Q. Where did you attend school?
A. Well. 1 graduated from high 

school at Putney School, Putney. Vt. 
I attended Harvard University for Ivo 
years, starting in 1937. 1 then trans
ferred to Cornell I niversity and gradu
ated from Cornell with a degree in 
agriculture in 1911.

Q. Prior to going to school, did you 
have occasion Io travel in the Far East?

A. Yes. I did.
Q. Were you employed in the Far 

East, in Japan?
A. Yes, I was.
Q. What was the nature of your em

ployment ?
A. I worked there as a news reporter 

on a newspaper calk'd the Japan Adver
tiser.

Q. And who was the sponsor of that 
newspaper?

A. I never heard of a sponsor.

Q. What year was that?
A. If I recall correctly, it was in 

1937.
(Continued on Page 40)

—Wide World Photo
William H. Hinton shown as he testified before the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee.
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Q. Then you went to college after 
returning from Japan?

A. Yes, that is correct.
Q. And you graduated from Cornell?
A. Yes, that is correct.
Q. Where were you employed after 

leaving Cornell?
A. I was employed as the farm man

ager at Putney School in Putney, Vt.
Q. And how long were you in that 

employment?
A. Approximately one year.
Q. Who was your supervisor at the 

Putney School ?
A. 1 believe the business manager 

was my supervisor.
Q. And when you left that employ

ment. where did you go?
A. I was drafted, and I was sent to a 

CBS camp. I was at that time a con
scientious objector.

Q. A conscientious objectors’ camp 
where?

A. At Weston, N. H.
Q. And some time later you left that 

camp?
A. I applied for military service and 

was rejected.
Q. And how long were you in that 

camp ?
A. Oh. about a year and a half. 1 

believe, if I remember correctly.

Q. To whom did you make applica
tion when you joined the OWI?

A. I don't recall any specific person, 
sir. I applied for a job with the OWI 
and got one.

Q. And you went to China with the 
OWI in what year?

A. I believe it was 1945.

Page 40

Q. I asked you if you met her there?
(Mr. Hinton conferred with his 

counsel.)
A. On the grounds of the Fifth 

Amendment, I respectfully decline to 
answer that question.

Q. You do not care to tell us whether 
or not you met or conversed with your 
sister on either of the trips to China?

A. The same answer.
Q. You claim your privilege on that. 

Mr. Hinton?
A. The same answer for the same 

reason.
Q. Would you care to tell us what 

your sister was doing in China, if you 
know?

(Mr. Hinton conferred with his 
counsel.)

A. She was working on a dairy farm.
Q. She worked on a dairy farm all 

the time?
(Mr. Hinton conferred with his 

counsel.)
A. I decline to answer that question, 

on the same grounds.
Q. On what grounds, Mr. Hinton?
A. On the grounds of the Fifth 

Amendment.
Q. That your answer might tend to 

incriminate you?
A. Yes.
Q. Mr. Hinton, are you familiar with 

a magazine called People s China, pub
lished September 16, 1951. in Peking. 
China, in which Joan Hinton wrote an 
article entitled, “Why China Wants 
Peace’" ?

A. I decline to answer on the same 
grounds. Look. Senator. I got a letter 
from your committee inviting me to 
come here to talk about my experiences 
in China, and I have prepared to do 
that. I should like to have a chance to 
read my statement.

Q. You did know, however, that your 
sister was a young American scientist 
formerly employed at Los Alamos? 
And then I think she went into Chicago?

(Mr. Hinton conferred with his 
counsel.)

A. I decline to answer that, on the 
same grounds.

Chairman: Mr. Hinton, when you are 
asked a question by any member of this 
committee or counsel, it is perfectly all 
right for you to consult your counsel 
before you reply, but please. Mr. Fried
man, let the witness make his own 
answer.

Mr. Friedman: I take it, Senator, it 
has not been suggested that I haven't 
followed that procedure, has it?

Chairman: I notice that the witness 
turns to you sometimes before the ques
tion is fully stated, and you converse. 
I would like for the question to be 
stated, and if he wants any advice from 
you, it is perfectly agreeable with this 
committee that he confer with you, and 
that is our procedure.

Mr. Friedman: I know.
Chairman: But please let the witness 

testify, and not you.
Mr. Friedman: Of course.
Q. Mr. Hinton, you knew your sister 

to be a member of the Federation of 
American Scientists, did you not?

A. I decline to answer that, on the 
same ground.

Q. And if the testimony is produced 
here at this hearing or subsequent hear
ings showing that your sister was an 
eminent scientist studying in the atomic 
field, it is your testimony now that she 
is milking cows over in China. Is that 
correct? Or working at a dairy, I think 
you stated.

A. That is correct.
Q. What is she doing at that dairy ?
A. She is working there, helping with 

the dairy farm, with the production of 
milk.

Q. Common labor?
A. No.
Q. hat type of work. Mr. Hinton- 

if you know?
A. I am not aware of her exact duties 

there.
Q. General duties. I take it. around a 

dairy farm.
A. Correct.
Q. And she is not engaged in any 

scientific research at the dairy farm?
(Mr. Hinton conferred with hi® 

counsel.)
A. No, she is not engaged in any such 

work.
Q. Mr. Chairman, at this time, a? 

part of my cross-examination, I would 
like to ask you to admit, by reference- 
into evidence a magazine called PeopleQ. * 5 
China, Vol. 4, published in Peking- 
"Vi hy China Wants Peace.” As die sec
ond exhibit. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to ask you to introduce by reference a 
reprint of that article which was printed 
January, 1952, in a magazine called 
New World, published at 114 E. 32nd 
St., New York 16, N. Y.

Q. What was the nature of your work 
with the OWI ?

A. My title, when I was employed, 
was propaganda analyst.

Q. What background did you have 
for that particular type of work?

A. Previous employment as a news
paper reporter in Japan.

Q. Where did you go in China with 
the OWI?

A. I was first sent to Kunming, later 
to Chungking, and then I worked in 
the Hankow area, and also—well, I was 
in Shanghai before I went home. I 
didn't have any work there.

Q. Mr. Hinton, did you go to China 
alone, or with someone?

A. I went alone.
Q. Vi as your sister. Joan C. Hinton, 

there at the time?
(Mr. Hinton conferred with his 

counsel.)
A. No. she was not.
Q. Did she come later.
A. Joan Hinton went to China later.
Q. And you met her there?
(Mr. Hinton conferred with his 

counsel.)
A. She is working now on a dairy 

farm in the city of Sian.

Q. And what was the exact work yo11 
did there in China?

A. It was the analysis of Japanes1 
propaganda and the writing of a weekly 
summary of all the things which the 
Japanese were saying at the time. And 
1 turned this over to my superiors.

Q. And were you there when the 
ended ?

A. I believe I was, sir.
Q. And you did work after the 

ended ?
A. Yes; I worked for a few 

months after the war ended.
Q. What was the nature of that work-
A. Well. I helped to finish off 

work of the United Nations Picti're 
News Office, which was an OWI projeCt’ 
I helped to wind up that work. I 1°°. 
a mobile movie-showing team throng 
some of the provinces. And I beIieV
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that is the two jobs 1 had after the war 
ended.

Q. Then you returned to the United 
States?

A. Soon after that, yes.
Q. And were released from OWI?
A. Yes.
Q. And then where did you go?
A. After the OWI. I worked for a 

"umber of months as an organizer for 
the Farmers Union, northeastern divi
sion.

Q. And what year was that, and 
"lonth?

A. Well, that was in the summer and 
fall, if I recall correctly, of 1946.

* *
Q. And who was the president of that 

"ortheastern division at that lime?
A. Mr. Archie Wright.
Q. Did you know Archie Wright as a 

Communist?
(Mr. Hinton conferred with his 

’’’•unsel.)
A. 1 decline to answer that, on the 

"asis of the Fifth Amendment.
Q. Did you have instructions from 

lhe Communist party to seek employ
ment with the Farmers Union?

(Mr. Hinton conferred with his 
c®UnseI.)

A. 1 decline to answer that, on the 
basis of the Fifth Amendment.

Q. Did you report to the Communist 
Party in connection with your relations 
"•th the Farmers Union?

A. I decline to answer that, on the 
same grounds.

Q. Are you a member of the Com
munist party?

A. I decline to answer that, on the
same grounds.

Q. Were you a member of the Com
munist party when you were in Japan 
m 1937 working on the Japan Adver
tiser?

A. I decline to answer that, on the 
same grounds, and I want to say right 
bpre that I think that the committee is
Very improper to ask any questions of 
Ibis kind. I believe that it is an invasion 

the rights of a citizen for a question 
this kind to be asked, particularly as 

‘ was called here to talk about my expe
riences in China.

Chairman: Mr. Hinton, you must 
,realize that the Communist conspiracy 
ls a conspiracy to overthrow and destroy 
•his government by force and violence. 
"e- being a duly constituted committee 
m the United States Senate, feel that we 
"ave a responsibility to this nation. We 
lbink it is a very proper question. Now, 
'°u have your rights under the Consti- 
,|Jtion not to answer, under the Fifth 
Amendment, and you have exercised 
'"at right. We want to extend to you 
every courtesy. But we do not want you 
!" argue with this committee on what 
’’s duties are and what they are not.

Q. You say you traveled considerably

there in northern China, from east to 
west, and north and south.

A. Yes.
Q. And that was during the period 

the Korean war was going on; is that 
right?

A. Yes.
Q. Did you see American prisoners 

of war while you were in that section 
of China?

(Mr. Hinton conferred with his 
counsel.)

A. I decline to answer that question, 
on the same ground as stated before.

Q. On the ground of the Fifth 
Amendment?

A. Yes.
Q. Did you have occasion to interro

gate any American prisoners of war 
while you were in China?

A. I decline to answer that question, 
on the same ground.

Q. Mr. Hinton, do you mean to say 
that you, as an American, being over in 
this country, having had an opportunity 
to see one of our own boys who was a 
prisoner of war, feel, having been asked 
the question whether you talked to him 
or saw' him, that if you should answer 
that it might tend to incriminate you if 
you told the truth?

(Mr. Hinton conferred with his 
counsel.)

A. Just now I claimed the Fifth 
Amendment on that question, because it 
seemed to me we were getting into an 
area of linking me with Americans who 
have been under attack. But in thinking 
this over. I would rather answer that 
question. I saw no American prisoners 
in China.

Q. You saw none at all?
A. No.

Q. Mr. Hinton, maybe we can get at 
it this way. Did you see other Americans 
there in that area that had seen Ameri
can prisoners?

(Mr. Hinton conferred with his 
counsel.)

A. I decline to answer that.
Q. You decline to answer that ques

tion under the Fifth Amendment: that 
your answer might tend to incriminate 
you?

A. Yes.
# # #

0. Are you married, Mr. Hinton?
A. Yes.
Q. To whom are you married?
A. My wife’s name is Bertha Hinton.
Q. And when were you married?
A. 1945.
Q. How many children do you have?
A. I have one daughter.
Q. Where are your wife and child 

now ?
A. Well, the last time I saw them, 

they were in Peking.
Q. When was the last time you saw 

them?
A. I haven’t seen them since I have

been back in Aijierica. It has been 
almost a year.

Q. Almost a year. You left them in 
Peking?

A. To the best of my knowledge, thex 
are in Peking.

Q. Why do you say “the best of my 
knowledge ? Don t you know where 
your wife and daughter are?

A. Well. I have been away a year.
Q. Don't you hear from them?
(Mr. Hinton conferred with his 

counsel.)
A. This is a personal question, which 

involves my marital relations, and I 
don’t think that this is pertinent to this.

Q. We are certainly not trying to 
probe your marital relations, but cer
tainly if you asked any American where 
his wife was he could surely answer.

A. Well. I answered it to the best of 
my knowledge.

# * *
Q. What have you been doing since 

you returned to the States?
A. Well. I have been giving a series 

of lectures on my experiences in China.
Q. On your own, Mr. Hinton? Or are 

you working for some organization?
(Mr. Hinton conferred with his 

counsel.)
A. Yes; I am lecturing on my own as 

a free-lance lecturer to any audience 
that cares to hear.

Q. I hand you, here, an article en
titled “Travelogue.: Yenan to Mongo
lia.” from the Daily People’s World. 
Friday. January 8. 1954. author William 
Hinton, and I ask you if you are the 
author of that article.

A. I would like to see it.
Q. You may.
(Mr. Hinton conferred with his 

counsel at length.)
Chairman: I call to the attention of 

the people at this hearing that congres
sional committees have been under some 
fire for their method of handling hear
ings, but in no court of law' would a 
witness be permitted to sit and visit with 
his counsel before he responded to a 
question. It is being permitted in this 
hearing. It would not be permitted in a 
court of law.

A. This appears to be a reprint of 
something which I wrote while I was 
in China, and I am not sure whether it 
is accurate or whether it is in full what 
I wrote.

# # *
[Testimony follows which includes the 

reading of “about the author” material 
from the “Travelogue: Yenan to Mon
golia” article as follows: “About the 
author: William Hinton is a United 
States agronomist who has spent the last 
several years in China. This article de
scribes a trip he took to visit his brother- 
in-law. Sidney F.ngst. at a livestock ex
perimental farm in Inner Mongolia.”]

(Continued on Page 43)
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Jenner Traces Hinton Pattern

Senator William E. Jenner, In
ternal Security Subcommittee 
Chairman, last September sum
marized the William Hinton testi
mony as follows:

Two months ago. one William 
H. Hinton appeared before the 
Subcommittee on Internal Secur
ity-

He returned to the United States 
in August, 1953, after a stopover 
in Moscow. Since his arrival in 
this country, he has been propa
gandizing on behalf of the brain
washing, soul-killing Red Chinese, 
whose soldiers were torturing and 
slaying Hinton’s fellow Americans 
at the very moment he was on Red 
China’s payroll.

The Subcommittee on Internal 
Security never scrutinizes partici
pants in the Communist world con
spiracy as mere individuals. None 
of them are mere individuals. 
They are cogs in a machine, 
threads in a fabric, figures in a 
pattern. It is the machine, the 
fabric, the pattern which we al
ways seek to uncover and explain 
to the American people. So we 
looked at the pattern around Wil
liam Hinton. Here is what we 
found.

I'o begin with, there is his fam
ily. One sister, Jean, was a friend 
of the notorious Nathan Gregory 
Silvermaster and worked under 
him at the old Farm Security Ad
ministration. Another sister. Joan, 
was an atomic research assistant 
at the Los Alamos project, where 
she had access to classified mater
ial. Like her brother, William. 
Joan also went to China and 
stayed there after the Communist 
triumph. She got a job through 
another American. Gerald Tanne- 
baum. who was executive director 
of the China Welfare Fund headed 
by Madame Sun Yat-sen. one of 
the world symbols of Chinese com
munism. We shall hear about Tan- 
nebaum, the China Welfare Fund, 
and Madame Sun as these hearings 
progress.

In China, Joan married Erwi.i 
Engst. who was ... an old UNRRA 
man. Today the Engsts are some
where in the depths of Inner 
Mongolia, serving the Communist 
cause. Joan came out of obscurity 
long enough to make a bitterly 
anti-American speech al the Com
munist-inspired fraud known as 
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the Asian and Pacific Peace Con
ference, regarding which the sub
committee also expects to reveal a 
great deal.

fhe Putney School, which is 
run by William Hinton’s ‘mother 
and where he himself was em
ployed, is a story in itself, jQne of 
its faculty members was Edwin S. 
Smith. Smith later became-a regis
tered propagandist for the Soviet 
government. He distributed photo
graphs attempting to prove that 
the United States practiced germ 
warfare in North Korea.

Another person closely associat
ed with Putney was Owen Latti-

Senator William Jenner

more. The subcommittee found, 
after a 15-month inquiry, that 
Lattimore was a “conscious, artic
ulate instrument of the Soviet con
spiracy.”

Lattimore built the Pacific Op
erations Branch of OWL for which 
Hinton later worked in Chungking. 
John K. Fairbank was at the top 
of OWI’s Chinese organization. 
Benjamin Kizer ran the Chinese 
branch of UNRRA for which Hin
ton also worked.

Lattimore. Fairbank, and Kizer 
all were key figures in the In
stitute of Pacific Relations. All 
three were named as Communists 
in sworn testimony before us. All 
three denied the charge, but when 
counsel for the subcommittee 
asked Hinton about his connec
tions with Lattimore and Kizer, 
he said it might incriminate him to 

give a true answer to the question.
It was extremely interesting to 

learn that Hinton went on duty in 
Chungking at the end of World 
War II. He had some strange 
predecessors. There were, for in
stance, the political advisers as
signed by the State Department to 
Lt. Gen. Albert C. Wedemeyer. 
who was chief of staff to General
issimo Chiang Kai-shek after the 
removal of General Stilwell. This 
choice little State Department 
group included John Stewart Serv
ice, John Paton Davies, Raymond 
Ludden, and John K. Emmerson.

"If I had followed their advice." 
General Wedemeyer said in testi
mony before the subcommittee, 
“communism would have run ram
pant over China much more 
rapidly than it did.”

Gen. Claire Chennault, who saw 
this group in action, told our sub
committee that its members “func
tioned as a public relations bureau 
for the Yenan Communists.”

John Carter Vincent was on 
duty at Chungking during pari 
of the war period. So was Solomon 
Adler.

The Loyalty Review Board 
found that there is a “reasonable 
doubt” about Vincent’s loyalty to 
the United States. As for Adler, 
he was the chief Communist agent 
in China of Harry Dexter White.

Davies, in the unanimous opin
ion of the subcommittee, “testified 
falsely” when he appeared before 
us in 1952. According to Joseph 
Alsop:

John P. Davies, Jr., once seri
ously accused the Generalissimo of 
traffic with the Japanese on the 
odd authority of the vice-chairman 
of the Chinese Communist party, 
Chou En-lai.
So that is a picture of the orig

inal American group in Chung
king, which clean'd the path for 
the ultimate Communist victory.

What other Americans replaced 
them ? Where are they now? What 
are they doing to aid and comfort 
the bloody cause of Red China? 
Who else and what (‘Ise is in this 
pattern around William Hinton? 
What can we do to rip it apart? 
I hese were the obvious questions 
which confronted the subcommit
tee after Hinton appeared before 
us. I hese are the questions that 
must be answered, for the sake 
of America’s safety.
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HINTON TESTIMONY
A. Same answer.
Q. Evans F. Carlson?
A. Same answer.

(Continued from Page 41)

Q. Is that an apt description. Mr. 
Hinton? Would that identify you?

A. That certainly could well refer to 
nie. I have written about a trip in China. 
‘Hit I certainly had no knowledge of its 
being printed in this paper.

rQ. Where was that article published, 
that you wrote?
(Mr. II in to n conferred with his 

’’ounsel.)
A. I wrote an article about that sub

ject for the China Monthly Review.
Q. Do you have a brother-in-law by 

•he name of Sidney Engst. E-n-g-s-t. who 
^'orks at a livestock experimental station 
**i Inner Mongolia?

(Mr. Hinton conferred with his 
’■ounsel.)

