W ddard L LN

Approved For Release 2003/11/04 : CIA-RDPSOBO1676R004f{(-)009007357-1

MEMORARDUM FOR: Deputy Director (Plans)

SUBJECT: letter to M. '191 h&erﬁon Concerning Criticism
of Radio Liberation Programs.

HEFERRICE: Your Instructions by Telephone on 1 July.

This memorandum suggests action on the part of the DD/P.

in sccordance with reference instructions, I sttach hereto
a suggested draft of a letter to be sent over your signature to
¥r. loy Hsndersco in conpection with Mr. Isasc Don levine's

eriticisa of Redlio Liberatlion programs.
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CCRD MEYEBR, JR.
Chief
Internetional Organizations DPivision

Attachment
latter for DD/P's signature
25X1 ¢/10, ha(2 July 1958)
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begaty Under Secretery for Administretion
Tepartamat of State
waghlagton, B.C.

Pesar Loy:

. Allen Dulles has asbed me to inform you that we heve
revieved the materisl conceraing Radio Liberatior Russisn
ianguege broadcssts which Mr. Issae Don iavire left with you ix
April. Mr. levise was certainly correct and Relpful to us ia
1deatifying s nusber of errors ic judpmsi but ve found nowhare
aay substentistiom of his oharges that the programs in question
reflected subversion or appessement. Certain sdministrative
steps have been tskxen within #adio iiberstion to improve the gualivy
of the pews programs. Iovever, 1 sheuld sdd that Mr. lavine, is
his understantebly guick reviev, drew comclusions in & nusber of
cases which were not supported by thorough resding of the seripts.

Mr. Dullss thought you would went to know these thipgs
issspaach as ¥Mr. Levims took bis criticiss to you. A copy of cur
fizdings iz this mstter, based o& sn sualysis of the saxe seripts
ir the originnl ianguage which Mr. levine commmated upor, is
sttsched for such study ax you msy wish to give 1t.

Dacause we value Mr. ievine's centribution to this projsct
end o not wiah to put his on the defensive, ve propose o discuss
our fisdings orslly with him, rather than to show him the full
report; aad we weuld appreciste knoving 1f this coincides with
your own view as to how the mstier shculd be handled with him.

wincerely,
(Signed) FRANK §. WISHEQ

Fravk 8. ¥isner
Deputy Birector, Plans.
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27 JUN 1958
MEMORANDUM FOR: Director of Central Intelligence
SUBJECT & Criticism of Radio Liberation Russian
Language Programs
REFERENCE: IG Memorandum for DCI dated 19 June 1958.

T concur in the recommendations made therein with one exception:
it is suggested that the following be substituted for paragrarh 3c:

m3c, that you express to Mr, Henderson your belief
that the most tactful way to handle this will be for
you to discuss the findings orally with Mr. Levine
rather than to show him the full report, and that
you would appreciate his (Henderson's) views on this
apvroachh,

STAT

rd

FRANK G. WISNER
Deputy Director (Plans)

ce: DDCI
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19 June 1958

MEMORANDUM FOR: Director of Central Intelligence

SUBJECT . Criticism of Radio Liberation Russian Language
Programs
REFERENCE : Undated Memorandum from C/10 to DCI (attached)

1. This memorandum contains recommendations for your
approval, in paragraph 3.

2. In accordance with your instruction I have worked with
Chief, 10, in reviewing the allegations made by Messrs. Isaac Don
Levine and Eugene Lyons concerning ""harmful, perverse, pro-Soviet
items' which they claimed were carried by Radio Liberation. I have
reviewed the material prepared by the IO Division on these broadcasts
and ‘concur with the views of the Chief, 10 Division, that Mr. Levine's
criticisms were highly exaggerated. While there obviously were some
errors of judgment and ineptness, there is no proof of subversion or
appeasement., The IO Division has already taken steps to improve the
direction of Radio Liberation, and these changes appear to be in good
order.

3. I have discussed this matter with the Chief, IO Division, and
consequently make the following recommendations, with which I believe
he is in agreement:

a. that inasmuch as Mr. Levine took his criticisms

initially to Loy Henderson, that you advise Mr. Henderson
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that a thorough review has been made of the charges which
does not substantiate the allegations;

b. that if Mr. Henderson so desires, a copy of the report
be made available to him for such study as he wishes to
make of it;

c. that you suggest to Mr. Henderson that he may wish
to talk to Levine about this;

d. following the above, that you invite L.evine and L.yons

to return to Washington and go over the material with them.