A. Aes, my brother-in-law goes by 
• 'at name. I mean, he has that name.

Q. He goes by that name?
A. That is his name.

Q. Was he given that name by his 
Parents?

A. Yes. as far as I know.
Q- He is married to vour sister .Joan?
A. Yes.
Q. Does she still go by the name 

’’ Joan Hinton, or does .sin* take her 
husband’s name?

(Mr. Hinton conferred with his 
'■•‘Unsel.)

\. She goes by the name of Joan 
hnton.

Q- She does not take the married 
'•atne ?

A. No.
* * *

Q- You did visit your brother-in-law. 
'n?st. in Inner Mongolia?

.. (Mr. Hinton conferred with his 
’’“ttisel.)

A. | decline to answer that, on the 
^r°unds of the Fifth Amendment, as 
|,reviously.
», Q- Did you visit your sister in Inner 
iV|ongolia?

A. | decline to answer that, on the 
'<!rne grounds.
x.9- Did you visit anvbodv in Inner 
lo"golia?'

th । respectfully decline Io answer 

v »• You decline to answer whether 
an1' a shoc shop, a drugstore, or 

ything else, or the proprietor thereof?
1^^' 1 respectfully refuse to answer 

''ill Air. Hinton, for the record, 
art ^0U ^le cornni',tee how you 

home, what mode of travel you 
flowed?
At

and carr>e by plane, train, and ship, 
u rar.
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Q. Where did you take the train?
A. I took the train from Peking 

across Siberia, the Trans-Siberian Bail- 
road to Prague, Czechoslovakia. From 
there 1 flew by plane to London. From 
England I took a ship to Quebec, 
Canada.

Q. You did pass through Soviet 
Russia, then, did you not?

A. I traveled through the whole of it.
Q. And you had a stopover in 

Moscow ?
A. 1 changed trains in Moscow.
Q. Did you have any conferences or 

conversations or meetings with anybody 
in Moscow?

A. I decline to answer that question, 
on the grounds previously stated, the 
Fifth Amendment.

* * *
[As testimony progressed, the com

mittees research director pointed out 
that the Daily People’s World has been 
characterized by tin* California Com
mittee on Vn-American Activities in its 
report of 1918 as “the West Coast 
mouthpiece of the Communist party.’' |

Q. On what kind of a passport did 
you travel when you went through 
Russia to Prague?

A. At that time, my United States 
passport was invalid, because it had run 
out. and I did not use it to travel, and 
I could not renew it in China because 
there were no American diplomatic rep
resentatives in China. So I traveled to 
Czechoslovakia with a Chinese exit 
permit.

■» ■» *
Q. Did you know a Mildred Price?
A. I decline to answer.
Q. Madame Sun Yat-sen?
A. 1 met her.
Q. Did you have any dealings with 

her in connection with the Communist 
party?

A. I decl ine Io answer that, on the 
same grounds.

Q. Did you know a Gerald Tanne- 
baum ?

A. I decline to answer that question, 
on the same ground.

Q. Did you know Israel Epstein?
A. I decline to answer.
Q. Frederic V. Field?
A. I decline to answer.
Q. T. A. Bisson?
\. I decline Io answer, on the same 

grounds.
Q. Talilha Gerlach?
\. I decline to answer, on the same 

grounds.
Q. Solomon Adler?

Q. Are you a brother of Jean Hinton, 
who was married to William Greene?

A. Jean Hinton is my sister.
Q. Did you \ isit at the Greene home?
(Mr. Hinlon conferred with his 

c ounsel.)
A. 1 decline to answer that question, 

on the same grounds.
Q. Did you ever have occasion to stay 

al the Perro Caliente Ranch in New 
Mexico owned by Mr. Robert Oppen
heimer?

(Mr. Hinton conferred with his 
counsel.)

A. I decline to answer, on the same 
grounds.

Q. 1 have here a telegram from Mr. 
Lloyd K. Garrison, attorney for Mr. 
Oppenheimer, and I would like this to 
be placed in the record al this lime 
relative to Joan Hinton.

It reads as follows:
Confirming my telephone call to you the 

passage from Dr. Oppenheimer’s cable to his 
secretary responsive to your inquiry in the 
Hinton matter reads as follows: “We gave per
mission to Joan Hinton, mother and family, to 
use our ranch Perro Caliente in Upper Pecos 
for some weeks during wartime summer, prob
ably 1945. Joan Hinton was niece of Sir Geof
frey Taylor, prominent and most helpful at 
wartime Los Alamos.” Rest of Dr. Oppen
heimer's cable dealt with matters at the in
stitute unrelated to your question. I trust that 
so far as your inquiry concerning the Hinton 
matter is concerned, the information supplied 
is adequate. If you require anything further, 
please let me know.

Q. Did you know (ieoffrey Taylor?
A. I decline Io answer lhal. on the 

same basis.
Q. Is Geoffrey Jaylor a relative of 

yours?
A. I decline Io answer that, on the 

same grounds.
Q. Did you attend the Peking Peace 

Conference in October of 1952?
A. I decline to answer, on the same 

grounds.
Q. Did you hear your sister. Joan, 

speak al that conference?
A. I decline Io answer, on the same 

grounds.
Q. Was your sister there?
A. I declint' Io answer, on I lit' same 

grounds.
Q. Under the Fifth Amendment?
A. On the same basis.
Q. 1 hand you. here, a copy of the 

National Guardian and a picture appear
ing there, and ask you if you recognize 
that as your sister Joan’s picture. That 
is at the Peking Peace Conference.

A. I decline to answer that, on the 
same grounds.

# # #
Q. Did you hear her attack the 

I nited States at the conference?
A. I decline to answer that, on the 

same grounds.
-» »
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Q. 1 have just received a cablegram 
from Robert Oppenheimer, which reads 
as follows:

Joan Hinton was a staff member of the Los 
Alamos Laboratory when I was its Director. 
She worked in one of the groups of the 
Physics Division. I would have written her a 
letter of appreciation after the war, as I did 
all members of the laboratory. I recall no 
other recommendation for fellowship or posi
tion nor serving as character witness on any 
occasion. She probably called at our home in 
Los Alamos infrequently. We gave her mother 
the use of our Upper Pecos Ranch in our 
absence some weeks one summer, probably
1945. Joan Hinton probably visited there then 
in our absence. She was not my guest at 
Alamogordo, but may have been a member 
of the team that worked there. I do not recall 
this. Do not believe I have seen her article 
in People’s China or know its contents. Have 
not been in communication with Joan Hinton 
since she left for China. Should add that if 
asked to recommend Joan Hinton in 1945 
would have known no reason not to.

Robert Oppenheimer

Q. I have a letter here from the 
United States Atomic Energy Commis
sion, dated July 26. 1951, as follows:

This is in reply to your letter of July 23, 
1954, which asked that we furnish the service 
record of Joan Hinton at the Los Alamos pro
ject and advise on the extent to which she 
had access to classified information.

Manhattan engineer district records show 
that Hinton worked as a research assistant at 
Los Alamos from February, 1944, to December,
1945, Most of her work at Los Alamos was in 
the development of the water boiler, a low- 
power reactor which has since been declas
sified. She participated in critical assembly 
weapon work and attended weekly scientific 
colloquia, which gave her access to other 
classified information.

Records show that Hinton enrolled as a 
student at the University of Chicago in March,
1946, and terminated at the end of the 1948 
winter quarter. From April, 1946, to July,
1947, she was a part-time assistant to Dr. 
Samuel K. Allison of the Institute of Nuclear 
Studies.

Joan Hinton has never had AEC security 
clearance and did not have access to clas
sified information after she left Los Alamos at 
the end of 1945. She has never been employed 
by the AEC or its contractors.

Sincerely yours,
R. W. Cook

(For K. D. Nichols, General Manager.)
Q. Do you not think it rather strange. 

\Ir. Hinton, that your sister, w ith all this 
scientific background and experience, 
would be working on a dairy farm in 
Communist China at this time?

A. Mr. Chairman. I think that you in
vited me here to ask me about my ex
periences in China. I came three thou
sand miles at the taxpayers’ expense. 
And it seems that this turns out that you 
an* conducting an investigation about 
my sister and trying to get me to use 
against my sister.

Q. Mr. Hinton, we think it would be 
very valuable to this committee — this 
committee is charged with a duty. We 
are known as the Internal Security Sub
committee of the Senate Judiciary Com
mittee of the United States Senate. That 
is part of our responsibility.

Now, you have knowledge, I feel, that 

you are not giving us. \ou said awhile 
ago that you were a good, loyal Ameri
can. Why do you not help this com
mittee?

(Mr. Hinton conferred with his 
counsel.)

A. I am here to answer all proper 
questions, and that is all I will do.

Q. Well, it is a proper question for 
this committee to inquire why your sis
ter. if you know, who had this vast ex
perience in research in the Los Alamos 
project, a very sensitive project in this 
country, would now be devoting her 
work to a dairy farm in Communist 
China? Is that a proper question?

A. I have told you that that is her 
work, and I am certainly sure that that 
is what she is doing.

Q. How did she get to China?
A. I decline to answer, on the same 

grounds.
Q. You refuse to answer how your 

sister Joan got to China?
A. On the same grounds.
Q. I have here a letter to Miss Joan 

Hinton from Gerald Tannebaum, execu
tive director of the Chinese Welfare 
Fund:

China Welfare Fund
Shanghai. December 12, 1947.

Miss Joan Hinton,
Chicago, III.
Dear .Miss Hinton:

This is to notify you that you have been 
hired as fieldworker to the welfare work of 
the China Welfare Fund. We would like you 
to arrive in China to take up your duties as 
soon as possible.

The China Welfare Fund will be responsible 
for your housing while you are in China.

Very sincerely yours, 
Gerald Tannebaum 

Executive Director.
■» * *

Q. Did Gerald Tannebaum invite you 
to China?

A. I decline to answer, on the same 
ground.

[ Here the interrogator asked the com
mittee’s research director to "character
ize the Chinese Welfare Fund.” to which 
he replied. ‘‘I will read an excerpt from 
a letter of the China Welfare* Appeal, 
which says: 
Dear Friend:

The China Welfare Appeal, which supports 
hospitals, schools, nurseries, and numerous 
cultural and educational projects in ( hina, is 
going to send a special token of friendship 
to the Chinese people at this time in the form 
of hospital supplies. A gift will be sent through 
the China Welfare Fund, of which Madame 
Sun Yat-sen is the chairman in China.’

The research director went on to add 
that “on April 1. 1954, the Attorney 
General cited the China Welfare Appeal. 
Inc., as subversive.” |

Q. How long were you with the Put
ney School at Putney, Vt.?

A. I was employed there at two differ
ent times, each time for about a year.

Q. At that time were you a member 
of the Communist party?

A. I decline to answer, on the same 
grounds.

* # «
Q. Did you know Owen Lattimore?
A. I decline to answer, on the same 

grounds.
Q. asn’t he a member of the board 

of trustees of that school?
A. I decl ine to answer, on the same 

grounds.
* •» #

Q. Your mother was the founder of 
that school; was she not?

A. I he founder and director.
* * *

Q. Were you a member of the Com
munist party when you were at school at 
Harvard and Cornell?

A. I decline to answer, on the same 
ground.

Q. Were you a member of the Com
munist party when you attended the 
Putney School?

A. I decline to answer, on the same 
ground.

Q. Were you a member of the Com
munist party when you worked for the 
Putney School?

A. Same answer.
Q. Were you a member of the Com

munist party when you were employed 
by the Putney School?

A. Same answer.
Q. Are you a member of the Com

munist party as of this moment?
A. Same answer.
Q. Have you ever engaged in espion

age while a member of the Communist 
party?

(Mr. Hinton conferred with his 
c o u n s e 1.)

A. As for the question about the Com
munist party, the answer is the same. As 
to whether 1 ever engaged in espionage, 
that certainly is a very serious charge- 
Do you mean that you have a charge of 
that kind against me?

Q. This committee makes no charges, 
sir. We only seek information about the 
internal security of this country as a 
basis on which to pass legislation to pro
tect the security of this country. We are 
not making any charges.

(.an you answer the question or not ■
A. I just want to make it clear that 

that is a pretty serious charge.
Q. It certainly is a serious charge.
A. Of course I have never engaged i” 

espionage.
Q. Have you ever engaged in research 

for members of the Communist party?
A. Same answer.
Q. Sami* answer as what? The last 

answer?
A. I decline to answer.
Q. 'i on mean your answer would tend 

to incriminate you, and you decline 
under the Fifth Amendment?

A. I decline under the Fifth Amend
ment.

(Continued on Page
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MULTIFORM NOTICE RE FACTS FORUM NEWS
TO BUSINESS MEN

FACTS FORUM NEWS is used by energetic South- 
westerners and others for unparalleled public service 
and public relations. The ADD PATRIOTISM TO 
ADS movement is what’s coming. Readers of FACTS 
FORUM NEWS have the angle. Persons to whom you 
give FACTS FORUM NEWS won’t forget it, or you.

TO OBSERVERS
FACTS FORUM NEWS was distributed to 28,000 

persons in November, 1954, to 385,000 in Febru
ary, 1955. This is a phenomenon which has to be 
taken into account. Probable impact hard to gauge 
because nothing like it before. Should be watched.

TO THE AVERAGE GUY — u ho says

WHAT CAN I DO?
You can’t do anything sitting there in a stupor. 

Focus on one of those coupons over on the right 
side, CUT IT OUT, and MAIL IT!

TO EGGHEADS
There’s good nous today.
It is now all right not to laugh when it is not 

funny.
It is all right to ask.
It is all right to hear.
It is all right to infer.
It is all right to do something.
It is all right to read FACTS FORUM NEW S.
Are you all right?

TO SUBSCRIBERS
If you are a gift or short-term subscriber, NOW 

is the time to RENEW . FACTS FORUM NEW S may 
be coming to you for 3 months or 6 months, or you 
may have been given this issue. FACTS FORUM 
NEWS needs your renewal, and you need FACTS 
FORUM NEW S. New subscribers use same form, 
please.

TO PATRIOTS
FACTS FORUM NEWS is not right-wing nor left

wing. It is dedicated to keeping a United States 
where right-wingers and left-wingers can go on 
arguing with each other.

THE W AY TO PRESERVE FREE SPEECH IS 
TO SPEAK FREELY. W hen you subscribe to FACTS 
FORUM NEW S you are striking a match for liberty.

Don’t complain that nobody does anything. Do 
something yourself. Subscribe to FACTS FORUM 
NEWS.

Enter My | | Renewal I
| | Subscription ( Now!

 6 MONTHS $1.00  ONE YEAR $2.00

FACTS FORUM NEWS
Makes the Public Interest 

of Interest to the Public

NAME 
Please Print

STREET

City ZONE STATE
PAYMENT ENCLOSED  BILL ME 

TO EXECUTIVES AND MEMBERS
OF THE PROFESSIONS

Have you noticed your waiting room lately? There 
are some pretty smart people out there. Give them 
a break, won't you?

Facts Forum, Inc.
Dallas, Texas Date

Please send me copies of the FACTS 
FORUM NEWS each month, billed to me at 150 per 
copy, until further notice.

TO COMPETENT PERSONNEL
L Subscription Agents. Address (). M. Spence, 

FACTS FORUM, Dallas 1, Texas, for details of 
profitable arrangement.

Typists. Furnish evidence of 95 words-per-min- 
ute ability, and apply for $300-$350 per-month 
job. Address O. M. Spence, FACTS FORUM, 
Dallas 1, Texas.

Name

No. & Street City 4 State

FACTS FORUM NEW S may be presented to callers 
for their return trip reading, passed out among 
friends, kept in waiting rooms, placed on reading 
racks, called to the attention of people who speak 
and write, or made available to reading clubs and 
to libraries.
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You May Order These Books From Facts Forum
ADDRESS FACTS FORUM, DALLAS, TEXAS

In view of letters such as those below Facts Forum will send selected 
books to any address in the continental United States for the regular 
published retail price. Facts Forum pays postage. The Secret War for the 
t-Bomh is $3.95. The American Story is $5.00.

GARET GARRETT's long and distinguished career 
included membership on the editorial council of 
the New York Times, and the position ot Executive 
Editor of the New York Tribune. He became edi- 
torial-writer-in-chief for the Saturday Evening 
Post. His many books include The People's Pot
tage, The Bubble that Broke the World and The 
American Omen. He died in November, 1954, 
lamented and honored.

FAlRiCK J HURLEY

Sakta Ft.New Mf.xjco

October 27, 1954

Dr. Kelford r>vans 
c/o McMurry College 
Abilene, Texas

Deer Dr. Evanst

I feel that I should apologise to you for having delayed so 
long before reading your book THE ’< ■•'KT FOE THE A-'which
you sent me.

The book as you will recall was inscribed to me by you at the 
suggestion of our autual friend, r. Harold G. Cooke, President of 
McMurry College.

Your book is to ny min the greatest yet written showing the 
succes of the Communist conspiracy in the tnited States. It is also 
the -ost lucid on the moral, social and political attributes of the 
atoraic energy development. It is altogether a great book.

Aside from the contents of the book, the form and the presentation 
of your argument are both pleasing and convincin;:. The introduction 
by James Tumhasi is excellent.

Your book should be brought more ronerally to the attention of 
the Ameri an people. It should be read by everyone who still believes 
in the Aacrioan system oi individual liberty, regulated free enterprise, 
self-government and justice. A

■ in^efely,

PJHtgwd
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Facts Forum
Dallas, Texas
Gentlemen:

I am enclosing $7.00 for two copies 
of Dr. Medford Evans’ book 7 he Secret 
War /or the A-Bomb. ... 1 want to pass 
it along to my friends . . .

Lewis H. Brereton, Jr.
7732 Old Chester Road 
Bethesda, Maryland

A friend of Facts Forum relayed to 
us the following:

Thanks for . . . the interesting book. 
1'he Secret War for the A-Bomb. I am 
now engaged in reading it. and I find 
it intensely interesting. In fact. I wish 
you would let me know where I can 
order some more of these books, and 
the price of same, and I will send them 
to some of my friends.

Clifford Mooers
' P. 0. Box 417

Arcadia. California

I he keynote to Evans’ book is his im
pressive documentation. Were it not so 
massive, well chosen, and thoroughly 
applied, the startling thesis of the au
thor might well strike the average reader 
as incredible.

Boiled down, this thesis is simply that 
it is not at all improbable that the 
Soviets possess some twenty A-bombs 
(either assembled or ready to assemble! 
within the continental limits of the 
I nited States. Planted in key positions- 
they would be already “delivered’’ and 
simple to detonate whenever the fateful 
decision on all-out war was made.

In support of his startling theory- 
Evans very reasonably shows that the 
I .S.S.R. is quite incapable of producing 
the finished materials of atomic bombs 
in any real quantities. Then he shows 
the ease with which these materials 
could have been quietly stolen from out 
plants and laboratories, particular^ 
Oak Ridge (preparation of U-235) and 
Los Alamos (finished materials).

—E. W. Fostek Gleaso’* 
in Ordnance. March-April. 1954-
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UNIQUE ROLE OF
ADMIRAL STRAUSS

(Continued from Page 35)

argument, as usually pul. overlooks the 
fact that from the point of view of the 
I nited States it is of the essence where 
the scientific progress in question takes 
place. Scientific progress in Soviet Rus
sia would be scientific progress, hut the 
results of it might well be injurious 
rather than beneficial to the United 
States. The point is so elementary that 
it may appear strange that there ever 
was any confusion about the matter. el 
in fact there has been much confusion, 
and the claim has repeatedly been made 
that the United States should lift secur
ity restrictions in order that scientific 
progress in general—thus including hos
tile as well as friendly nations—might 
he made more rapidly.

It has been customary for adherents 
"f this position to slate or imply that 
Strauss, like security-conscious men in 
lesser positions, has impeded progress. 
The Atlantic Monthly for September 
1953 observed that “During his prev
ious service on the AEG, Strauss be
came known as a great dissenter, often 
constituting the sole opposition within 
the commission. He had a passion for 
secrecy, as evidenced by his fight to 
prevent the shipment of medical radio
isotopes to Sweden. [They were non- 
niedical isotopes to Norway, but it 
doesn’t matter.] Strauss was an exemp
lar of a sort of scientific isolationism, 
•hough no one ever challenged his know
ledge or technical competence.'’

The challenge that has been made 
consists of the implication that Strauss 
;>s an American nationalist with tough 
ideas about internal security is willy- 
•lilly interfering with "Achievement.”

The slogan “Security by Achievement 
rather than Security by Concealment'’ 
’rnplies that concealment is fatal to 
achievement. If it were so we should 
I'ave nothing to fear from the Russians, 
as their concealment is just about per
fect.

But the slogan is not true. Nor is the 
formal bureaucratic extension true — 
Security by Achievement and Achieve
ment by Expenditure.

Concealment and Achievement in the 
mternational atomic competition are 
•wo phases of one job as surely as sales 
and collection are two phases of com
merce. A special effort was made in 
1950 to document the belief that secur- 
•ty interferes with achievement, but the 
results were negative.

Lewis Strauss has contributed to the ; 
। nited States Atomic Energy Commis- i 
s>on both Security and Achievement.

cyclotron boys at Cornell. From college 
I went to Wisconsin where I studied 
as a graduate student for two years. As 
people became more and more scarce, 
disappearing to secret places. I became 
restless, too, and finally ended up at Los 
Alamos where I worked another two 
years on the “W.B.”

fhen came the bomb and Hiroshima 
and the mass migration of atomic scien
tists to Washington. I first joined the 
association of Los Alamos scientists, and 
then spent some six weeks in Washington 
working for the FAS. Your pamphlet 
mentions the “enthusiastic if inexperi
enced emissaries” now flocked to Wash
ington. I am afraid both these state
ments applied to me above anybody else 
—especially the inexperience. 1 will 
never forget my chagrin when 1 went to 
a certain Senator’s office to gel some 
information and the secretary conde
scendingly looked up at me asking. “Is 
this in connection with school work?" 
—me, an atomic scientist, coming to 
Washington Io fight for scientific free
dom and world peace—the very nerve of 
her! Well, my heart was in the right 
place anyway.

From Washington I went to Chicago 
as an assistant in the Institute for 
Nuclear Studies, and later as a Fellow. 
By 1948. 1 had about one more year to 
go for my degree. In physics I could 
not have dreamed of a better opportun
ity for studying— I loved it. I was just 
beginning to get the feel of quantum 
mechanics—as though it were a part of 
me instead of something strange in 
textbooks. 1 was devouring Dirac and 
what I could get hold of on statistical 
mechanics, ’i el the better things became 
for me in physics, the more depressed 
I became. Ever since that morning when 
we sat on a hillock south of Albuquerque 
and felt the heat of that bomb 25 miles 
away, something had started to stir in 
me. It forced me to Washington. Then 
I forced it down and left for Chicago, 
but it refused to stay down. The Truman 
doctrine, the Marshall Plan, the stagna
tion of the Atomic Energy Commission 
in the I N how could one just sit still 
in a laboratory and ponder in the depths 
of statistical mechanics. The memory of 
Hiroshima—150 thousand lives. One. 
two. three, four, five, six... 150 thou
sand—each a living, thinking, human 
being with hopes and desires, failures 
and successes, a life of his or her own 
all gone. And I had held that bomb in 
my hand.

Could I sit and ponder Dirac? What 
was science for? For the sake of 
science? That is what I had thought 

(Continued on Page 60)

THE JOAN HINTON LETTER
The reader is cautioned that the folioicing document is of Communist origin, and 

was prepared to serve as Communist propaganda.

This article appeared in the people’s 
CHINA oj September 16, 1951. It was 
written from Communist China and 
carried this preliminary introduction:

Joan Chase Hinton, a young Ameri
can scientist, witnessed the first atomic 
bomb explosion in the New Mexican 
desert. A graduate of Bennington Col
lege. Miss Hinton took up graduate 
studies in physics at the University of 
Wisconsin and at the University of Chi
cago. From 1943 to 1945. she was a 
research assistant at the atom bomb 
project at Los Alamos. An active mem
ber of the Association of Atomic Scient
ists, Miss Hinton was opposed to the 
secrecy and government control which 
became attached to all work on atomic 
research. She came to China in 1948. 
Tn 1949 she married and is now working 
with her American husband in an 
animal-breeding farm in Inner Mon
golia.

With the publication of this letter, 
readers are given the opportunity to 
know the impressions of a young Amer
ican scientist, living and working with 
the Chinese people, joining with them in 
their great work of peaceful construc
tion.
Federation of Americw Scientists

1719 L Street NW..
Washington 6. D. C.. U.S.A.

Dear Mr. Wolfe and the FAS:
Yesterday I received your application 

for re-membership in the Federation of 
Scientists. As I am just now almost 
directly under your feet, in Suiyuan 
Province. Inner Mongolia-—where it 
takes two weeks for mail to arrive by 
donkey from the nearest railroad—I 
must say I was rather surprised and 
pleased to receive vour application, and 
in two months’ time at that.

You asked. “What has been happen
ing to you since you were an FAS mem
ber?” As it was just the FAS and the 
questions with which it deals which 
drove me to China. I thought I would 
lake the opportunity to write to you. 
though I should have told you long ago 
why my dues stopped coming.

As you probably do not remember 
me. let me begin by telling you a bit of 
my history. From as early as I can 
remember. I was determined Io become 
a scientist. Even in grammar school. 1 
can especially remember forcing the 
teachers Io let me study Faraday’s The 
Candle instead of taking Latin. In high 
school I concentrated on chemistry, ob
livious to all my other courses. Finally, 
in college. I settled on physics, building 
a Wilson cloud chamber in my sopho
more year and spending as much time 
as I could getting in the wav of the

HINTON CASE CONTINUED —
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COLIMNTATOR 
LAUREATE

Lynn Landrum is the highly original 
columnist—“columntator" is his word 
—of the Dallas Morning News. He cus
tomarily prefaces his racy prose with a 
slug of verse. Without anticipating the 
judgment of posterity it is a safe obser
vation that Columntator Landrum lives 
up to his column title, which is “Think
ing Out Loud." Poems from selected 
columns follow.

ON MARTIN DIES

I like a man who’s not 
Afraid of anything.

Whose back is spined with bone 
And not a piece of string.

I like a man who speaks 
His mind out plain and loud

And stands his ground instead 
Of trailing with the crowd.

I like a man who dares 
Refuse to go along

To get along a while
\X ith compromise and wrong.

I like a man who spikes 
His colors to the mast 

In weather fair or foul.
A captain to the last.

ON THE LATTIMORE CASE

Who is partly loyal 
And yet is partly not 
Seems to pose the problem 
Which building men have got: 
Partly solid timber 
That still is partly rot.

AGAINST SUBSIDIES

Skillet and rifle.
Powder and shot— 
These were sufficient, 
Grandfather thought.
Subsidy handed 
Down from above 
Now is the ticket 
Citizens love.
Subsidize renters. 
Subsidize cows. 
Subsidize ranches 
Out where they browse. 
Borrow the money 
Paid to the farm— 
Deficits never 
Did any harm.
Pile on the taxes, 
Shoveling out 
Treasury money 
Freely about.
Skillet and rifle. 
Powder and shot 
Could be returning 
Sooner than thought.

Crouch Contrasts
With Confused 
Confession of 
Commie Cooperator

(See also Matusow Story on Pa,xe 31)

Harvey Matusow has said you must 
believe (1 ) that he is a liar. (2) that he 
is now telling the truth. (3) .that no 
particular statement of his is a lie. If 
this is confusing it is no doubt intended 
to be. Matusow adds, dialectically, that 
since he cannot be trusted neither can 
Elizabeth Bentley, Louis Budenz. Man
ning Johnson, nor Paul Crouch.

In contrast with this fey approach, 
Paul Crouch is in process of defending 
his own veracity by flatly charging 
Drew Pearson with “unmitigated false
hood."

On the ABC network February 20 
Pearson declared: “Paul Crouch has 
been found to have lied twenty eight 
times.”

Ex-Communist Crouch, formerly a 
Consultant of the U.S. Immigration and 
Naturalization Service issued the follow
ing statement from Volcano. Hawaii:

“Drew Pearson's statement on the 
ABC network that I lied twenty-eight 
times is a complete and unmitigated 
falsehood. He knows that I w'as the 
government’s first witness in five Smith 
Act trials and a major witness in a 
sixth, and also in the perjury trial of 
Harry Bridges. On all of these occa
sions the Communists made frenzied 
attacks on my testimony. And in all of 
these cases, after evaluation of my testi
mony on direct and cross-examinations, 
the juries brought in verdicts of guilty. 
Drew Pearson thinks he can succeed 
where the Communist party failed. He 
thinks he can make the most fantastic 
and. false charges with audacity and 
impunity because he has unlimited pub
licity channels, and he is confident I 
cannot get a forum to present the facts 
to the country.

“I do not believe Pearson would have 
the courage to face me on television, 
repeat his lies and give details, then 
permit me to reply in full and show the 
country the documented refutation of 
his fabricated and completely false 
charges. ,

“Pearson, of course, failed to mention 
the fact that a libel suit for $500,000 
was filed in New York State Supreme 
Court many months ago against the 
New York Herald-Tribune for publish
ing and distributing attacks on me writ
ten by Joseph and Stewart Alsop. In 
December, a libel suit was filed in New 
York against the Communist party and 
the Daily Worker. The December 14 
issue of the Communist daily carried a 
large headline: STOOLPIGEON PAUL 
CROUCH SUES DAILY WORKER

SMOOT REVEALS HIS 
TRUE SENTIMENTS IN
EL DORADO SPEECH

Ihe following editorial is reprinted 
from the Eldorado, Arkansas, Daily 
News.

Dan Smoot made himself perfect!) 
clear and plain in his address at the 
annual Chamber of Commerce banquet 
last Tuesday night.

Speaking on the subject “AmericaT 
Responsibility in the World Today. 
Smoot gave some definite ways in which 
Americans can carry out this respon
sibility.

In doing so he also made clear how 
he stands and how Facts Forum stands 
on American principles and American 
fundamentals.

He departed in part at least from hi' 
practice on the radio and TV of dis
cussing both sides of issues. Those who 
have heard him know- that he does such 
a good job on each side that it is dif
ficult to decide just how he feels.

Tuesday night there could be no 
doubt that he stands for all of the things 
that have helped to make America the 
greatest land in the world.

He made a great plea for America to 
fight for freedom.

In speaking of the great responsibil
ity, Smoot declared:

“We need to revive and keep alive the 
philosophy of government which has 
made this nation great.”

He called the idea of collectivism the 
greatest villain of the 20th century, and 
asserted:

“America can and will discharge her 
responsibility in the world today if we 
do not remove the ancient landmark^ 
which our fathers have set.”

In his freedom plea, Smoot said:
“The black shadow of total slaver) 

covers half the earth and is inching 
relentlessly, like an ice cap. over th*' 
rest of the world—if we permit freedom 
to go out in America, the darkness will 
be total.”

We think these remarks, give plent' 
of food for thought for all Americans- 
and at the same time serve to clear th*' 
atmosphere as to the aims and purpose- 
of the organization which he represents-

FOR $150,000. The next day. December 
15, I was the target of Drew Pearson 
in his syndicated ‘Merry-go-Round’ col
umn, with libelous and completely un
true statements about me.

“I have written to Drew Pearson and 
to the American Broadcasting Company
demanding a complete retraction of 
Pearson’s false statement about me on 
the network Sunday. I have advised 
them that if such a retraction is not mad*' 
that libel suits will be filed against then1 
for not less than one million dollars.
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ROY COHN
octet t&e

ATOM SPIES
Cohn’s historic interrogation of David Greenglass sent 

Julius and Ethel Rosenberg to the chair. The Rosenberg 
case became world-famous in 1953 when Communists 
sought clemency and wanted publicity, but at the time of 
the trial in 1951, it was lost in the glare from the Kefauver 
hearings. Facts Forum News begins serialization from 
record of trial.

of 
as

| . ‘anhattan District Project 
States Army was?

q’ I did not.
i*1 ch 1 on know now it was the project

atomic'lohi|ar^e construct,on tho
» *' *s that correct?
o Ld°-hi(|,r>'£"• "hen you were out at Oak 

‘ ‘ conessee. in July of 1911. how 
did you stay out there?

Q 1"'° weeks.
'°W' ^ur>ng that period were you 
any security lectures?

q’ Was.
v0i] ^’’1 they concern the' new duties 

to undertake?
()' 1£s- they did.

'“re you told anything about the
AcTS Forum NEWS, March, 1955

^^(‘lecfions from the testimony 
(ll'id Greenglass, with Roy Cohn 

^rrogator, March 9, 1951.

^our sister is the defendant Mrs. 
del Greenglass Rosenberg: is that 

correct?
That is true.

s( Y- And another defendant, Julius Ro- 
oerg. is your brother-in-law?

I hat is true.
. <• Now. in 1943 did you enter the 
'^y of the United States?
A- I did.

j <• Now, am I correct in stating that 
Jiil'1 *" t^p nexl year’ J'dy- 1943, to 

1944. you were stationed al vari- 
i- posts, Army posts, throughout the 

n!lpd Slates?
I was.

C'iv N°w, July °f 1944, did you re- 
a new assignment?

0 'did-
tj0|p ^0 what location? At what loca-

V \ To Oak Ridge. Tennessee, the 
(.’’hattan Project.

hen was that?
q- h was July. 1914.

the you that lime know what 
of the 

nature of those duties and the nature of 
the work at Manhattan Project?

A. I was.
Q. What were you told?
A. I was told that it was a secret 

project.
Q. Were you told at that time what 

was going on at that project, what was 
being constructed?

A. No.
Q. 4 ou were told nothing about that, 

is that correct?
A. Nothing at all.
Q. Was the Espionage Act mentioned 

Io you in connection with revealing any 
information as to what was going on in 
the Manhattan Project?

A. It was.
Q. After your two weeks’ orientation 

at Oak Ridge. Tennessee, were you then 
assigned to report to some other place 
in the United States?

A. I was.
Q. Where was that?
A. Los Alamos. New Mexico.
Q. How did you go out there?
A. Train all the way.
Q. About when did you report at Los 

Alamos?
A. August. 1944.
Q. When you reported at Los Alamos 

were you given certain instructions con
cerning the duties you were to pursue 
out there?

A. I was interviewed for a job.
Q. Did there come a lime when you 

were told that you would work as a ma
chinist in the shop?

A. That is right.
Q. Were you told al that time the na

ture of the work being done at Manhat
tan Project?

A. No.
Q. Was the fact that it was secret re

affirmed to you?
A. It was.
Q. Were you told just how much you 

—Wide World Photo
Roy Cohn questioned Greenglass.

were to know about what was going on 
al Manhattan Project?

A. 1 was told I was to know as much 
as was necessary to do my job.

Q. And nothing more?
A. Nothing more.
Q. Now. would you tell us at this 

point when it was that you learned for 
the first time that the Manhattan Proj
ect District was the district of the United 
States Army concerned with the con
struction of the atomic bomb?

A. When my wife [Ruth Printz 
Greenglass | came to visit me in No
vember. 1944. she told me that Julius 
had said that / was working on the 
atomic bomb. [Emphasis supplied. |

Q. And that was the first you knew 
of it?

A. That was the first 1 knew of it.
Q. A on had never been told that by 

anybody in an official capacity of the 
United States government?

A. No, sir.
Q. During the first few months you 

did not know just what was being done 
al Los Alamos?

A. Thai’s right.
Q. Now. I think you said you were 

assigned to work as a machinist?
A. I was.
Q. And where, physically’, was your 

work done?
A. It was at a shop called the “E’’ 

building shop or the “student shop” in 
the technical area at Los Alamos.

Q. Did the “E” group have a head or 
a leader?

A. It did. His name was Kistiakowski.
Q. Is that Dr. George B. Kistiakow

ski of Harvard I niversitv?
A. Thai’s right.
Q. And do you know what his profes

sional standing is. in what field he is 
known ?

A. Acs, I do. He is a thermodynamics 
man.
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Q. Thermodynamics?
A. Physical chemistry.
Q. In general terms, what was group 

“E” concerned with?
A. With high explosives.
[At this point in the testimony, Green

glass explains that after certain person
nel changes, he became assistant fore
man of the Los Alamos machine shop 
and in late 1945 or early ’46 he became 
shop foreman for several months prior 
to his honorable discharge from the 
Army as sergeant T/4 in February. 
1946.) * ♦ *

Q. Now. going back to the time when 
you undertook your duties as a machin
ist at this “E” shop out at Los Alamos, 
would you tell the court and jury, in 
general terms, just what your duties 
were—what you did over the period of 
time you were working in the machine 
shop, as a general proposition?

A. Well, the shop itself took jobs 
from various scientists and made ap
paratus whenever they needed it; and 
there were two methods of jobs coming 
through the shop. When a scientist need
ed a piece of apparatus, he just sent it 
through procurement and it was sent to 
either one of the three shops in the 
technical area.

That was one way; and they would be 
distributed according to how much work 
each shop had. The other way was go 
directly to Fitz [Fitzpatrick, who was 
in charge of procurement and the ma
chine shop of “E" group at one time] 
and say, “How about getting this job 
done?" And usually it was put through, 
or the sketch or piece of paper or the 
scientist talking to one of us machinists 
to do it.

Q. In other words, it was your job to 
machine this particular apparatus or 
product that the scientist required in 
connection with his experimentation on 
atomic energy; is that correct?

A. That is correct.
Q. Now, did the physical location of

—Wide World Photo
David Greenglass as he testified at Fed

eral Court. New York, March 12. 1951.
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your “E” shop remain the same during 
your entire stay at Los Alamos?

A. No, it didn’t. In the fall, 1944, 
we had a building built and the whole 
procurement section moved into that 
building. It was called the “Theta’ 
building.

Q. Did you continue to do work such 
as that which you have described to us 
until the time that von left Los Alamos?

A. I did.
Q. You have told us about the securi

ty talks you had at Oak Ridge and about 
what was told you concerning the secret 
nature of your work when you got out 
to Los Alamos. Tn addition to these oral 
instructions, were you given any writ
ten material containing security regula
tions and telling you just what you were 
at liberty to disclose and what you 
should not disclose?