L§man B. Kirkpairick
Inspector General

The recommendations contained in paragraph are approved:

Director of Central Intelligence

cc: DDCI
cc: C/10 Division
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Director of Central Intelligence

VIA: peputy Director (Plans)
Chief, Psychological snd Paranilitary Staff
SURJECT: criticism of Radic Lideration Russisn Language
Programs .

This memorandum is for information omly, particular reference
is mede to parsgraph 1.

1. In & letter of 15 March 1958 to Nr. Howland gargeant,
Mr. Isssc Don levine cited forty-five items out of Fifty complete
daily Redioc liberstion Rusaian-langunge programs for the period
october 1957 - Pebrusry 1958 which he termed “hersful, perverse,
pro-Soviet items whish follovw a definite patiern of sppessement of
Red imperislism and which show aa unmistakeble pattern of infiltira-
tion by elsments set upon subverting from within the purpeses and
policies of Redic Liberation.” 10 Division has analyzed the sane
original seript material revieved and compented upon by Mr. lavine.
The text of this sualysis 1s sttached (Tsb A). %he Pivision's
conclusions, based on this snalysls, follow:

#. HNo substantisticn of Mr. levine's charges of
appeasemant sad subversion is Tound.

b. Some of the items to vhich Nr. lavioe objected do
display errors of judgment and ineptness in datailed treatment.

c. Whole eategories of programs sttscked by Mr. Levine
follow s basically sound prepagsnda line, although 20me
errcﬁ gx the detailed implementation of that line vere
ﬁm s »

d. Nr. Ievipe bes glven an erronedus fmpression of the
spirit and content of & lsrge mumber of the scripts he eited,

a3 well as

St 7‘3:‘33?“5
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as well a8 of RL's over-all handling of a given subjeet.

€. The nature of many of Mr. Ievine's cosments raises
the gquestion whetber he 1s, in fact, in sgreement with RL's
assigned role and missiom.

2. Mr. Levine was fully Justified in objecting to sowe poorly
conceived prograze and to errore in details of others, although meny
of his generalized conclusicns were unfounded or based on mistsken
premises. Outatanding smong the poorly conceived programs were the
two Meo seripts (p. 1, Tab A), the news report of Rep. Celiffr's
harsh eritieism of Secretary of State Dulles (and the error ecncern-
ing the Congressman's Party sffiliation) {p. 20, Ted 4), and the
brosdenst in substantial part of the Kennan lectures {pp. £3 - 26,
Teb A)}. Concerning tha letter, it should be noted that, although the
last four leetures were condensed Tor droadeest by RL, although RBL
dissociated itself from Kennan's forelgn policy views and carried
meterial oppusing these views, RL neverthsless very evidently
overplayed the lectures. Objection properly could be taken slso tc
errors of commission or omission in the datailed bandling.of other
RL programs. Thus, for example, grester care should have been tsken
in news reports of strikes in the West, doth to avoid ereating the
impression of seriocus socisl disturbance and to polnt up the rights
and schievements of free lsbor (pp. 9, 89 -~ 30, Tab A). The misquoted
reference to U.8. publiication of the Djilas book was & grievous error
{p- 6, Tob A}, Also, RL's dissant with State Depariment's action in
the Bronstein passport case, while permissible in prineiple, should
have been more restrained in its eriticism (p. 17, Tsb A).

3. RL operstes on the basic propeganda premise that it must
often report events, the imsediaste ilmpact of which may be unfavorable
to the U.5. and the West, so that, heving displayed its “cbjectivity”
to its liatepers, it could effectively place thesae events imto proper
perspective. This was the approach followed in the cases, for example,
of Sputulk snd its resultent repercussions in the re-evaluations of
Americean 1ife and NATO. It is quite probable that Bl mey have gone
too far to condition its awlience in some cases. HNavertheless, prograas
such as those dealing with Sputnik and other significant world happen-
ings elearly attexpted to wring the maximm propeganda advantage from
their sublects.