A. I was given such a book.
Q. I might read just a few brief por

tions to the jury. The exhibit itself is 
marked “Restricted.” The word on the 
beginning of the first page is “Security.” 
The first two paragraphs read as fol
lows :

This handbook has been designed to pro
vide members of the technical area staff and 
their families with a concise summary of 
existing security regulations. It should be 
understood that to obey these regulations is 
a minimum requirement. There is a further 
obligation on the part of everyone to main
tain a constant and intelligent interest in 
the prevention and reporting of all incidents 
whose occurrence endangers the security of 
the project. It is a basic policy of the proj
ect that everyone working here should know 
whatever is required for doing his job well. 
It is therefore of greatest importance for 
each person to understand that he is in a 
position of trust with regard to all such in
formation and also with regard to informa
tion which he may accidentally gain about 
other confidential matters.

There is further descriptive material. 
On page 2 there is a section entitled 
“Communication.”

(A) There must be no conversation out
side the technical area, or in the presence 
of unauthorized persons, and no informa
tion in personal letters, conveying any of the 
following kinds of information:

1. The purpose of the project.
2. The general problems being worked on.
3. Technical data connected with 1 or 2 

above.
4. The scheduling or general progress of 

the work.
5. Any over-all account of the personnel 

employed on the project.
6. The procurement or presence here of 

essential materials and installations.
By “unauthorized persons” are meant per

sons whom you do not know to have the 
permission of their group or divisional lead
ers or the director to receive the information 
in question.

(B) There must be no conversation out
side the post, or in the presence of unau
thorized persons, and no information in per
sonal letters, conveying any of the following 
kinds of information:

1. The professions or former connections 
of persons working in the technical area.

2. The name of the contractor under 
whom the project is being run.

3. Affiliation of this project with other 
war projects.

4. The size of the project or post, or other 
significant features, such as water supplies, 
fire-protection installations, etc.

5. The general kinds of work going on in 
the technical area. We are engineers; the 
technical area should be called only “the 
technical area.”

By “unauthorized persons” are meant per
sons who do not live in or have access to the 
post, or who, living here, have no reason to 
receive the particular class of information.

6. Your address, P. 0. Box 1663, Santa 
Ke, New Mexico, may be given to family, 
friends, and in private business dealings. 
Do not use Los Alamos stationery in private 
correspondence.

Q. By the way, were badges worn ou[ 
there?

A. They were.
Q. Having different significance?
A. They were.
Q. How did they go, by color?
A. By color.
Q. What did a color represent?
A. A white badge was authorized K 

go to the seminars and be let in on 
the information that was available oi1 
the bomb.

Q. Were there any other colors?
A. There was a red badge which al 

lowed the bearer to get all the informa’ 
lion necessary to be able to do his job: 
and then there was a blue badge whid1 
allowed — well, it allowed the bearer 1° 
go into the tech area to do various job7 
like steamfitting or ditch-digging, ba1 
not to be around any of the equipmeO1 
or to see any of the experiments.

(,). Now, I assume that is what th>' 
regulation refers to when it says tha1 
you are to report any person wearing 
the wrong badge to the authorities?

A. That is right.
Q. When observed in a certain area'
A. That is right.
Q. Did you yourself have a badge?
A. 1 did.
Q. Now, specifically, you told us tha1 

Dr. Kistiakowski was out at Los Alamf' 
and was in fact the leader of Group “E-

A. Right.

Atom spy team Julius and Ethel Rosenberg
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while another holds gun

—Wide World Photos

1. Armed guards face toward entrance while another 
escorts visitor to elevator. Signs remind all visitors about 
security.
2. Guard examines window marked by tape which carries 
electric current. Attempt to open window would 
alarm.

3. Los Alamos workers living off the premises are 
being checked in "by numbers."
4. Inspector checks maintenance truck at gate. To 
entry, a pass is needed.
5. Men of the Los Alamos Security Service learn how to 
use a half dozen different kinds of weapons. Lt. Herbert 
Hurt examines target after shooting. Out of eleven visible 
holes, seven are bulls-eyes.
6. At Los Alamos, in simulated raid on criminal hideout, 
one guard searches for weapons 
in readiness.

against Nazis. Commie penetration 
side job.
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Daily Worker, N>'< York. Mo.ulay, F-brnary 14, 195S PagC 3

Urey Cites Role of Roy Cohn 
In Convittion of Sobell

CHICAGO Feb. ll-Dr. Harold C Urey, Nobel Prize 
scientist, expressed the belief here last night that “injustice 
had been done” to Julius and Ethel Rosenberg and that

many others in the U. S. today < 
are similarly threatened.

Shaking at a banquet of more 
than 700 guests in his honor, the 
distinguished physicist pleaded for 
people to “try to do something 
about this series of doubtful trial, 
or quasi-judicial procedures that 
threaten our security as ijidividu-j 
ds living in a great free country. >

Dr. Urev declared that Morton I 
Sobell, convncted of conspiracy to 
commit espionage and serving a 
3U-vear sentence in Alcatraz, was! 
not projrerly tried' and that the 
verdict and the sentence were not 
justified.

The testimonial to Dr. t rey was 
held under the auspices of the 
Cicago Sobell Committee at the 
Hamilton Hotel. Mrs. Helen So- 

ibcll. wife of the imprisoned man, 
i presenter! the scientist with a 
i bound volume of scrools inscribed 
kvith a tribute to Dr. Urey from

'prominent persons throughout the 
world. Among the signers were 
Robert M. Hutchins, educator, and'. 

;Arnold Tovnlree, British historian.'
In a detailed analysis of the' 

■ Rosenberg-Sobell case, Dr. Vrey 
declared;

“If pYojrer trials cannot be se- 
' cured for unpopular people, then 
lit will become impossible to secure 
.justice for other somewhat less 
iixrpular people and so on until 
no justice is possible at all.

Dr. Urey criticized the use olj 
\ the professional informer by thei 
Department of Justice and con-j 
gressional committees and cited* 

J the recent statements by Harves 
Matusow that he gave false testi
mony and that Roy Cohen was m 
complicity with hirn. While say- 
ing that Matusows aecusaUons 
against anyone could riot be relied 
ripoa. Dr. • Urey pointed out that

UREY

Rov Cohen was assistant prose
cutor against Sobell and the Rosen
bergs.

He pointed out that Soliell had 
been convicted on the word -of an 
admitted perjurer who hojwd for

Sobell.
“The concern with our basic 

security as a country.” he said, 
“has led many people, often in' 
high places, to look for a sca|ie* 
goat, that is, an easy way to sow® 

,our diificulties. That scapegoat 
ihas been spies, espionage agents, 
(subversives in government. I d<> 
’not condone such agents but it 
jCommunists and Communist sym
pathizers should quietly die, th® 
fundamental insecurity of thi< 

i country would be the same as it 
’ is now.

"rhis very' well justified con* 
| ceria for our security in a modem, 
idangerous world has led us to do 
(things which will undermine out 
way of life, our form of govcrU* 
ment and our freedom.”

Dr. Urey cited the Oppenheim®^ 
hearings. Dr. Condon’s clearauc® 
problems, the Lattimore case, pass* 

Iport problems and visa probltnos-
Other speakers included Carey 

Mt Williams, author and editor, 
and Prof. Harry Kalven, of th® 
University of Chicago. Step! l‘n 

-■Love, Clucago attorney, was dim 
ner chairman.
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Q. As a matter of fact. I think that 
this very security pamphlet states that 
the identity of scientists out there and 
their former occupation was not to be 
discussed by any unauthorized person, 
is that right?

A. That is right.
Q. I assume as a practical matter that 

one s former occupation in a particular 
field of science would be a clue to the 
particular work he might be doing?

A. That is correct.
(). Is that the reason for this regula

tion ?
A. That is the reason for it.
Q. In addition Io Mr. Baker whom 

you came to know as Neils Bohr and Dr. 
Oppenheimer, may I ask you s|>ecifi- 
cally. did you know that Dr. Harold 
I rev was connected with the Manhattan 
Project?

A. I did.
Q. About what point after your ar

rival at Los Alamos did you learn that 
f act ?

A. Oh. it must have been about De
cember or so.

Q. When did you learn about Dr. 
Oppenheimer? I do not think you told 
us about that.

A. That was almost at the beginni'1? 
of the lime 1 was there.

Q. And there were other scientistQ. * 5 
there; is that correct?

Q. And that his reputation is in the 
held of physical chemistry ?

A. That is right.
Q. Thermodynamics?
A. That is right.
Q. While out at Los Alamos did you 

come to learn the identity of any other 
scientists who were present and working 
on atomic energy?

A. That is correct
Q. Would vou name one or two of 

those?
A. I did get to know a number of 

scientists and some of world fame, for 
instance. Dr. Oppenheimer, whom we 
knew as the head of the project.

Q. J. Robert Oppenheimer?
A. That is right, and there was Neils 

Rohr, whom I first knew as Baker.
Q. W hat do vou mean by that?
A. It was a pseudonym to keep his 

identity secret.
Q. And you were told he was Dr. 

Bohr, is that correct?
A. That is right. In passing, one of 

my colleagues said. ‘’That’s Baker, and 
he is Neils Bohr.”

Q. You knew that the information as 
to who Dr. Bohr out there was was a 
secret?

A. I did.

A. Fhat is correct. ,,
Q. W hose identitkis you had learnt
A. Yes.
Q. Now, was one of the scientist5’ 

who was present at Los Alamos fl11 
whose name and presence you came t° 
know, Dr. Walter Koski?

A. I hat is correct.
Q. Did you do any work al any t'11’1 

in connection with apparatus that 
Koski required in the course of his 
perimentalion on atomic energy?

A. I did.
Q- Did yon specifically work on •I1', 

machining of a flat-type lens mold afj 
other molds which Dr. Koski requi|( । 
in the course of his experimentation 01 
atomic energy?

A. 1 did.
Q. Now did there come a time 

the first atomic explosion took place?
A. Yes.
Q. When was that?
A. July, 1945.
Q. Where?
A. Alamogordo, New Mexico.
Q. In the course of your employn'*1 
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al Los Alamos did you hear discussion 
concerning this atomic explosion?

A. I did.
Q. Was that after the explosion or 

did you hear about the anticipated ex
plosion ?

A. I heard of an explosion to take 
place at Alamogordo.

Q. Was that before?
A. I heard that before. Afterwards I 

heard of the atomic explosion that look 
place at Alamogordo.

Q. Now am I correct in stating that 
during the entire period of your stay in 
I-os Alamos. 1911 to the time you were 
discharged in 1916. you worked in the 
machine shop and in the Theta shop on 
apparatus and equipment in connection 
"ith experimentation on atomic energy ?

A. I did.
Q. W as that work pursued in the 

manner you have described here from 
sketches supplied and verbal descrip
tions by the particular scientists out 
there who required the apparatus?

A. I did.
Q. I think you have told us. Mr. 

^reenglass, that your sister Ethel was a 
number of years older than you are; is 
that correct?

A. She is.
Q. How much older is she?
A. Six years older.
Q. Do you remember the year in 

"hich she was married to the defendant, 
Julius Bosenberg?

A. 1939.
Q. Had you come to know Julius Ko- 

scnberg before your sister married him?
A. I did.
Q. Was he around your house?
A. Yes. he was.
Q. And you were 17 years old at the 

•’me they were married: is that correct?
A. That is correct.
Q. Did you have any discussion with 

•*he| and Julius concerning the relative 
'p^rits of our form of government and 
1 l;<t of the Soviet Tnion?

A. I did have such discussion.
। 9- Over what period of time, rough-

—Acme Photo
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Morton Sobell, convicted with the Rosen
bergs of atomic espionage, is now serving a 
30-year term in Alcatraz. The Communist 
DAILY WORKER keeps up a running fire of 
propaganda for his release.

socialism as it existed in the Soviet 
I nion and capitalism as it existed here?

A. They did.
Q. Did they prefer one over another?
A. They preferred socialism to cap

italism.
Q. W hat type of socialism?
A. Russian socialism.
Q. Now. you say in the early period 

these conversations were to your knowl
edge two or three limes a week?

A. Yes.
Q. That is your best estimate?
A. Yes.
Q. Where did they take place?
A. At my mother’s home. 64 Sheriff 

St., [New York City].
Q. What do you describe as the early 

period? It started in 1935.
A. Well. I would say before 1939.
Q. Before the Rosenbergs were mar

ried. I assume these conversations took 
place in the home of your mother. I 
suppose after that they took place some 
place else and after that some place else, 
but these cornersalions continued until 
1915 or 1916 and all along the same 
lines?

A. They did.
Q. Mr. Greenglass, when you went 

out to Los Alamos, was your wife out 
there with you?

A. No. she wasn't.
(). I think vou told us she went out 

there in August of 1911: is that right?
A. That’s right.
Q. When after August of 1911 did 

you see your wife?
A. She came Io visit me on our sec

ond wedding anniversary. It was No
vember 29. 1944.

Q. For how long a period of time 
was she out in Los Alamos?

A. I got a three-day pass plus a Iwo-
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day weekend, which made five days.
Q. Where did she stay? Was she out 

at Los Alamos?
A. No. she stayed at Albuquerque.
Q. W here—at an apartment, hotel?
A. In a hotel.
Q. A on had five days ofl and joined 

your wife al the hotel in Albuquerque?
A. That’s right.
Q. W as there any time during those 

five days when you had a conversation 
with your wife concerning the atom 
bomb ?

A. 1 did.
Q. When during that five-day period 

was that conversation had?
A. In the latter half of the furlough. 

We went for a walk out on Route 66. 
past the city. Albuquerque city limits, 
and not yet to the Rio Grande River, 
and my wife started the conversation.

Q. Will you tell us. Mr. Green glass, 
what your wife said and what vou said.

A. My wife said that while she was 
still in New A ork Julius Rosenberg in
vited her Io dinner at their house at 10 
Monroe Street. She came to dinner and 
later on there was a conversation be
tween the three present—my wife, mv 
sister, and my brother-in-law.

It went something like this: Ethel 
started the conversation by staling to 
Bulb that she must have noticed that 
she. Ethel, was no longer involved in 
Communist parly activities—that they 
don t buy the Daily W orker any more 
or attend meetings, club meetings.

And the reason for this is that Julius 
has finally gotten to a point where he is 
doing what he wanted to do all along, 
which was that he was giving informa
tion to the Soviet I nion.

And he then icent on to tell Ruth that 
I u as working on the atomic bomb proj
ect at Los Alamos, and that they would 
want me to give information to the 
Russians. [Emphasis supplied.]

My wife objected to this, but Ethel 
said—

Q. Is this what your wife told you? 
Did your wife use the word “object"'?

A. She told me that she didn't think 
it was a good idea and that she didn't 
want to It'll me about it.

But they told her that I would want 
to know’ about it and that I would want 
Io help, and that at least—the least she 
could do was tell me about it. So that 
was the conversation.

At first—she asked me what I thought 
about that—at first. I was frightened 
and worried about it and 1 told her 
that I wouldn t do it. And she had also 
told me that in the conversation Julius 
and Ethel had told her that Russia was 
an ally and as such deserved this infor
mation. and that she was not getting the 
information that was coming to her. So 
later on that night after this conversa
tion, I thought about it: and the follow-

(Continned on Pane 62)
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A. I' rom about 1935 to about 1915
1916. [Discussion with Julius began 

ab°ut 1937.]
Q- W ere those discussions numerous?
A. At the beginning, yes.
Q- In the early period how frequently 

y°uld they express their views regard- 
l’1" the relative merits of the two 
'Entries?
, A. 1 would say two or three limes a 
Week.

¥• Did the conversations run along 
e same line over a period of years?

VeA- )VelL roughly, they did. The con- 
sations on tire merits of socialism

t| Pr capitalism I think in the begin- 
were more vehement.

• /• Talking about socialism over cap- 
a lsm. did they specifically talk about



Could the Iniled Slates 

'Go It Alone’?
(Continued from Page 11)

period since the war, nuclear weapons 
have heen the primary deterrent that has 
prevented the Soviet I nion from com
pleting the conquest of Eurasia.

I think that if we maintain our tech
nological superiority and follow a really 
intelligent military policy, we will be 
able to continue to hold them back in 
that wav. I nder the cover of this nuclear 
armament, it seems to me that we have 
the opportunity of maintaining a far 
more dynamic political policy aimed at 
the breakup of the Soviet empire than 
we have so far been doing.

Q. What are the chances of the United 
States being forced into a position where 
we would have to “go it alone”?

(Garrity): Well, we've been “going 
it alone."’ to a degree. The Korean ex
ample of dropping those 120 thousand 
casualties over there is what I call an 
example of “going it alone.’’ with lip 
service from other people.

Now the thing I dread is the breakup 
of the American spirit from within. In 
other words, if this country can be torn 
apart and made weak and softened up 
for the Russians from within—that’s the 
thing we must stop at all events.

I think that we will only be forced to 
“go it alone ” when it is too late. 1 
think if we follow what Jim Burnham 
has said by using intelligent diplomacy, 
particularly toward our Latin American 
friends whom we have done nothing 
but insult for the past twenty-five years 
(ever since Herbert Hoover made a 
good-will tour down there), we have 
practically made enemies of all the de
cent people down there as we ve en
couraged their left-wing group and dis
sident groups down there. All we have 
to do is Io be intelligent about making 
friends.

Regarding the possibility of the 
United States being forced into a "go 
it alone" position, I think the chances 
are verv good, if the present tendencies 
continue. I think they're very poor if 
we change our present tendencies and 
become intelligent in our world diplo
macy.

Q. What are the chances of the Soviets 
taking over great areas of the rest of the 
world either through infiltration or 
active outright aggression?

(Combs): I think we are in some 
danger now of bringing this catastrophe 
down on our own heads. I think that we 
are incurring it through a reduction of 
our military establishment, through the 
curtailment of our defense setup.

I think we are in danger of it through 
the growing tendency toward isolation
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ism in our country. I think we are in 
danger of it as a result of the unwilling
ness of many Americans to recognize 
the nature of the economic problem 
abroad and to make adequate provision 
to rehabilitate and sustain certain shat
tered European and world economies.

I think we are in danger of it because 
we don't understand the dimensions of 
the threat—nor do we understand the 
calamitous nature of the accomplished 
event. The Eurasian land mass, to which 
Africa is an appendage, would inevit
ably hold the preponderating strength 
in any world situation. Therefore, our 
policy (and I go along with Mr. Burn
ham in this) must be a more dynamic 
one than it has been, but as a postulate 
of that 1 would certainly assume the 
creation of a larger rather than a re
duced military establishment.

U.S. HAS SOME FRIENDS

(Burnham): I wonder if it would 
make sense for me to put it in this way— 
that the best way to avoid having to “go 
it alone” in practical, technical, and 
military terms is to go a good deal mon* 
alone in terms of policy. As a matter of 
fact, the United States has some real 
friends in the world friends who are 
ready to stand by no matter what 
happens.

We saw that in Korea. It was the 
Turkish brigade, for instance, that I 
understand fought the best of all ex
cept. perhaps, the American soldiers. 
Some say they fought better than some 
of ours.