%, The methcds employed by Mr. Levine in snalysing RL's scripis
led, in the majority of cases {26 out of &5), to s significant
distortion of their charseter and of RL's bandling of individual subjects.
This became evident vhen whole sentences, instead of fragmente of
sentences, when complete paregraphs, instead of parts cf paragrephs,

when whole
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when whole seripts, instesd of rendom PESEagasS, and when a nusber

of ralsted programs, instesd of ssolated programs, vers examined.
Among the materials thus shown to have been aisrepressented were

the progrems on the Werssv Po Prostu demonstrations (pp. 1 - 2, Tab A);
on fiputoik and the U.5. sad Te-evaluations (pp. 3, 6 - 8, 11 - 18,
38 - 39; 21 - 23; 30 - 32, Teb A); the dlalogue on the Bolghevik
Revolution (pp. 9 - 105 Tedb A); the festure oh the October revolutions
and Znukov's dismissal (pp. 10 = 11, Tsb A); the Fest and Pratley
interviews {(pp. 14 - 16; 26 - 29, Tab A); the programs on the K.Y.
subwey strike (pp. B9 - 30, Tab A), the Egypt-Syria merger {yp. 39 -
40, Tab A), the U.B.-USER Exchange Agresmant (pp. 35 - 38, Tab A

and the Summit Conference (pp. 41 - 42, Tab A). Even on the matter

of the ¥ennsn biography, Mr. Lavine's guotation of only part of &
santance crested a seriously mislesding impression (p. 26, Tab A).

5. It is not clear whether Mr. javine's real guerrel is with
the msnner in which RL consistently tries t0 implement ite sssigned
role, as recently formalized in the official peper (ray Brosdcasting
Pulicy Toward the Joviet Union, " or with that policy, itself. Be is
awere generslily, however, that in place of its former posture of
fostering & violent, revolutionsry overthrow of the Soviet regime,
with its concomitant vilifying denunciatory and carping propagenia
spproech, RL now follows the concept of supporting and stimulating
those sctual and latent forces in Soviet society vhich can veeken
the fabric of totslitarisn Party control and prepare the ground
for the eventual elimination, in one wey oOr ancther, of the FParty
dictatorship. Cerryiag out this “evolutionary™ mission means that
Rl attempts to stimulste the thinking of the Soviet peoples, and
primarily of the power elite groups, in & ¢alm, reasoned manner.

BL's eriticism of Soviet dcmestic and internationsl policies must be
serfous end thoughtful; the Soviet sudience mst be presented with a
veriety of thought-prevoking materisl. 9 win the confidence of its
1lsteners and to communicete better with thes, Rl tries to appear 83

an independent repressntative of their legitimate interesis, utilizging
their outlook and framee of reference. ™is mission and its implementia-
tion are much more difficult than was Ri's former role, and the
possibility of error is greater. All the more gtringent, therefore,
must be the pre-droedcest controls and post-broadcast reviews. RL 1s
working harder in this direction.

6. | |. with the concurrence of Chief, IO Division,
already hes effected changes in personnel assignments designed both
to strengthen the Ruasisn langusage desk supervision in Munich and to
ecteblish a Tirmer pre-brosdcast control of program content. By

concentrating
-3

SEGRET
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concentrating the latter function in & single individusl of senior
rank with an esteblished reputation ss sn sble anti-Soviet propagandist
(Mslmanrtn), 1t is hoped to prevent a recurrence of errors of Judgment
and lseck of skilled professional treatment which some of the prograxe
have reflected. Additicnally, the Radio Iiverstion mansgement in New
York is oov negotliating with a likely candidate to replace the present
head of the News Desk in Munich.

7. As sn sdded precsuticn, IO Division has enlisted the
assistance of the Director of Security and 2R Bivision in a security
re-mppraisal, now in progress, of all Redic Liberation personnel con-
cerned with Russlian lespguage prograss.

8. Alsoc sppended s an snalysis of Mr. levipe's cherges by
s committee of members of RL's supervisory staff in Munich (Teb B).
This analysis wes undertaken independently of the IO study, with which
it is in basic egresmant. As & further refutation of Mr. levine's
charge of & delibdersata pattern of subversion, Muanich points cut that
the sources and oircumstances under whilch the progrania vere prepared
vwere mich too varied $o parmit such a psattera.