Greece is with us; Spain is with us. 
I know from my own experience in 
Europe that the common people of Eur
ope. the ordinary citizens, not the in
tellectuals in the cities and some of the 
political groups that have been cor
rupted by cynical and materialist phi
losophies, but the ordinary Europeans— 
they also are with us.

CHINESE ARE WITH US

The Chinese in their bulk are with us. 
Where we get into trouble is that in
stead of having a policy that boldly 
proclaims our own principles and oui 
own destiny, we tend to subordinate it 
to the worn-out European politicians in 
some of the older European countries— 
the countries precisely the weakest so 
far as we are concerned.

Q. Is it significant that you did not 
mention France and Italy in mentioning 
the countries that are with us?

(Burnham): They were very delib
erately omitted, very deliberately indeed. 
Both Erance and Italy have mass Com

Have you seen page 45?

munist movements internally. In my 
opinion, it is a law of contemporary 
history that no country having a mass 
Communist movement can possibly re
main firm against the Soviet Union.

Assuming the Communist movements 
of Erance and Italy continue on the 
scale that they are now operating, any 
idea that Erance and Italy would fight 
the Red army is an illusion. And if the 
Pentagon is counting on that, it’s going 
to have a terrible awakening.

Q. You mentioned that we cannot 
count on the support of France and Italy. 
If we lost France and Italy, would we not 
quickly lose the support of the rest of the 
nations?

(Hodges): Thai’s just where I want 
Io come in. I think we cannot afford 
to take a defeatist attitude about any 
country in tin* Western orbit al this 
lime, and I believe that no batik' is lost 
until the Communist flop has taken 
place.

OUR FATAL BLUNDER

Also. I would go along with your pre
cautions attitude toward overreliance 
upon either Erance or Italy, but 1 don I 
think that you have any defense of the 
West unless we can so sell democracy 
once again to these people that they will 
come back into the picture. That’s where 
I think our fatal blunder is—we can 1 
write them off. Burnham; we’ve got to 
work with them.

(Garrity) : We’ve been selling de
mocracy for five years over there to 
the tune of half a billion dollars, and 
we’ve come from the most loved nation 
in the world when we re in there with 
a conquering army (not as democrats) 
to the most hated nation in the world 
with all of this democracy nonsense 
that we've been handing out.

(Combs): What do you mean by 
“democracy nonsense” ?

(Garrity): Just that; specifically 
that!

(Combs): I thought so; I thought so 
that’s implicit in your whole approach 

to these matters.
(Garrity) : We are telling—
(Combs): Democracy is nonsense.
(Garrity) : It is as we dish it out 

other people.
(Combs): And apparently as we prat'" 

lice it al home.
(Gxrrity ) : No. no. as we dish it out-
(Hodges): I believe in the first pla*’1 

that you don't “dish" these things out- 
I think that you work together, and 
believe that the very process of working 
together through democratic organize' 
lion in the West—NATO, for instance-^' 
could go much further in this direction- 
quite apart from the military activity*

I think that we have to do thes' 
things, otherwise you're simply sm 
rendering Italy and you're surrendering
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p
•Tance without a fight, and it makes 
)our problem of liberation that much 
‘’arder. my friend.

U.S. NOT MOST HATED NATION

(Burnham): May I pick up one re- 
'”^rk of Devin Garrity’s? 1 don’t al all 
.'plieve that we are the most hated nation 
ln the world in any of these countries.

(Hodges): Good!
. (Burnham): I went to Europe for 

S|x months this year with precisely that 
question in mind. I think we’re hated 
'"’ly if we listen to these left-wing cor- 
',spondents—to these Socialists and 
'ni'-Cornmunists and often hidden Com

munists who are pretending to speak 
with the voice of Europe, or our own 
half-Communists who are pretending 
that they represent the American ob
servation of Europe.

I went over eight thousand miles; I 
saw hundreds and hundreds of towns in 
Europe, and everywhere that we went 
driving along through these small towns 
and villages, we found friendship and a 
warm regard for America. These people 
in Europe had cousins and uncles and 
grandfathers who had come here, got 
married, had their children, made their 
fortunes become construction workers 
who finally began running construction 

firms, become lawyers, gone into Con
gress. and so on.

We have a bulwark of goodwill 
throughout the world that propaganda 
from the top is unable to touch. If. 
instead of orienting our policy on the 
corrupt elements of the European cities, 
we turn more to the people about whom 
I m talking, to speak and to speak con
fidently and to speak in terms of a 
positive policy, then I think we’ll find 
again— I repeat my paradox—if our 
policy is mon* alone, based on our 
strength and our own vision of the 
future, we‘11 find that we will not 
be alone.

Atomic Status of the Nation
(Continued from Page 32)

"GRASPING AT STRAUSS"
F'lrst, it is smaller than either of the 
Pr two. and second, it had the mis- 
Une to occlir hi a year when issues 

rp scarce.
Sa. s my friend. Roscoe Drummond. 

• they were grasping at Strauss.
''i|| ' rne’ ' don't know what
Ihe (orne Ol,l of the SEC hearings on 
’be ^I’hal setup, but I do know that 
|i GC contract is a better one 
can' l*s un(Titicized predecessors be- 
''itR0 "e benefited from our experience 
js . ’hem. And I know also—and this 

lttlportant—that AEC is not a part 
c cabal or conspiracy to use the

(Jpct to hurt the TVA. '
'lr( ' OWn background makes me a 

b’diever in free, private enterprise
8Pe L,ln the doctrine that, generally 
Mij that government governs best 
Ptiv 1 governs least. But I have no 
Tyfte war, cold or hot. with the 
or and no connections, material 
kii '111 ’Cental, with any private com- 
lri(„’l('Ogaged in the production of elec-

power, now or in the past.

Notes role of chairman

hem number 4 might be the 
!r’3r)ilr °Ver the positions of the chair- 
h ’he commissioners. This issue

-as far as । am eooeerned, but 
thS S lability during the early months 

'‘'as^J)a.st year, and I might be thought 
•ott; ’ H I did not mention it in a 

tyJS'Up like this.
the new Atomic Energy Act was 

” drafted by the J oinl Committee, 
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J* preceding administration, except 
’lift l)r*rnariiy the MVGC contract is 

'Tent in two main particulars:

they took note of the fact that the 
original McMahon Act was silent as to 
the duties and responsibilities of the 
commissioners and the chairman.

This fad produced difficulties from 
the very outset, so the committee drafts
men attempted to solve this by making 
the chairman “the principal officer.” 
When I first saw this. I think it was 
about the eighth of April. I wrote to 
Chairman Coh' | of the Joint Congres
sional Committee on Atomic Energy | 
to ask what the words meant because I 
didn’t know and 1 thought that the 
language might be ambiguous.

Well, just about then the storm broke 
and I was depicted as a power-mad 
autocrat, and a lot of other not very 
complimentary things. I have since been 
able to add to that collection and now 
have some columns in which I am de
scribed as a wire tapper, an eavesdrop
per. a blackmailer, a short, natty pro
moter and. believe it or not, an anti- 
Semite.

But I do not think our auditor will 
let me set up these epithets on the bal
ance sheet since, if debits, they are mine, 
not the AEC’s.

At the end of the debit column I 
would noli' that none of these liabilities 
has adversely affected the work of the 
commission, and none of the harass
ments which are personal to me has 
slowed the output of weapons, the devel
opment of power, or crippled the ef
fectiveness of our enterprises in mines, 
mills, chemical plants, reactors, labora
tories. and hospitals, as the credit side 
of the balance sheet will show.

Fhe credit side of the ledger is pretty 
good.

Item 1, on the credit side, of course, 
is the state of the weapons program, 

which is AEC’s paramount responsi
bility.

Naturally. I can t go into much detail 
about it. Il has never been stinted by 
the Congress. It has had the devoted 
efforts of absolutely top-flight teams of 
physicists, chemists and engineers from 
the very beginning, and we still have 
these men on the job. It has had the 
breaks in invention and in inspired 
ideas, and it has enjoyed the co-opera
tion of all branches of the armed forces 
who. from the kickoff, have put their 
first teams of brilliant officers into this 
assignment.

The result is that our stockpile of 
weapons is large, is growing rapidly, is 
diversified to suit the needs of the serv
ices and the particular tasks they an* 
Io accomplish in the unhappy event of 
war.

U.S. AHEAD OF ANY COMPETITION

I'hose of us who served on the com
mission in its early days never imagined 
anything like it—I had better modify 
that to say that, at least, I didn’t. It is 
my honest belief that we are well ahead 
of any competition at this time.

Item 2 on this side of the ledger is 
power. Electrical energy from the atom 
has been the dream of the engineer since 
the first chain reaction. Even back in 
1916 we knew that as a stunt we could 
light a few lamps with the heat from a 
pile. But as recently as the spring of 
1953 we thought it would be some 
years before private industry would risk 
any amount of private dollars in this 
development.

However, already, last Sept. 6, Presi
dent Eisenhower broke ground at Ship
pingport for what we call the PWR— 
the pressurized water reactor—which by 
1957 would be delivering 60 thousand
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What they're saying . . .

about F.4CTS FORUM

I would like to congratulate you on the 
January issue; it is the best yet. After doing 
a full year of research for the Anti-Sub- 
versive Committee of the American Legion, 
I was very pleased to see what has taken 
me a year to learn all summed up in one 
issue of Facts Forum News. Knowing the 
importance of getting the facts l>efore the 
public, I would like to help in my little 
way....

Mrs. Marjorie McHale
Box 193, Dewitt, N. .

.... The six-months gift subscription ... 
[is] sincerely appreciated. The first copy 
that has arrived has been read with a great 
deal of interest and is now in the hands of 
our social studies instructor. It will eventu
ally be placed in our library. If the social 
studies department is as pleased with it as 
I am, we shall undoubtedly be making it 
a part of our library sul>scription list....

C. 0. T. U ieden 
Aroostook State Teachers College

Presque Isle, Maine

I have recently subscribed to your maga
zine and I find it so interesting and inform
ing that I have highly recommended it to 
family and friends.

Mrs. Joseph Estenes
45 Park Ave.. Freehold, N. J.

I read your splendid paper and applaud 
your program. Expressed public opinion 
shapes the destiny of our country.

Constance Brown
4548 45th Ave., S.W., Seattle 6, Wash.

For the past six months I have received 
Facts Forum News and wish to tell you those 
six months now seem to be the most informa
tive period of my life. I now have a better 
basic knowledge to help me in evaluating the 
events of each day.

Olive G. Scherf
Rt. 1. Rockville, Ind.

.... our program on Sunday evenings is 
the center of attraction for myself ami my 
family....

Nancy H. IFilliamson 
5817 N. Ninth Rd.. Xrlington, Va.

.... Your broadcasts are very much appre
ciated; you are doing a fine service to our 
country. I look forward to each one of them 
and am urging people to listen to them. The 
time has come for all of us who believe in 
‘’life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness" 
to stand up and speak out. The word 
“patriot” must be revived.

Lee L. Caldwell
Superintendent of Schools 

5935 Hohman Ave., Hammond, Ind. 
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kilowatts into the grid of the Pittsburgh 
area, and which represents a large in
vestment of private capital.

This is the first of what we hope will 
he at least one reactor a year for the 
next several years in the endeavor to get 
the cost of electricity so generated down 
to a competitive basis with power from 
the conventional fuels. Of course, there 
are places on the world map where, 
even today, such power as we can now' 
produce would compete with energy 
from the burning of coal and oil.

You know of course about the Nau
tilus, and as soon as her defective piping 
is replaced—nothing that has to do with 
her nuclear insides—she will be ready 
to join the fleet. The packaged power 
reactor which we are developing for tin* 
Army should be a reality by 1958.

All in all, we are in the power develop
ment field with vigor.

THE NEW LAW

Item 3 would be the new legislation. 
The effect of the new law’ is one of great 
relaxation from the monopolistic pro
visions of the old statute. American 
ingenuity, through American business, 
can now enter the forbidden portals of 
atomic energy and, with the proper safe
guards, develop it not only for the public 
benefit but for profit. We will be on 
our way back to the American patent 
system.

Details of licensing and pricing have 
been under study and. as they are ap
proved by the commission, will be an
nounced—as was done in part yesterday.

Another effect of the new law has 
been to facilitate atomic co-operation 
with our military allies on a realistic 
basis. We had already arranged in the 
autumn of 1953 to exchange informa
tion with them about the effects of 
atomic weapons so that they might bet
ter protect themselves in the event of 
attack. Now. under the new law, we 
will be able Io give them certain other 
information as specified in the act. 
which will intensify our value to them 
as allies and theirs to us in the event 
of war.

Item 4 would be the results of always 
interesting and sometimes spectacular 
progress in the use of radiation in the 
arts and sciences-—in medicine, biology, 
agriculture, chemistry and metallurgy, 
to name but a few. These advances 
would require a list much too long even 
to catalogue. The semi-annual reports 
of the commission—a new one is due to 
go to the printers shortly now’—are 
specific and detailed on these unclas
sified points.

SECURITY OF INFORMATION

Item 5. We have greatly expanded 
the areas of free information. Less and 
less one hears the commission criticized 
for its policies on security of informa
tion.

We have published or released for

publication a \('rilable flood of technic^ 
information. Yet at the same time thaj 
we have relaxed security in areas where 
it is no longer justified by the nature 
of the material. I am convinced we ha'f 
maintained and even intensified our sut'l 
veillance over the security of data whit'll' 
under no circumstances, should ever p1’ 
permitted to fall into enemy hands.

It used to be fashionable to scoff a! I 
our information security procedures, 
believe that climate has materially 
changed. But, of course, you arc 
court of last resort.

Item 6. The most hopeful asset on th* 
balance sheet is the President’s propos® 
of atoms for peace. I worked on th1® 
with the President and his staff i°r 
months before he was ready to announ 
it as he did in his great speech to J11 
General Assembly of the United Nation 
in December of last year.

And we have worked on it during 111 
vicissitudes of Soviet delays and doul)l 
talk. As a start, we have allocated to th 
plan one hundred kilograms of fissio” 
able material, not of weapons gra j 
and the United Kingdom has allocat* 
another twenty kilograms.

Under other provisions of the 11C 
Atomic Energy Act. this material U13' 
be used, following bilateral agreem?11 
between the United States and othe 
countries, to provide the full eleme11 
for research reactors in those countrtf 
Or it may await the formation of 1 j 
international agency, as also envisage; 
in the act and as proposed by 
President in his United Nations spf*^

BENIGN CONFERENCE TO BEGIN

Ancillary to the President’s plan ’ 
the International Scientific Confer?11 
on the benign uses of atomic ent5L|1 
which I proposed last April, and w'l11* 
is now definitely scheduled for this 
mer. The advisory committee to 
Secretary General of the United Nati°3 j 
comprising representatives of । 
nations, will meet in New York 1,1 
Monday to consider the detailed 
and agenda for the conference. 1 n I 
urally feel very good about this.

I find that 1 can extend this lipt 
assets beyond the bounds of I ini'’ ‘ i 
propriate to remarks at this lunch'

But in order to make the bakl,l<(() 
sheet analogy complete, there ougl*1. i 
be an item of “good will.” and I 
such an item exists. Eor I believe 1,f 
to a greater extent than we realiz?’ 
free world knows that we are 
strong and that, unlike other strong 
lions in history, power has not 
cated us—that, on the contrary. w’e r 
been humble in the face of the rea* 
lion of our potential for great gt’0 
for great evil.

This, gentlemen, is the report to flt tl.|i 
holders with, shall 1 say, the 
auditor’s admonitory conclusion, E- j' 
0. E., “errors and omissions except

Thank you.
, i!t‘ FACTS FORUM NEWS, March,1
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CONTEST RULES
LETTERS TO THE EDITORS:

Write letters of 150 or less words to 
your favorite paper about any subject of 
national interest. If you need more 
than 150 words to express your views, 
divide the material into two or more let
ters. Letters must have been published 
in newspaper or magazine, and clipping 
sent for entry. First award, $25 cash plus 
75 six-month subscriptions to FF NEWS 
for persons specified by winner; second 
award, $10 cash plus 50 six-month sub
scriptions to FF NEWS; third award, 30 
six-month subscriptions to FF NEWS, 
with a token award of 5 records contain
ing 10 Dan Smoot talks, for all other let
ters which Facts Forum publishes. Deci
sion of judges will be made four days 
prior to closing of the Facts Forum 
Poll each month.
FIRST HALF OF 1955 CONTEST:

The letters submitted by you for the 
monthly contest will be held in compe- 
tion for the half-year contest ending 
June 30, 1955. A judging committee 
different from the monthly contest and 
not used heretofore will be selected for 
this contest. First award, $300; second, 
$200; third, $100.
SLOGAN:

An award of $32 will be given for the 
best slogan adopted for use the following 
month. Closing date is four days prior to 
the closing of the Facts Forum Poll each 
month. Each person is invited to keep 
nne slogan only in this competition. 
Entries may be changed at any time.
POLL QUESTIONS:

Ask a $64 question! Facts Forum 
offers prizes of $64, $32 and $16, re
spectively, for the first, second and third 
best questions submitted by readers for 
the monthly Poll. Questions for the con
test must not contain more than 72 
characters, including spaces, so as not to 
exceed one line on the Poll Card. EACH 
person may enter only three 
QUESTIONS IN THE CONTEST. Your 
questions may be published in the Facts 
Forum Poll even though they do not win 
a prize. Questions will be judged for 
their current interest, fairness and con
ciseness. Keep questions “unloaded.” 
Questions must be worded so that they 
can be answered Yes or No.
SUBJECT FOR PROGRAM:

Send questions to be answered on the 
ANSWERS FOR AMERICANS program 
to Facts Forum, Dallas, Texas. Those 
who send questions which become the 
subject of a broadcast will receive a 
$100 bond.
QUESTIONS for
REPORTERS' ROUNDUP:

Send questions for this program to 
Reporters’ roundup. Mutual 
Broadcasting System, Washington, I). C. 
I he best three questions submitted will 
receive Cyma dual-purpose clocks.
provocative prose:

Send quotations worth reading and 
remembering. Be sure to list authors and 
Sources. Persons sending in excerpts 
Printed in FF NEWS will receive one- 
year subscriptions to FF NEWS. If 
winners are already subscribers, they 
^ay in turn designate someone whom 
*hey want to receive the award subscrip
tion. In case of duplication of entries, 
the one with the earliest postmark will 
be used.
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LETTERS to the EDITORS
1st Award
MIDDLE OF THE ROAD
To the Amarillo Daily News:

The middle-of-the-road politician re
minds me of the middle-of-the-road 
driver who is out to take advantage of 
every opportunity at whatever cost, even 
if it means damage to other motorists; 
hence, he is a dangerous nuisance on the 
highways.

The middle-of-the-road politician is 
out to get the votes if he has to play both 
sides—America’s friends and its en
emies. He is most concerned about being 
elected even if it means damage Io his 
country. We are either for our country 
or against it. We can’t play both sides 
and make it work. We can’t be neutral 
and be true to America. How about it?

J. Kent
Electra. Texas

*****
2nd Award
OUR UNBRAVE1 WORLD
To the Minneapolis Star:

We never had a more dramatic and 
convincing demonstration of what an 
“unbrave” world we live in today than 
the soft-pedaling of the fact that over 
900 American servicemen are languish
ing in Chinese prison camps.

In the January issue of the magazine 
The Freeman, the editors quote Robert 
Ingersoll as stating on Sept. 21. 1876: 
“The flag that will not protect its de
fenders is a dirty rag that contaminates 
the air in which it waves. The govern
ment that will not defend its defenders is 
a disgrace to the nations of the world.’

It appears high time that the Ameri
can people wake up and demand that 
their government heed Ingersoll’s advice.

Hans Kruger
P. 0. Box 425, St. James. Minnesota

*****
3rd Award
BAIT
To the Los Angeles Examiner:

What powerful forces in this country 
are trying to destroy America as a sov
ereign nation?

These forces are using the threat of 
atomic warfare and the calculated propa
ganda of atomic blasts, evacuation and 
complete devastation as groundwork for 
scaring Americans into world govern
ment through the “atomic pool” and 
“world disarmament.”

After 22 years of nothing but tragic 
results from secret talks with Russian 

Have you seen page 45?

leaders, our officials are again engaged 
in secret talks with these same leaders 
regarding “atoms for peace.”

Secret talks in Teheran, Yalta, Pots
dam. Berlin, and Geneva have placed 
812 million helpless people into Commu
nist slavery. How can our leaders expect 
these same Communists, devoted to the 
same program, to honor any agreement, 
secret or otherwise?

One hard blow can destroy America. 
That blow is not atomic. It is the well- 
aimed. insidious blow that will destroy 
our Constitution, the strength and life 
of America.

Mrs. Robert Rapsdorf 
1210 Harvard. Claremont, Calif.

*****

4th Award
AS LENIN SAW IT
To the Toronto Globe & Mail:

Canada’s National Newspaper has now 
unequivocally declared in favor of recog
nition of Communist China, “Mao Is No 
Transient.” The address before the 
Canadian Club of “a man who could not 
be suspected of Communist sympathies” 
was nicely timed: together with the Hon. 
Mr. Pearson’s statement from Ottawa 
hinting at I N recognition.

The Communist aim stated by Lenin 
was creation of a Red China as a neces
sary prelude to a Red Asia, then a Red 
Pacific, prior to assault upon America. 
I bis will include Canada no matter how 
our foreign policy may presently differ 
from that of the United States. Com
munist strategy will always be to split 
and splinter its opponents.

Stopping Communist expansion with 
the alibi of raising the standard of liv
ing of the Asian masses is a delusion. 
The high standard of living on this 
continent is not preventing the growth 
of pro-Communist sentiment as the latest 
moves indicate.

Andrew Glen
Glenbrook Earm 

Locust Hill. Ontario, Canada
* * * * #

5th Award
QUOTES GENERAL
To the Sacramento Bee:

One of our distinguished generals 
who fought in Korea was giving a 
lecture on communism. A listener asked 
him the usual question: What do you 
think of McCarthyism?

He answered: “1 do not recognize any 
ism but Americanism. I do not know 
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McCarthy but as you have just heard 
I do knovtf communism. I have seen 
American boys tied with their hands 
behind their backs with bullet holes in 
the back of their heads. The only thing 
to do with a Communist is get him be
fore he gets you. That is what he is 
ordered to do.

“You cannot argue with him because 
his mind is closed. You cannot out-talk 
him. He can out-talk you. It is fatal 
to appease him. It is fatal to trust him. 
So I am for anybody who hunts them. 
If that includes Senator McCarthy, then 
I am for Senator McCarthy.”

Mrs. 13. Leonhardt 
819 6th St., Modesto, Calif.
* * -X- -X- -X-

6th Award
DEFENDING KNOWLAND
To the Ft. Worth Star-Telegram:

It seems the Star-Telegram has taken 
particular pains recently to demean Sen
ator Knowland and his efforts to bring 
back to America’s protection the 11 
American boys we sent out to defend us.

A Dec. 3 editorial suggests that Sena
tor Knowland should “step down” for 
daring to recommend a naval blockade 
as a means of forcing Red China to 
return our citizens. The front page of 
the same edition reports President Eisen
hower as considering the 11 U.S. boys 
the responsibility of the United Nations.

Mr. Editor, you probably have chil
dren. too; hut I have a boy six years old. 
I have no desire to send him out. 12 
years from now. to defend a country 
which will entrust his safety to the vote 
of 60 foreign nations.

Like Senator Knowland. I believe that 
America should defend Americans.

Don't you?
Wayne Stokes 

1922 Windsor Place,
Fort Worth, Texas

*****
7th Award
TRIBUTE PAID TO POSTAL MEN
To the Dallas Times Herald:

Federal employees are often criticized 
and accused of being inefficient parasites 
by the misinformed, or uninformed. In 
view of this, I would like to pay tribute 
to a group of the most efficient workers 
in the world, the U.S. Postal Service.

Several weeks ago, Mr. E. S. Samuel
son, Seagoville, Texas, received a letter 
addressed to him with Samuelson, Texas, 
as the address. This letter was mailed 
in New ork City. Last week, this writer 
received a magazine from Tunbridge 
Wells, England, and it was addressed to 
him with this address: Seagoville, Box 
263, U.S.A. Somewhere, some postal 
clerk had marked “Try Texas” and to 
Seagoville, Texas, it came. Where can 
you beat that for efficiency?

Garnet Hill
Box B, Seagoville, Texas
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8th Award
SOFT UNCLE SAM
To the Dallas News:

One of our leading dailies recently 
printed a cartoon depicting Uncle Sam. 
very grim and determined, facing a leer
ing Red Chinese across a body of water, 
while stripping his kid gloves from a 
fist as big and hard-looking as a pet
rified ham.

I'm afraid the cartoonist has com
mitted criminal libel against the gentle
man. Back in the rough-and-ready days 
of buckskin chaps and Teddy Roosevelt 
that might have been true.

But in these days of feather dusters, 
striped pants and top hats, the old man 
has learned the blessings of tolerant 
magnanimity, especially with the Com
munists, anti-anti-Communists and One- 
Worlders.

The Neivs of Woonsock, S.D., re
marks, “People come in three sorts: the 
few who make things happen, the many 
who watch things happen, and the over- 
whelming majority that don't know what 
happened.”

Leslie A. Shaw
122 East Ave. 45, 

Los Angeles 31, Calif.
*****

9th Award
LOANS, NOT GIFTS, ABROAD
To the Long Beach Fress-Telegram:

Your calling for letting our Senators 
and Congressmen know how we object 
to such waste as has occurred in the past 
should be heeded by all who desire 
honest economy in the use of taxpayers’ 
money.

Also, in the matter of handouts to 
foreign nations, I submit that it is about 
time that making them gifts should be 
stopped, especially as our past lavish 
giving seems not to have won us many 
good friends, while it has imposed a far 
too heavy burden upon the taxpayers.

From now on, why not provide needed 
financial help to deserving nations in 
loans, at low' interest if necessary, but 
repayable in equal monthly installments, 
beginning within 90 days and extending 
over not more than 20 years? Then, 
probably less would be asked for, and 
the money, having to be repaid, would be 
more carefully spent.

Walter W. Strong
5801 Garford St., 

Long Beach 15, Calif.
* * * * *

10th Award
FAVORITE PROGRAMS
To the Washington Post
Times Herald:

In Laurence Laurent’s column. 
December 26. he suggested 10 television 
programs which he would like to ex
change for something better. Two of 
these 10 were “Superman” and “Facts 
Forum.”

Contrary to most programs dealing in 

crime which children watch. “Superman 
stands for traditional American ideaK 
His motto. “Strength. Courage and Jus
tice,” inspires the children to follow’ s° 
they will become useful American citi
zens and have the foundation for buiW’
ing a good character.

Facts Forum, contrary to Mr. Lau
rent’s opinion, does present both sidf- 
of various controversial questions am 
does it quite thoroughly. The aim o' 
Facts Forum is to arouse the public'
interest in current events and to stimu
late individual participation in the shap
ing of public policy. Since, according 10 
the Constitution of the United States, th' 
people are sovereign, Facts Forum fed5 
the people should be well informed 
Many of us feel Facts Forum is doing" 
good job. Elizabeth H. Osth

126 S. Church St.. Berryville,^11' 
* * * * *

11th Award
CONFIDENCE
To the Los Angeles Examiner:

What have we in America to fear?
AMERICA, the land of energy, sku'- 

courage, vitality and plenty;
AMERICA, where the human heart >5 

as big as a mountain, tender as a sno"’ 
flake and vital as sunshine, where bus' 
people freely give their time, energ) 
and talents toward collecting funds f°f 
care of the afflicted;

AMERICA, where people are prayd 
fully concerned about the welfare of" 
man trapped in a mine, a child lodge° 
in a well curbing, or lost in the wildd' 
ness; where men by the hundreds k’f 
aside their work, volunteer their set' 
ices, and risk their lives in attempt1’ 
rescue;

AMERICA, where people are so co” 
cerned for the welfare of unfortunate 
the world over, as to share with th1’11' 
their plenty;

AMERICA, where people leave 
loved ones and challenge hazards in t1', 
remotest parts of the world to carry t'1' 
Gospel.

What have we in America to fear?
McClellan Patterson 

536 No. Hargrave, Banning. Cal' 
# * * # «

12th Award
CREEPING MILITARISM
To the Dallas News:

Have you taken a good look at 
new national reserve plan? Looks I', 
something copied verbatim from the H1 
ler Youth Movement. How can this I11'1 
pen in a democracy? And why?

Our young men shouldn’t he 
pelled to spend long years in a resefV 
program where, if they miss meeti''^ 
they can be all but jailed and g1'.], 
disciplinary action such as dishonor11’’ 
discharge for not remaining active in 1 
program for six years after spending 1 
years on active duty. Even so they w°ll|| 
be called back in case of war. Won’1 
able-bodied men have to go in casf 
major war?
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(Continued from Page 30)
Cheraw WCRE** 1420 Sat 12 :30 p
Columbia WCOS-TV** 25 Sun 2:30 p

Conway
WIS* 560 Sun 1:15 p

WLATt 1490 Mon 9:30 p

Florence
WLATt 1490 Thurs 9:30 p
WJMX** 970 Thurs 8:30 p

Georgetown
WOLS* 1230 Sun 9:15 p
WGTNf 1400 Mon 9:30 p

Greenville WFBC* 1330 Wed 10:15 p
WGVL-TV" 23 Tues 6:30 p
WGVL-TV* 23 Sun 2:00 p

Greenwood WGSWt 1350 Mon 9:30 p
WGSWt 1350 Thurs 9:30 p

Mullins WJAY* 1280
WJAY** 1280

Orangeburg WTND* 920 Sun 7 :00 p
Rock Hill WTYC* 1150 Sat 6:00 p
Spartanburg WSPA* 950 Sun 2:00 p
Sumter WFIGt 1340 Mon 9:30 p

Union
WFIGt 1340 Thurs 9 :30 p

WBCU* 1460 Fri 7 :15 p
Walterboro WALD* 1490 Thurs 7:15 p

WALD** 1490 Sun 12:15 p

SOUTH DAKOTA
Mitchell KORNt 1490 Mon 8:30 p

KORNt 1490 Thurs 8:30 p
Rapid City KRSDt 1340 Mon 8:30 p

KRSD* 1340 Sun 2:00 p
Watertown KWATt 950 Mon 8:30 p

TENNESSEE
Chattanooga WDEF* 1370 Sun 6:15 p

WAGCt 1450 Mon 8:30 p
WAGCJ 1450 Thurs 8:30 p

Cleveland WBAC* 1340 Sat 7 :00 p
WBACt 1340 Mon 9:30 p

Dyersburg WDSG* 1450 Thurs 6:45 p
WDSG+ 1450 Mon 8:30 p
WDSGJ 1450 Thurs 8:30 p

Jackson WTJS* 1390 Tues 9:45 p
WTJS** 1390 Thurs
WDXIt 1310 Mon 8:30 p

Johnson City WJHL* 910 Mon 7:30 p
WJHL-TV** 11 Tues 6:00 p
WJHL-TV* 11 Sun 3:00 p

Knoxville WROL* 620 Mon 10:15 p
WTSK-TV* 26 Thurs 9:00 p
WTSK-TV** 26 Thurs 8:00 p

Lawrenceburg WDXE* 1370 Sun 12 :30 p
Memphis WHBQ* 560 Sat 11 :00 p
Morristown WCRK + 1450 Mon 9:30 p

WCRKt 1450 Thurs 9:30 p
Murfreesboro WGNS* 1450 Sun 2 :30 p
Nashville WSM* 650 Fri 10:15 p

WSIX-TV* 8 Sun 5:00 p
Oak Ridge WOKE* 1290 Sun 7 :00 p
Paris WTPR* 710 Sun 12:30p

WTPRt 710 Mon 8 :30 p
WTPRt 710 Thurs 8:30 p

Pulaski WKSR* 1420 Mon 7:15 p
Sparta WSMT* 1050 Sun 1 :15 p
Union City WENK* 1240 Tues 7:15 p
Winchester WCDTf 1340 Mon 8:30 p

WCDTJ 1340 Thurs 8:30 p

♦ ♦ * *

Call a few friends who will call others when 
Facts Forum or any other patriotic programs are 
coming on the air.

* * * * *

TEXAS
Abilene KWKC* 1340 Sun 9:15 p
Amarillo KFDA-TV* 10 Thurs 9 :00 p

KGNC* 710 Wed 9:45 p
KAMQt 1010 Mon 8 :30 p

Ballinger KRUN* 1400
Beaumont KBMT-TV** 31 Sun 8:00 p

KBMT-TV* 31
KFDM* 560 Mon 9:15 p

Beeville KIEL* 1490 Sun 8:15 p
KIEL** 1490 Mon 7:00 p

Big Spring KTXC+ 1400 Mon 8:30 p
KTXCf 1400 Thurs 8 :30 p

Bonham KFYN* 1420 Sun 12 :15 p
KFYN** 1420 Sat 9:00 a

Borger KHUZf 1490 Mon 8 :30 p

Brownsville
KHUZt 1490 Thurs 8 :30 p
KBOR* 1600 Sat 7:00 p

Brownwood KBWDf 1380 Mon 8 :30 p
Bryan KORAt 1240 Mon 8:30 p
Cleburne KCLE* 1120 Sun 1:15 p
College Station WTAW* 1150 Fri 8:45 a
Corpus Christi KRIS* 1360 Wed 9:45 p

KVDO-TV* 22 Sun 4 :00 p
Crockett KIVY* 1290 Thurs 1:00 p

Dallas
KIVY** 1290 Tues 1 :00 p

KRLD-TV* 4 Wed 10:30 p
WFAA* 820 Wed 9:45 p
WFAA** 570 Mon 10:30 p

WRRJ 1310 Thurs 8:30 p
WRRt 1310 Mon 8:30 p

Denton KDNT* 1440 Tues 7:45 p
Kastland KERC** 1590 Sun 4:00 p
Bl Paso KEPO* 690 Sun 8:15 p

KEPO** 690
Freeport KBRZ** 1460 Sun 1 :00 p
Fredericksburg KNAFt 1340 Mon 8 :30 p

Cainsville
KNAFt 1340 Thurs 8 :30 p
KGAF* 1580 Sun 12 :45 p

Greenville KGVL* 1400 Sun 1 :15 p
Houston KPRC* 950 Wed 9:45 p
Huntsville KSAMt 1490 Mon 8:30 p
Kermit KERB* 600 Sun 1:00 p
Kerrville KERV* 1230 Fri 8:15 p
Kilgore KOCA* 1240

Eor the past six years the draft 
program has been getting stronger and 
stronger. This should be stopped. It can 
be if every person will write or wire 
his congressman to vote against creep
ing measures that are bringing militar
ism into every community of our great 
country. Charles Dickens

417 South Cypress, Roswell. N.M.
tt # # tt «

13th Award
UN EMPHASIS
To the Wall Street Journal:

The I N was a brilliant idea, but its 
influence and prestige has not worked 
out. It has failed to develop the author
ity required to prevent aggression and 
maintain peace. One lesson we should 
have learned is that the UN cannot re
place the United States as a guarantor 
of peace and security for the American 
people. And we should have learned that 
there can be no coexistence with com
munism or compromise.

Counting on the UN is a deception, 
for the only way it is able to operate 
is through moral persuasion. About all it 
has accomplished is to internationalize 
the United States Treasury, plus serving 
as a sounding-board for Communist 
propaganda.

Many people believe that the UN is 
a beginning of world government and 
that it was the general intention of its 
founders that it would ultimately be
come a world organization. A great 
many very intelligent people believe in 
“world government.

Roy F. Martin
239 W. Liberty, Wooster, Ohio
*****

14th Award
PILGRIMS TRIED COMMUNISM
To the Boston Globe:

rhe most absolute example of the 
failure of communism is given by the 
Pilgrims who landed in Plymouth 334 
years ago last Dec. 21.

They tried having things in common— 
they faced such hardships that of the 
102 who came over in the Mayflower, 
46 died the first winter—they were a 
close-knit, like-minded group sur
rounded by a wilderness. If ever com
munism could succeed, it would be under 
such conditions.

What was the result ?
The building of homes and the tilling 

of soil for the benefit of all so lacked 
incentive that they were forced to give 
it up and change to private ownership.

Then, with the stimulating fact of 
personal gain, progress was speeded up 
and all was well.

May we keep unforgettably in mind 
the vital lesson the Pilgrims taught us 
so absolutely: That WHILE COMMU
NISM MAY SEEM COOl) IN THE
ORY. IT IS ALWAYS BAD IN FACT.

Delcevare King
270 Adams Street. Quincy 69, Mass.