9. A copy of Nr. Levine's letter of 15 Mewrch 1958 to

algo is sttached (Tab ).

CORD MEYER, JR.
Chief
Interpational Organlzations Division

Attachments, 3
Tabe A, B, C

cc: Inspector General, w/att.
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Part 1

Mso fcripts; Author, V. Frank; 16, 23 November 1937.

These scripts are truly deploredle. Their portreyal of Mo
as a grest Communist revelutionary indspendent of Moscow and of his
system ms & more humane form of Cosmunism than the Soviet system, just
as Mac himself is s “more enlightened deapot” than Khrushchev -- inis
portreysl is obviously intended to serve the propagsndas objective of
drewiog, for the benmefit of the Hoviet audience, an invidious somparison
between Mso and the Chineses Communist system and the Soviet leadership
and their system, to the detriment of the latier. This basic propaganda
sim may have had some werlt if the Chicoms had contizued the support
they gseemed to have given the mors moderste, independent-minded
Communist elements in Esstern Europe in 1956 and if the "flowers™
wers really allowed to blocsm ia China. In that case, useful maierials
would have baen at hand to make a meeningfully invidious comparlsca;
in eny event, the whole matter would have hsd to be hendled in @
radically different manner. However, these scripts were broadcast in
Fovember 1957, by vhich time Meo hed made clear in no uncertsin terms
thet he was backing Moascov's East Rurope policy and that he was allergic
to “flowers." (Badic Liderstion, of course, carried many items cou the
fste of the "flowers™ policy; as for other aspects of the Chicom
domestic scens, ooly on 12 Qotcber s program was devoted to pessant
repression in China, referring to methods of terror, comparable to
sStalin's, to foist collectives on the sountryside.)} Im addition, Mac
hed just endorsed CP5U leadership of the world Campunist movement sod
Moscow's lesdership of the comsunist state camp in the most unequivocel
terma he hed perhaps ever used. All this reduced the soripis to shasbles.

wuite regerdless of the sppropriatensss of the propsgeande motivation
of the seripts, the materisl used aund the manuer of argumentation were
very poor, wildly misleading, naive, confused and confusing.

Although this is Quite secondary, Mr. levine's comments about the
references tc the Boviet Supreme Soviet can b snswered thus: it would
sees manifestly impractical tc qualify every reference to Soviet
institutions with interpretive remarks; to do s0 would lend too pondercus
and propasgandistic s style to RL's progrems.

rart I1

1. Hews Item on Wersew Demonsirstions; News Desk, 9 Oetober 1557.

¥r. igvioe's

e

Ly

w%ﬁﬁ
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#r. lavine's complalnt seems unjustified. The itezm to whieh he
ocbjects 1s 8 news report, carried during the first part of the day of
5 October of the latest in a series of disorders in Warsaw over the
closing of Fo Proatu. As = news item, it wes gquite proper to Quote
the official Warsaw anncuacement concerning the svents. &AL did sot
show itself ‘on the side of Communist order,  unor 414 it “gloat over
the veport that students 414 not participate in the demonstrstions.”
First, the concluding portion of the news item indiceted gulta clearly
that students were agitated over the closure of Pu Prostu, even though
they may act have taken part in the particulsr demonstration reported;
and the nevs item further reported the offieinl Warssw admtasion that
the police had acted imdiseriminately towards participants in sud mere
spectators of the demonstration. Secondly, during the rvemsining tvelve
hours of Y October and throughout the following day, EL earried a mevs
item which stated that “students of higher educational institutions
in Warsaw had cpenly protested against the suppression of Pe Frostu,
and vhich eited reports in the Warsav press thet 'more than 100 youths
and studenta, vho were arrested during the discorders s> ¥Will be brought
to trial.  Thue, contrazy to Mr. levine's implications, the redio
did report subsequent dispatches sbout the arrest aad triasl of youths
and ptudents.