Kingsville KINE* 1330 Sun 6 :00 p
Lamesa KPET* 690 Sun 7:15 p
Levelland KLVT** 1230 Sun 1 :00 p
Littlefield KVOW** 1490 Sun 1:15 p
Longview KLTI** 1280 Sun 3:00 p

KLTI* 1280 Sun 12:30 p
KTVE-TV* 32 Sun 6 :15 p

Lubbock KDUB-TV* 13 Sat 5 :00 p
Lufkin KTRE* 1420 Sat 6 :15 p

KTREt 1420 Mon 8:30 p
Marlin KMLW* 1010 Thurs 5 :45 p
Midland KCRS* 550 Fri 7:00 p

KJBC* 1150 Sun 12 :00 p
KMID-TV* 2 Sat 6 :30 p

Monahans KVKMt 1340 Mon 8:30 p
Mt. Pleasant KIMP* 960
Nacogdoches KSFA* 860 Sun 2 :30 p
New Braunfels KGNB* 1420 Sun 9:00 a
Pecos KIUN* 1400 Tues 7:30p
Port Arthur KPAC* 1250 Mon 9:30 p
San Angelo KTXL-TV* 8 Sun 4 :00 p
San Antonio WOAI* 1200 Wed 9 :45 p

WOAI-TV* 4 Sun 1 :00 p
Sherman KRRV* 910 Sat 6:00 p

KRRV** 910 Sun 7 :30 p
KRRVJ 910 Thurs 8:30 p

Snyder KSNY* 1450 Sun 6 :00 p
KSNYt 1450 Mon 8:30 p

Stephenville KSTV* 1510 Sun 12:45 p
Sulphur Springs KSST* 1230 Sun 6 :45 p
Sweetwater KXOXt 1240 Mon 8:30 p

KXOXf 1240 Thurs 8 :30 p
Taylor KTAE* 1260 Sun 1 :00 p
Tyler KLTV-TV** 7 Wed 10 :00 p
Vernon KVWC+ 1490 Mon 8:30 p
Victoria KVICt 1340 Mon 8:30 p

KVICt 1340 Thurs 8:30 p
Waco KANG-TV** 34 Sun 2 :00 p

KANG-TV* 34 Sun 3:00 p
Weslaco KRGV* 1290 Wed 9:45 p

KRGV-TV* 5 Sun 10:30 p
Wichita Falls KWFT-TV* 6 Tues 9:30 p

UTAH
Logan KVNUt 610 Mon 7:30 p
Price KOALt 1230 Mon 7:30 p
Salt Lake City KSL* 1160 Sun 2 :15 p

KALLJ 910 Thurs 7:30 p
Vernal KJAM* 1340 Mon 6:00 p

KJAM** 1340 Sun 3 :00 p

VERMONT
Newport WIKE* 1490 Wed 9:30 p
St. Johnsbury WTWN* 1340 Wed 9:30 p

WTWN** 1340 Sun 8:30 p

VIRGIN ISLANDS
Christiansted,

St. Croix WIVI* 1230 To be announced
St. Thomas WSTA** 1340 To be announced

* * * * *

Don’t forget Page 45

» * * * «■

VIRGINIA
Arlington WEAMJ 1390 Sun 8:30 p
Bedford WBLTt 1490 Mon 9:30 p

WBLTJ 1490 Thurs 9:30 p
Galax WBOBt 1400 Mon 9 :30 p

WBOBJ 1400 Thurs 9:30 p
Newport

News WACH-AM** 1270 To be announced
WACH-AM* 1270 To be announced
WACH-TV* 33 To be announced
WACH-TV** 33 To be announced

Orange WJMA** 1340 Sun 9:30 p
Richmond WRVA* 1140 Sun 12 :15 p
Roanoke WSLS-TV* 10 Sat 2 :30 p

WSLS-TV** 10 Sun 2 :30 p
Staunton WAFC* 900 Sun 12:00 n
Winchester WINC-WRFL* 1400 Tues 5 :45 p

WASHINGTON
Everett KRKOt 1380 Sun 8 :30 p
Grand Coulee KFDR** 1400 Sun 3 :30 p
Moses Lake KSEM* 1450 Wed 6:30 p

KSEM** 1450 Sat 8:30 p
Olympia KGYt 1240 Sun 8 :30 p
Pullman KOFE* 1150 Sun 10:45 a

KOFE** 1150 Sun 2 :00 p
Seattle KOMO* 1000 Mon 6 :30 p

KVIt 570 Sun 8:30 p
Spokane KHQ-TV** 6 Sun 5:30 p
Tacoma KTAC* 859 Wed 9:15 p

WEST VIRGINIA
Bluefield WKOYt 1240 Mon 9 :30 p
Charleston WCAW* 1400 Sun 8:00 p
Elkins WDNEt 1240 Mon 9:30 p
Fairmont WJPB-TV** 35 Sat 8:00 p

WJPB-TV* 35 Thurs 9:30 p
Huntington WPLHt 1450 Mon 9 :30 p
Morgantown WAJRt 1230 Mon 9:30 p
Oak Hill WOAY-TV* 4 Sun 7 :30 p
Parkersburg WCEF* 1050 To bu announced

WTAP-TV** 15 Wed 9 :30 p
WTAP-TV* 15 Sun 5 :30 p

Williamson WBTHt 1400 Mon 9:30 p

WISCONSIN
Appleton WHBYt 1230 Mon 8:30 p
Ashland WATWt 1400 Mon 8:30 p

WATW* 1400 Thurs 8:30 p
Eau Claire WBIZt 1400 Mon 8:30 p

(Continued on Page 64)
tState Of Th.e Nation.♦Facts Forum (Dan Smoot); “Answers For Americans; tReporters’ Roundup;
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The Joan Hinton Letter to the

Federation of American Scientists
(Continued from Page 4i)

before. But we all pondered over Dirac 
and then suddenly 150 thousand people 
were killed. Were we to blame? We 
were only studying science, finding out 
how the world was put together. Was 
the government to blame—really? Do 
we not have any say as to what our life 
work is to be used for? Are we puppets 
or human beings? Can we not vision the 
world of tomorrow? Will it be a world 
of destruction andgmisery. agonizing 
death by radiation — or will it be a 
world where mountains are moved by 
atomic bombs td change the course of 
rivers and make rich green land out of 
deserts? Where is our imagination?

By 1948 I could not stand it any 
longer. My friends all seemed to be 
going back into secret work. Were they 
crazy? Were we who studied physics 
to spend all our lives thinking up means 
of mass extermination? Even my fellow
ship money came from the Navy. We 
were doing nonsecret work at the time. 
We needed some deuterium for our ac
celerator. In the room where I studied 
there was only a little space in the corner 
for a desk; the rest of the room was 
piled with cases of heavy water right up 
to the ceiling for the Argonne. We asked 
for some. Nowhere in America could we 
get any. Finally we sent to Norway, and 
two little bottles were sent back to us 
with a picture of a Viking ship and a 
little note saying, "I thought you had 
civilian control.”

In Washington, a friend of mine had 
asked me to go to China. I had refuse . 
I was determined to become a physicist. 
But the idea kept gnawing at nie. It 
would not let me go, until finally I felt 
like I was being caught in a horrible 
trap. No matter where you turned, you 
were faced by war, secret work, the 
Navy, the Army, and madmen locked 
in their laboratories thinking up new 
and better methods of total destruction. 
Suddenly. I made up my mind and left. 
But it was not easy. I he love of science 
and physics was pretty strong. Of all my 
notebooks and books I only had room 
for two in my trunk. I sat for a long 
time looking at those books, then took 
Joos and the handbook of physics and 
chemistry and set out for China alone 
with a terrible emptiness in my heart. I 
had broken away from everything I ever 
had desired or known. I broke away 
because I had to. I had to find out what 
was going on in the world outside of 
physics. What was happening to the 
peoples of the world—so I came to 
China, to see America from the outside 

and to understand the tremendous up
heaval going on inside Asia.

WHAT I LEARNED IN CHINA

And what have I learned in the three 
years since I have been in China? Per
haps the main thing is that the people 
of the East do not want war. That the 
peoples of the East are not interested 
in America. They are occupied with 
building up their own countries, pulling 
them out of their centuries of feudalism, 
changing them as fast as possible into 
modern, industrialized lands with abun
dance for all—lands where beggars 
cease to exist, and slums and “Maxwell 
Streets” are things of the past that the 
children read about in history books.

Everything is for peaceful production, 
for building, for life, for the people— 
and I learned something else—that these 
people can get along perfectly all right 
without America. I used to think that 
American aid would mean a lot Ito 
China. A country so backward-^how 
could she develop without American 
help? But where there is a will there is 
a way, and the Chinese people have a 
will so strong that nothing America can 
do will ever stop it. They will think of 
plenty of ways, and they will develop 
fast. The only obstacle to their develop
ment would be a war. They are not 
afraid of America. If she must fight. 
China will show that she is made of steel 
—but China will never start a war; war 
is against her every interest.

I know that you may ask, “How do 
you know? They are just filling you 
with propaganda, you fool!’ So I will 
not talk any more in generalities. I will 
only tell a few things from my experi
ence. The first is the conditions I found 
in Kuomintang, China. I spent a year in 
Kuomintang territory, and all that time 
it never ceased to amaze me why we 
(America) should be giving millions of 
dollars of aid to such a stupid, cor
rupt, conceited, useless government as 
the government of the Kuomintang. Just 
one example will suffice (though any
body who lived in Shanghai for just a 
few months at that time could cite 
countless examples). I hat is. the busi
ness of the "gold yuan.

For the fun of it. I kept a logarithmic 
plot of the inflation, and it was a fairly 
straight line. I have forgotten just now 
what the period was, but the line was 
pretty steep. It was steep enough so 
that towards the end. prices would 
double or even triple in a day.

I remember especially how carefully 

Page 60 Have you seen page 45?

I had to plan to buy a jackknife. 1 went 
to a certain place (of which kind 
Shanghai was teeming) early in the 
morning with a briefcase to cash one 
American dollar. The briefcase having 
been duly loaded full of Chinese notes. 
I ton* as fast as I could to the store and 
emptied them out on the counter before 
the price could rise. A briefcase full o( 
notes for a jackknife? The poor store
keepers were in a terrible fix. They had 
to either not count the money and get 
stuck short or hire several extra hands 
just for counting money and lose that 
much in wages anyway.

And the banks were in an impossible 
state. The cost of shipping and counting 
money was far beyond the value of the 
money. In fact, it was not even worth 
the paper it was printed on. The clerks 
in the banks were peering out from 
behind heaps of bills piled up to the 
ceiling. “Money, money everywhere, but 
not a crumb to eat.” And so, of course- 
in order to stay alive one had to pi*1 
one’s wealth into something besides 
paper money: in silver dollars, America*1 
dollars or goods, and the barter system 
flourished.

Then the government announced $ 
“currency reform.” Under penalty 01 
death, all gold, silver, American dollars- 
and hoarded goods were to be turned 
in to the banks and exchanged for th'’ 
new stable “gold yuan.” Every day th*’ 
paper had pictures of people being shot 
for disobeying their order. Houses were 
seanhed. Anyl>ody found guilty waS 
dragged off to prison. Thousands upo'1 
thousands of ordinary folk turned 1,1 
the little bit of savings they had 111 
return for paper “gold yuan.”

For a week or two, as I remembe^'• 
prices remained stable. Then whispering 
began in the black market—and son'1 
they broke—the “gold yuan” fell off 11 
pedestal. To where? Right smack 0,1 
the extrapolation of the exponential 111 
flation curve which I had been plottinr 
all year. What did this mean? One 
that the government had previous*, 
printed this tremendous excess of not*’"’ 
had held them out of circulation for j 
week or two until as much gold a*1 
silver, etc., as could be collected fr0''' 
the people was taken in, and then 1 
go, leaving the whole population 
nothing but worthless scraps of PaPer| 
Thousands upon thousands of people le 
without a cent of savings—the biggU., 
most cold-blooded mass robbery in h’j 
tory or ever dreamed of. And the 
and silver was pocketed by the 
Four”—the ruling families of China' 
and shipped to America and other sa 
places as fast as possible before l*l’cft*(, 
tion. At the time I was too stupid 
realize what was happening. I nai'^: 
assumed that this time maybe the 
ernment was finally really planning . 
do something about the inflation. 1* 
only after that point fell so perfectly
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jny curve that the truth began to dawn, 
ut even then, it took me a long time to 

really realize the treachery, the calcu
lated cold-blooded intent of these crim- 
Jnals who called themselves a govern- 
tn?nt. And it was these crooks to whom 
America was sending millions of dollars 
worth of “aid”—guns, bombs, tanks, 
trucks, and a trickle of powdered milk.

Enough for the Kuomintang. Perhaps 
the next thing I might mention is the 
■Deration of Peking. American papers 
always implied that the Chinese Commu
nists were supplied by Russia. So I 
rather expected to see Russian weapons 
as the People’s Liberation Army 
marched past. But iu the whole parade 
which I watched for three or four hours.

never saw a single Russian weapon. A 
'■w old Japanese Wins, but mostly new 
Dierican trucks, cannon., tanks, guns.

u”d trucks with “United States Army” 
Written on the side in white lettiers as,j 
Pain as day. The soldiers laughed when J 
Vdu asked them about it and said, 
r। .ncle Sam sends them to Chiang and 
-hiang sends them to us.”

I hen again, people told me that for- 
'■gners would never be allowed to 
ravel alone in the liberated areas. That 

Communists would keep a pretty 
ose eye on the travelers and be sure 

°nly to let you see what they wanted 
y°u to. In the back of my mind, 1 
। °ught perhaps this might be true, too.

Was all prepared to have an escort 
herever I might choose to go, and in 
p beginning I was given one.
J wanted to go and visit a friend of 
lne who was staying at a place about 

pe hundred miles away, so I was sup- 
P md with a guide and went. But on 
[°ming back, my friend explained that 
[i Was used to traveling and could find 
p1'' way back by myself, and without 
^Urther ado, I was left to go back alone, 
y again, the American press was wrong. 
0°. )Qdy was watching me; they were 

y helping me. I was free to look 
tjrji'v^atever ' liked. That was the first 

. C and it has been that way ever 
once; When I go to a new place, some- 

is always ready to help me out to
f . Jhe way. Once I have become 
.^diar with the place I am left com
ply free.

fa ^rst j°b was working in an iron 
of Packed away in the mountains 
Hie •, What were they making 

' hey were melting up American- 
'fa t grenades, shells, wings from 
Op* h‘(l planes sent from America to 
Set,1?1?"’ steel a,1(l aluminum of weapons 
■h<' i America to kill them and mak- 
"■M । “ni lute cooking pots, ploughs, 
thj 1<)es- । hey were transferring these 
^il'j8 °r ‘lestruction into useful tools to 

UP a new ancl prosperous China, 
IJate10^ Wa"on wheels and pumps and 

s for irrigation canals.
a^ericans would probably not even 

realize it was a factory, and they would 
laugh at it when told so—not even a 
lathe, nothing but the hands of the peo
ple. Everything was made by hand. But 
Americans might do a little thinking, 
too. I he Chinese with their bare hands 
are building up a new' nation, while the 
Americans with their tremendous in
dustrial strength are preparing to de
stroy mankind.

The Chinese are not afraid; they are 
just sorry. If America were not pre
paring for war — if she were not 
threatening China at every point—China 
could put even more effort into con
struction, into building better homes for 
her people, into eliminating floods, into 
stabilizing crops, into bringing in 
machinery and transforming their land 
from one of despair and poverty into 
one of prosperity, enlightenment, a na
tion of scientists working for the en
richment of mankind. But America 
seems bent on war. So China will con
tinue her construction despite America. 
She will keep on putting all she has into 
thg bcttermeut of the lixing conditions 
of her people. But al the same lime, she 
will never stop watching America. She 
will not tolerate any high-handed actipn 
against her sovereignty. She is not* 
afraid, and her people know how to 
fight and know what they are fighting 
for. Anyone who came to work at that 
factory could not help but learn this. 
Phe irresistible strength of New China 
seemed to permeate everything, even the 
silent walls of the caves at night, wav
ing black shadow's and crimson reflec
tions from the furnaces outside.

Since then all of China has been 
liberated, and she now has more regular 
factories day by day. Skilled mechanics 
and engineers are being trained. Though 
some places still work by hand, others 
are forging ahead still faster with ma
chines while others are using machines 
to make machines. It will not take her 
long.

At present I am working on an 
animal-breeding farm in Inner Mon
golia. Of what I have learned here I w ill 
only say the following: that I was 
amazed to hear Acheson—a responsible 
representative of the U.S. government— 
say that the Soviet Union was “annexing 
whole territories” of Northeast China 
and Inner Mongolia to herself. 1 have 
lived here two years. So far 1 have oidy 
seen one thing Russian, that is. ten So
viet stallions given to our farm for 
breeding purposes, along with apparatus 
for artificial insemination. What are we 
doing with these stallions? We are 
breeding the farmers’ horses and the 
Mongolian ponies, improving the horses 
of Mongolia. The farmers come for miles 
around to get their horses bred.

The stallions were given to China 
under the Agreement signed last year— 
an Agreement of friendship and mutual
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assistance between China and the Soviet 
I nion. The Chinese are free to use them 
where and as they see fit. The Soviet 
Union does not interfere. To the peas
ants here, the Soviet Union is symbol
ized by these stallions—sleek-haired, re
fined. bigger than anything they have 
ever seen before and with no stud fees. 
The silent eyes of these ten stallions tell 
more to the Mongolian horsemen than 
any amount of insinuating speeches that 
Acheson ever could. If this is what is 
meant by being annexed by the Soviet 
I nion, then they would just as soon! 
They are not afraid of words; they only 
believe in what they see. And what do 
they see as far as America is concerned? 
Again, it is not empty words of friend
ship which impress them. It is bombing 
planes, guns, and tanks given to the 
Kuomintang. In our farm’s cornfield are 
two old craters from American-made 
bombs. No amount of speeches from 
American diplomats can erase these 
holes, and the people do not easily for
get.

CHINA WANTS PEACE

I he people of China want peace. The 
people of the world want peace, includ
ing the people of America. Though I 
suppose I have been away too long to 
still be .^considered a member of the 
American scientists, yet I personally still 
feel as though J am one of you. I have 
w^ilte^ you to del xou know at least 
the sL«ry of ouc of your members. One 
person refusing to work on secret pro
jects, refusihf to work on war, of course, 
does no good, nut all of you at home 
united together have a very special 
strength in your hands. I only want to 
say to you: Use your strength, use 
whatever you can to work actively for 
peace and against war. As long as there 
is war. science will never be free. Are 
we scientists going to spend our lives 
in slavery for madmen who want to 
destroy the world?

At home one gets frightened. Listen
ing to so much war talk one begins to 
believe that if we do not prepare for 
war the other side will, and then we 
will be destroyed. But now I have been 
living on the other side for some time 
and know for sure that this is a lot 
of lies, that China wants peace and is 
working for peace with all she has. She 
will never attack America, nor will any 
of her allies. If you people would only 
believe this, if you could only see for 
yourselves as 1 am seeing, then. I am 
sure you would not hesitate for a minute 
to work for peace with every ounce of 
strength von have.

So long for now and remember me to 
whomever is there that I might know.

Sincerely.
(Signed) Joan Hinton, 

People’s China 
June 4, 1951.
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ROY COHN and the ATOM SPIES
(Continued from Page 53)

ing morning I told my wife that I would 
give the information.

Q. Does that complete the conversa
tion to the best of your memory that 
took place between you and your wife?

A. That's right. Then when I had told 
her what the conversation was—I mean, 
1 told her I would do it. she asked me 
for specific things that Julius had asked 
her to find out from me.

Q. You mean specific information 
about the Manhattan Project?

A. That’s right.
Q. Would you tell us, as you recall 

it, what your wife asked you?
A. She asked me to tell her about the 

general layout of the Los Alamos atomic 
project, the buildings, number of people, 
and stuff like that; also scientists that 
worked there, and that was the first 
information I gave her.

Q. You say she asked you for that 
information, is that right?

A. She asked me for that informa
tion. When I gave it to her, she memo
rized the information.

Q. Do you know whether she wrote 
this information down or not?

A. She did not write the information 
down.

Q. Did you have any conversation 
with her as to whether she was going to 
write it down or not?

A. She told me that she was instructed 
not to write it down, but to memorize it.

Q. Instructed by whom?
A. Instructed by Julius.
Q. In giving to your wife the names 

of the scientists working at Los Alamos 
on that occasion, can you now recall any 
of the names which you furnished to 
her?