Finally, en 10 Qetcber, RL carried sn analysis of the events in
its ‘Note on the News of the Day program (News Desk) -- & type of
grogram where interpretative tresatment for a sublly directed propagands
objective is Tessidbla. 1In thie progras, RL spoke of “the students’
demonstrations dessnding the repeal of the government order suppressing
Fg Frostu sud ealling forth police intervention.” The program vant oo
to analyze the underlying significance of thess events ma the istest
manifestation of the movemant in the aatellites of popular dafisnge of
Commuaist authority, a manifeststion of the ‘posaibility of aa open,
though still very limited, opposition to the govermment. ' The radic
aesked how long it will take for this movemant to spread to the center
(Russia} and closed with a reference to the lesdership of the Hungarian
RHevolution by youth, workers and students. The last statemert of the
broadeast reads as follows:

The events whiek have Just taken place in Warsew are
agother confirmstion of the fact thst the youth in Communist
countries are in the venguard of the forces struggling for
freedom. It is precisely the youth which will tuild the
historical future of these ccuntries.’

The main lines of thie program were picked up sgeln and given
exiended trestment ia the Weekly News Reviev' (Mews Desk) of 14 Qetober.

<. Bputnik Comment;

P
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Spuitnik Comment) Review of ithe Frees program; News peak,
$ October 1991 -

The following observetioms should be borne in mind when considering
the large nusber of Sputnik progrsmz to vhich Mr. levine has objectled.
The lsunching of the Soviet satellites guite obyiously posed s 4lfTicult
problem for all snii~Communist spokesmen and medle, official, non~
official and eovert. PFParticularly for sedis directed to the Soviet
audience vas there s nesd to avoid a "scur-grapes sapproach, to sveld
an appearance of belitiling the great schievemect Sputnik sbviously
represented., Probably only through wmbegrudging praise could the
Boviet audlience be receptive to s Yalanced picture attempting to place
sputnik io perspective. It is, indeed, possidble thet RL went toc far
in this effort to condition 1tz listeners to adeept the reservations
it hed to cffer om the mmaning of Sputnik, but this would be s matter
of Judgment, not of iansidicus iatent.

The program wnder discussion should be looked wpon as & whole
progran devoted to a single topic, rather than ceonasidering its component
perts in isolatiom from one suother. Further, it 1is not correct to say
that the excerpts from the British press are lacking in sobering thoughts:
The London Times points cut that the Soviet government can assign
iremendous rescurces to the sexescution of any project “because it need
aot concern itself with public opinion”; the Dally Pelegraph makes the
point that we can only express our hope that VB3R way sirive with
the seme detersioation fur the evolution of menkind in the direetion
of creating a better world.” This last assertion is much the same
poiat as that made in the broedcast excerpt from the Bew York Times,
for which Mr. levine expressed his approval. It is, ss & matter of
Tact, more explieitly directed at the USSR than was the New York Timwes
comment, whick spoke only of the genarsl charscteristic of modernc times,
in whieh 'man's schievements in mastering the natural world are not
scoompaaled by snalagous suctesses iz human relsticns.”

3. Bevs Item on Warsav Sputailk Comment; News Desk; 10 Outober 1957.

Uue may Jjustifiably object to this news item, mot so muchk because
it bears the inforsaticn, well known to the Soviet people, thet Sputnik
hed pessed over Washimgton, but because the Polish writer's cosclusicns
sbout the significance of Spwitnik for the disarmament talks sare obscure,
ag indeed the writer himself! admits. There is manifestly no need to
cite a Polisk writer for the obvious fact that, salthough it is 4ifficult
to forezee what course the disarmament negotistions will take nov, thare
is nevertheless, no 4oubt that the earth satellite will play a certain

Tuie irn the
~3-
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role in the negotiations. This, by the vay, is the correci quote --
Mr. Levine's ellipsis is misleading. To atiridbwte to the Warssw item
the implication that Sputnik will cov the U.5. in the disarmament
talks” is to attribute & greater clarity of message than the ltem
warites, Jjudging at least from that portfon of it which RL carried.

4. Nevs Commentary or Sputnik; Hev York Progras Department,
il getober 1957.

Mr. Levine's comments on this editorial trestment of Sputnik is
grosaly unjust. First of all, the conments on the relstive freedom of
inquiry of Soviet physical sclentisis were not “sceompanied by the
constructive morsl; the "moral” was clearly ithe purpose of the progrea,
with Sputnik as & ‘peg to heng it on. Therefore, it 1z quite mislemd-
ing to say that comwentary on the paregraph dealing with freedos of
scientific inquiry would be superfluous ‘except for the fact theat it
was accompenied by & 'congtructive morsl’.”

£8 for the conatructive morsl itself: The New Tork Progras
Pepartment wes most skillful in uitilizing Sputnik and what it meast
in terms of scisntific fresdom to present, in a relsvent and enforged
manner, a most overt and direct appeal for Ireedom for all stirate of
Soviet society and for all pursults: Treedom of inquiry, of experiment,
the free exchange of opinion end informstion are necessary in all spheres
of husan thought and setivity -- in the physical and scgiel scisnces,
in prodwetion, in the humanities, snd, Tirst of all, in those flelds
which dirsctly serve man. QOtherwise, our life will be like the artificisl
earth satellite, that metallic sphere with complicated instruments, but
without & sign of life. In support of thlis view,; the broadesst then
went on to guote two lipes from & posm highly eriticel of Soviet velues,
written by a soviet writer and officially ¢ondemnad.

Tre concluding lines of this brosdcast are:

. « . these {scientific) aeshievemeats have baen crested not
on the basis of the works of Karl Marx of a hundred yesrs ago,
not on the basis of articles by Lenin or Stalin, but by the
efforts of the ever devaloping crestive thought of seientists
and engineers. The signsls from Sputnik remind us that all
apheres of buman knowledge and activity must be liberated frox
#arty coatrel. They must be granted the fullest oppeortuuity
to develop under conditions of creative freedon. {Emphaaiz in
original)

The cited progranm ssterisl contredicts Mr. Levine’s contention
that this program contains “not & word sbout liveration from dictatorshiy,

iy and that
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and that it is “Just an appesser's plea for reform.™ The calm,
reascning tone of the program is thoroughly in consonance with stated
AL brosdcast policy, which 12 to eschew crude vilification wd
depuncistion. It 1s aleo good propagands.

5. Announcement on the tnik program and Sputnik Feature; Russian
Desk, 12 Oetoder 595;-

The general chservetions mmde earlier on Rl's Bputnik programs
apply here. Nowever, i1t should be pointed out that the over-all progream
for 12 Oebober contalns, in sddition to the materisl cited dy Mr. levine,
a satirical sketch on the Sputnik theme whick i1s intended to demonstrate
the irrslevance and irconic contrast of Sputnik to the daily life of the
soviet citizsen. The mesasge of thia satire can de seen in its very
title, "Abcve the Earth and On the Earth, ' and by its lasst linme, which
is “Hail to the Sputnik! Down with the sputaiki /[“companions; a play
ou words/ of our life -- the ever increasing shortages!”

6. HRews Item on Tibet; News Desk, 13 Cetober 1957.

We agree that it would be desirsble to identify the Chinese
Communist government and state as such inp RL programs. HNowever, to say
this iz not to agree with the implication ie Mr. levine's comments that
the Soviat sudience is unsveare that the "Chinese People's Republic” 1a
Comeranigt China; nor with his contention that the conversion of Tibet
into & province of Red China "is masked by & reference toc the CFR."

On the coutrary, it is falr to assume that the Soviet audience is swers,
if only through offleial 3oviet media referencec to the "fulfillment of
the Tibetan pecple’s age-old longing” to be incorporated iato China,
that the Chicums took it over im 1951. Simtlerly, it may de sssumed
that the Joviet audience would know that vhere Party-guverowent workers
and silitary forces of the Chinese govermmeni (the Communist nature of
whieh, again, 1s 2o secret to the Soviet pecple) are assigned, there
the local government is under Communiat control. ¥o support is found
for the label “ambigucus” which Mr. levine pins to the words of the
uevws dispatch that "the Chinese military commend has varced the {Tibetan)
people that, in the event of a repetition of uprisings such as occurred
last year, it will know how to deal with the insurgents.”

Further, to attribute to a Soviet sudience ignorance of the full
implieations of "social reforms” and of Chinsse schools” 1in thia
context 1s to asgsume that the Soviet pecple are either hopelessly naive
or indoctrinated to en extrsordinary extent.

-5- Finsily, the
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Fipally, the kind of tresiment of the Chicom-Tibet story which
Hr. javine sappesrs to desire is most properly handled mot in a apot
aews item dut in a news snalysie or specisl feature story.