A. I gave her Oppenheimer’s name. 
I gave her Bohr’s name and Kistiakow- 
ski’s name.

Q. Did you tell her about this Bohr- 
Baker situation.

A. I did.
Q. You say you gave her a general 

description of the layout at Los Alamos, 
is that right?

A. That’s right.
Q. How about the number of people 

there, the personnel, did you give any 
estimate of figures on that?

A. I gave her an estimate of how 
many people there were in the technical 
area.

Q. After you furnished this informa
tion to your wife, did your wife return 
to New York?

A. My wife returned to New York, 
and I had told her that I would be in 
New York in January on furlough. So 

she left for New York knowing that I 
was going to be there.

Q. Did you actually have a furlough 
in January?

A. I arrived home January 1. 1945.
Q. How long was your furlough?
A. It was a 15-day furlough with 

travel time.
Q. How long was that as a practical 

matter?
A. About 21 or 22 days.
Q. When you say you arrived home, 

where were you and your wife then 
living?

A. 266 Stanton Street in Manhattan.
Q. After your arrival in New York, 

did there come a time when you saw 
the defendant Julius Rosenberg?

A. Yes, he came to me one morning 
and asked me to give him information, 
specifically anything of value on the 
atomic bomb, whatever I knew about it.

Q. Where did this conversation take 
place?

A. In my home at 266 Stanton Street.
Q. Did you say this was in the morn

ing?
A. This was in the morning and he 

told me to write up this information at 
night, late at night, and he would be 
back the following morning to pick 
it up.

Q. About how long after you had 
arrived in New York did this conversa
tion take place?

A. A few days after I arrived.
Q. And did he outline to you in any 

further detail the information he 
wanted ?

A. He asked me what I was doing out 
there, and I told him I was working on 
lenses, H. E. [high explosive] lens 
molds.

Q. That is the lens molds in connec
tion with Dr. Kistiakowski’s work that 
you told us about?

A. That is right.
Q. What else?
A. And he told me to write it up, to 

write up anything that I knew about the 
atomic bomb.

Q. Anything else?
A. He gave me a descri pt ion of the 

atom bomb. [Emphasis supplied.]
Q. Did you do any writing at that 

time?
A. I wrote up the information he 

wanted that evening. It included 
sketches on the lens molds and how they 
were used in experiments.

Q. Anything else?
A. Plus a description of it.
Q. Anything else?
A. Plus a list of scientists who were 

on the project.

Q. Do you recall the names of any of 
these scientists?

A. Yes, I gave him the same ones 1 
had given him originally, plus, I gave 
him a scientist, Baker. I also gave him 
a scientist by the name of—well, there 
was one Hans Baker.

Q. Do you know what his field was?
A. Yes, his field was theoretical 

physics.
Q. Did you furnish that information?
A. I gave that information, too.
Q. And you say there were some other 

scientists whose names you do not re
call?

A. 1 don't recall at this moment.
Q. Was this information turned over 

to Rosenberg?
A. It was, the following morning.
Q. Where?
A. At my home.
Q. You turned that information over 

to Rosenberg the following morning in 
your home at 266 Stanton Street, is that 
right ?

A. Yes.
[At this point, U.S. district court ses

sion was adjourned. Green glass’ testi
mony resumed again March 12. 1951. 
with Mr. Cohn continuing the question
ing.]

Q. Mr. Greenglass, before we ad
journed Eriday afternoon, I think we 
were at the point where Rosenberg had 
returned to your apartment to get this 
information on the atom bomb that he 
had asked you to write down; is that 
correct?

A. That is correct.
Q. Will you tell us again—first of all 

did you in fact furnish him with written 
information concerning the atom bomb?

A. I did.
Q. Will you tell us just what infor

mation you furnished him with on that 
day?

A. I gave him a list of scientists who 
worked on the project. I gave him some 
sketches of fiat-type lens molds, and 1 
gave him some possible recruits.

Q. What kind of recruits?
A. For Soviet espionage.
Q. What did Mr. Rosenberg say 

about recruiting scientists or recruiting 
anybody to help?

A. He said he wanted a list of people 
who seemed sympathetic with commit' 
nism and would help furnish informa
tion to the Russians.

Q. And you furnished him with such 
a list; is that correct?

A. I did.

(To be continued in the April issue 
of Facts Forum News.)

Next month's installment of David 
Greenglass’ testimony will cover the vis'1 
to New Mexico of Harry Gold, link will' 
Klaus Fuchs.
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Income Tax Amendment
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(Continued from Page 3)

of its parts. The key to national pros
perity and a high standard of living is 
the total national income, not the income 
of just a few men. The great objective 
is an expanding national income, more 
equitably distributed. This can be pos
sible only if devices such as the grad
uated income tax and the lax on inherit
ances are used to prevent a few men 
from monopolizing a dangerous portion 
of the national wealth.

The income lax has discouraged dan
gerous accumulations of private wealth. 
When great wealth and power are con
centrated in a few hands, democracy 
vanishes. Private wealth, when uncon
trolled, tends to concentrate; and eco
nomic despotism results.17

Such tyranny of a small financial 
oligarchy has been at least partially 
averted by our heavy death and gift 
taxes and by the progressive income 
tax system.17

During the last twenty years we have 
experienced a great leveling process in 
America. We are nearer now than ever 
More to the national ideal of equality 
for all Americans.

TO EACH HIS FAIR SHARE

The graduated income tax is neces
sary if everyone is to get his fair share 
°f the national wealth.

fhe federal government is the only 
‘Ostitution which represents all the peo
ple of the nation. Hence, it is not safe f ’'or us to permit vast concentrations of 

ritten 
nnih-

—Wide World Photo 
। ^resident Eisenhower shown signing into 
.Q*' a bill cutting excise taxes by 999 million 
l°Pars. The President said he believed the 
v9islation would help stimulate business.

gnomic power anywhere except in the 
^ds of the federal government. One 

the chief services of the income tax 
l!i to break up concentrations of eco- 
P/'^ic power and transfer that power to 

federal government where it can be 
,ls'd for the benefit of all.

It is true that some very wealthy men 

have used their fortunes for charitable 
purposes which have been of great bene
fit to others. But history does not bear 
out an assumption that a society which 
fosters great accumulations of wealth in 
a few hands is the best society. It de
pends on what kind of hands. A nation’s 
wealth should be widely distributed al 
a moderate level. The American econ
omy has been moving toward such broad 
distribution.15

Our present income tax is funda
mentally American because it curtails 
the development of a privileged class. 
By progressive taxation, we level off the 
peaks and valleys in our economic and 
social terrain and compel a more even 
and equitable distribution of the na
tional wealth.

An unforeseen benefit arising out of 
the Income Tax Amendment has been 
its value in suppressing crime. Everyone 
knows that some of our most notorious 
and vicious criminals have been clever 
enough to escape conviction for their 
crimes but have been imprisoned for 
evasion of the income tax. This law 
operates to require criminals to reveal 
their dishonestly gained income or risk 
imprisonment for evasion of the income 
tax.

The opponents of the income tax say 
that the government should spend less. 
They conveniently ignore the fact that 
most of the expenditures of the federal 
government go to defend our country 
against communism. Their only answer 
to this is isolation—which in the mod
ern world would mean national suicide.

Today we could not even pay the 
interest on our national debt if we did 
not have an income tax, because today 
the interest on our national debt costs 
us more than the entire operations of 
government used to cost.18

Without an income tax, what would 
we do about veterans’ benefits; about 
the construction of a modern, adequate 
highway system; about the expansion of 
a health program to aid those who can
not afford needed medical care?

NO PARITY PAYMENTS?

How could the government make par
ity payments to farmers if we did not 
have an income tax? How is the indus
trial worker to be assured a continuance 
of steady employment if the government 
does not have sufficient revenue to pay 
for the vast quantities of products it 
requires?

The Employment Act of 1946 requires 
the federal government to use all practi
cal means to promote maximum employ
ment, production, and purchasing 
power. The government could hardly be 
expected to perform this service and to 
regulate and stabilize the national econ

omy if tax rates were frozen into the 
Constitution. It would seriously limit 
many of the services now demanded of 
government by the taxpayers and would 
throw upon the state and local govern
ments the burden of performing these 
services.19

A constitutional tax limitation would 
be detrimental to the individual states in 
another way. It would curtail the gov
ernment’s grants-in-aid to states and 
communities, which now total about 
three billion dollars a year. For instance, 
the President’s ten-year plan for a bet
ter highway system contemplates a total 
expenditure of 50 billion dollars, 26 bil
lion of which will be contributed by the 
federal government. Should the income

—Wide World Photo
Candling process used in inspection of 

eggs helps internal revenue collectors to de
tect checks overlooked by clerks who re
move tax returns from the envelopes. Here a 
collections officer makes use of a converted 
pinball machine which each day turns up 
about ten checks that have gone unnoticed.

tax be discontinued, or drastically 
limited as has been proposed, the full 
burden of just such programs as this one 
would fall on the individual states, and 
the poorer states just could not meet 
such large obligations. The program 
would have to be reduced in the very 
slates where it is most needed.19

It is significant that only one gov
ernor — Governor Lee of Utah — has 
come out flatly for repeal of the Income 
Tax Amendment.

While it is true that the states could 
lake over some of the services now ren
dered by the federal government, ex
perience has shown that central coor
dination is necessary if the people of all 
the states are to receive benefits equally. 
We have worked out a partnership of 
federal, state, and local governments 
which promotes equality throughout the 
nation, preserves economic freedom, and 
maintains a high level of prosperity.19

Forty-eight separate states could not 
use the taxing power to temper infla
tionary booms and to cushion depres
sions. Only the federal government can 
do this; and if the taxing power were 
limited, this service would be jeopard
ized, if not destroyed.
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Proposals to repeal the Income Tax 
Amendment come only from right-wing 
extremists. These people claim to be 
anti-Communists, but they would destroy 
the first line of defense against Com
munist Russia — the financial base of 
our enormous defense effort.

How could our government finance 
its vast programs of assistance to needy 
and needed allies against communism all 
over the world without an income tax?20

AMERICA'S RESPONSIBILITY

America has an enormous responsi
bility of leadership in the free world 
community of nations. The conduct of 
foreign policy is reserved to the federal 
government by the Constitution. The 
United Nations is the greatest hope for 
peace. As the wealthiest nation in the 
world, we must bear our fair share 
of the expense of operating this organ
ization. We cannot meet these moral 
obligations without adequate federal 
revenues.21

Communism feeds on poverty and 
want in the backward areas of the world. 
We must promote conditions which will 
discourage the spread of communism. 
Revenue to meet these needs is essential 
for our own self-defense. Nearly every 
step we take to check the spread of 
communism is dependent upon the in
come tax for revenue. Without the in
come tax we could not have had the 
Marshall Plan which saved many Euro
pean countries from communism. The 
President’s new Asian aid program 
could not even be considered, were it 
not for the income tax. We could not 
have fought the war against communism 
in Korea without an income tax. We

—Wide World Photo
Governor J. Bracken Lee of Utah
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On the lighter side of the tax picture (left), a Miami Beach resident tries to dig in 

his tax problems get knottier but finds his headache follows right along. At right, Georgi0 
Tech students hope engineer can solve their income tax return problems on the A.C. Network 
Calculator installed on the school campus.

could not have fought World War II 
against the tyranny of fascism without 
the income tax. We couldn’t even have 
fought the first world war to make the 
world safe for democracy without an 
income tax.

When we adopted the Income Tax 
Amendment in 1913, we paved the way 
for converting our government from a 
do-nothing government to a do-some
thing government.22

We had to wait twenty years for a 
great humanitarian statesman—Roose
velt—who had the courage to utilize the 
enormous taxing power which the In
come Tax Amendment made possible.

Roosevelt was a pioneer in using the 
government’s taxing power to regulate 
the national economy for the benefit of 
the nation.

Truman and Eisenhower continued 
and developed this new American sys
tem until today the American economy 
is the marvel of the modern world.

Abandoning the modern, progressive 
taxing system which has been developed 
through years of harsh experience would 
create chaos and bring upon the nation 
conditions even worse than those we 
experienced during the depression.

*****

There, in quick review, are both 
sides of a Facts Forum question:

“Should the Income Tax Amend
ment be repealed?”

*****
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THIS MONTH'S SLOGAN

Put America FIRST To Make America LAST 
Submitted by MAKY SMITH, Decatur, Illinois

FACTS FORUM POLL QUESTIONS
(Closes March 10)

Yes No
Q Q 1- Should we let the Chinese fight the Reds?
Q0 2. Do U.S. servicemen lose I .S. protection when fighting under the UN? 
Q0 3. Is a raise in pay for our congressmen justifiable?
Q I I 4. \\ ill our decision to defend Formosa he tempered by coexistence policies? 
Cl O 5. Are our Supreme Court Justices keeping faith with our Constitution ? 
C  6. Is every increase in government authority a step toward Socialism? 
00 Should Congress establish a medical insurance plan?
00 8. If China was represented in the IN would it promote peace in Asia?
C 0 9. (.an petitions to our government help in the deciding of important issues?
C 0 10. Is reciprocal trade really reciprocal?
Cl 0 ID With today’s missiles, do you favor construction of “Super’’ air-carriers? 

 0 12. Should American History be a compulsory course in all of our colleges? 
Cl 0 13. Will U. S. lose Japan to Communists in economic trade war?
C 0 14. Would a nationwide curfew curb juvenile delinquency?

Name (Please Print) NO. AND ST. CITY AND STATE

* To receive regular Facts Forum Poll card each month, already addressed and with postage 
P”id, simply write your request once to Facts Forum, Dallas 1. Texas.

* You or your friends may write in your votes by listing your answers on a separate sheet of 
PQper, simply omitting the questions on which you have no opinion (for example, 1. Yes,

* No, 4. Yes, etc.), and mailing to Facts Forum, Dallas 1, Texas (no other address neces- 
Sqry). Your votes will be counted the same as if they were entered on a ballot.

See Page 29 for Results of February Poll

POLL QUESTION WINNERS
FOR MARCH 

1st Award—$64.00 
ARLINE CRAIG 

937 Summit 
New Haven, Indiana

2nd Award—$32.00
MRS. VIRGINIA B. ALMORE 

356 N. Craig St. 
Pittsburgh 13, Pa.

4th: A. E. DIXON 
512 E. Sixth St. 
Okmulgee, Okla.

5th: MISS CONCHA V. SAVAGE 
8O4’/2 N. Kingsley Dr. 
Los Angeles 29, Calif.

5th: MRS. PEGGY COOK 
138 Disraeli Rd.
Putney, S.W. 1 5, England

7th: PHILIP W. COOKE 
208-A Vance St. 
Chapel Hill. N. C.

8»h: MRS. O. A. METTZ 
Box 1654 
Oklahoma City 1, Okla.

9»h: JOSEPH A. MORAN 
1428 Amsterdam Ave. 
New York 27. N. Y.
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3rd Award—$16.00
MRS. ELVIN ALLEN 

Bristow, Nebraska

10th: MRS. ELIZABETH H. OSTH 
126 S. Church St. 
Berryville, Va.

11th: MICHAEL J. CANNULI
Purser, S. S. France 
Ponce, Puerto Rico

12th: JAMES N. AZIM, JR.
Box 208, St. Thomas College 
St. Paul, Minn.

13th: GEORGE DURST 
P. O. Box 61 
Jamaica, N. Y.

14th: ARTHUR N. BISHOP 
P. O. Box 532 
Dallas 21, Texas

What they’re saying , . .

about FACTS FORUM

... We have found this magazine to he a 
valuable aid, particularly in the areas of 
government and economics.... May we thank 
you again for the thoughtful gift.

Mamie Wilkerson, Librarian 
Fayetteville State Teachers College 

Fayetteville, N. C.

We watch your wonderful program FACTS 
FORUM every Sunday evening. In our esti
mation, it’s the greatest program on TV....

Mr. and Mrs. George Brennan
Twin Oaks, Box 190, Rt. 4, Hayne Blvd.

New Orleans, La.

... I appreciate the fact that both sides of 
public questions are presented in the same 
issue....

Charles S. Deteveiler
1172 Roslyn St., Denver, Colo.

... I cannot express by the written word
I how much we enjoy your programs....

Mrs. Joseph M. Armstrong
730 See St., Warrenton, Va.

... Enjoy listening to both sides so ably 
presented by Dan Smoot.

Florence Turner
Tacoma, Wash.

Will you please thank the group respon
sible for our twelve-month subscription ... ? 
I am sure that this magazine will be read 
with interest by our students.

Minnie Marsden Ward. Librarian 
Western Maryland College 

Westminister, Md.

... I greatly admire the way highly com
plex problems are presented in the Facts 
Forum News and broadcasts—problems that 
are being more and more realized as of vital 
concern to every American citizen.

E. Tolles Chamberlain
223 S. Catalina Ave., Pasadena, Calif.

Yours is a worthy project, for an informed 
public can better govern itself. I believe 
Facts Forum is helping to generate interest 
and enthusiasm in national affairs.

Charles Brown
4560 Jackson St., Gary, Ind.

I feel a deep obligation to Facts Forum. 
... I think Facts Forum is the greatest 
American educational institution in ex
istence.

Ed. II. Button
518 W. 12th St., Dallas, Texas

... It is with great pleasure we accept the 
year’s subscription.... After thoroughly 
checking the articles and reading some of 
them, I know this magazine will be of great 
interest to our student body and faculty....

Dorothy Reichard. Acting Librarian
State Teachers College, California, Pa.
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SJ Dan Smoot

See also Page 27

What they're saying about Dan
i

Smoot
li'

“Home-keeping youth have ever homely wit,” 
said Shakespeare. We don t know about that, but 
we do know that Dan Smoot keeps his wits sharp
ened and his information current by fortnightly 
commutation between Washington and Dallas.

R. 6. Pape . 
P. O. Box B, 
Garland, Ark.

Mr. Smoot, I feel that you ore all 
doing a great iob for America. It is 
very slow work, but without it this 
republic will not survive. . . .

Adolphe Menjou 
722 N. Bedford Dr., 
Beverly Hills, Calif.

I ha**"** ^ad a minute’s peace 
since I"* husband . . . heard your 
proarai" •" 7* la*f w*<k- H< was 
spellbound at the speech Dan Smoot 
made about foreign trade: he said, 
"That i* *"* *he mo$t ’■••"‘’’’•“’ble 
young ”

Mrs. C. J. Seitz 
Hillcrest Estate, 
Punxsutawney, Pa.

-ro’T1
I wish to express nW 

especially to Mr. Da" ’ eyi, t 
have superbly met " |
need of our times — ’".. C ] 
ment of good cltlsewj'^ i1* 
ful adherence to Chr1»’10 f

Margaret L. ■?»!?**«■' I 
2900 Conneeticut r 
Washington, D. **•

.... We heard an address by Dan 
Smoot. . . . We were almost spell* 
bound by . . . his fluency of expres
sion, his convincing argument, his 
array of facts (which we know are 
facts). . . .