7. Crossman Reviev of the Djilas Book; Ruassian Desk, 14 October 1957.

The truth of this matter -- the identification of the B.d4. Govern~
ment as the publisher of Djilas® book ~~ is that it was a misquotation.
¥r. Crossmen 414 ot say in his Encounter reviev that the American
Goverrment published the Djilas dook. His words wers: "The Americsn

blishers compared Miloven DJilas with Karl Marz, and cslled his book
“the Anti-Communist Mmnifesto.” (Underscoring under ‘publishers”
added}. It %s, of course, inexcussble thet the error was msde and that
it was oot datected and aeorrected in the review of the seript by an
aditoriel supervisor before broadcest.

Unfortuaate s this error was, it seema excessive to claim,
however, that it “destroyed entirely the effectivensss of BlL's trans-
misaion of the book. ' The suthorship and contents of the book are,
after all, much more important than the ideatity of its pudlishers --
wa can recall that offieial ¥.5. publication of Khrushchev's ‘secret
speech’ hardly destroyed 1ts effectivensss. Of course, the two csses
&4re not identical, but the underlying principle is the same. The Soviet
yropaganda machine, fortunately, seems not to have picked up this error,
as Mr. Levine wvas right to fear.

it say be added that the Crossmen reviev itself, titled Standing
Marx on His Head” was moat useful for RedLid purposes, attacking as the
major weskness of the book Djilss’ continued sdherence to the Marxist
dialectical oriestation and historieal dstermisism.

8, Weekly News Review on Sputnik; Frank, 14 Oetober 1957.

This brosdcast ias a synthesis of the various comments on gputnik
made over the preceding week and 1t draws together in the sharpest terms
the total approsch whioh the Radio hed consciously sdopted on this
question. It is in this review, then, that cne can most clearly see
RL's tactic of giving due recognition to the scientific achievemsnt
repressented by Bputnik fn order to smooth the way for eritical evalustions
of 1is larger significence.

It should Be noted that Mr. Levine singled ocut for comment only
the first part of this approsch, omitting completely eny mention cof

its second
-y
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its seccnd aspect. By this omission, the program's fulsome graise

of the Soviet achievement paturally would be made to appear, at best
gratultous, st worst, what Mr. Lavine implies as its motivetion.

As noted in another place, one DAy Justifiably agrae oOT disagree with
the tectics sdopted, cne may have different evalustions of the skill
with which these tectics have besn implesented; however, one cennot
justifisbly Teil to sees and report that the redic is engaged here in
a very deliberate sttempt to extract an advantage from a beasically
dlesdvantageous situstion.

Thus, we find that the program under discussion refers cuce
agsin to the commenis RL kad eited on § Cctober from the British end
Americen press ~- in sach instance there 1@ the praise, plus the
sobering reservation.

As sn interesting imnovetion, the prograsm ealls atteantion to
Franco's remark thet fputnik proves the superiocrity of regimes like
those in fpain mnd in the 3oviel Union over dsmocracies. The Joviet
peopie could hardly fail to understand the significance of this “praise.

the program also reportis gissnhower's comments on Sputnik, and
it reports further that lodge proposed in the U.N. the conelusicn of
an agreement enswring the utilisation of spece for peaceful purposes.

Concluding its commepnts on Sputnik with & report of U.3. initistive
on space control gave added point to Pevan's guoted stetemsnt sbout the
possibility that the Soviet Unlon may now be more conciliatory on the
disarmament question. Nr. Leving objects to ihis Bevan quote, btut it
actually indicates that the Soviet tYnion had not been compromising in
the past and tends to place the onus for future progress on disarmmment
on the Soviets.

{oncerning Mr. levine's accusation of "smaking the horrors ' of
Communism under the phrase "shortcomings of the Scviet mechanism,
it is recognized that s clearer ani msore forceful szpression should
heve been used, but & full quotation from the seript places in mora
rounded perspective what the program was trying to asccomplish:

The success of this (Sputnik) experiment not only facilitates
the task of Boviet propsgands, but it will also involunterily
compel the world to forget for a time [Note: Mr. Levine omltted
"for s time' from his tramsistion/ those shortcomings of the
soviet mechanism which have malde one question all the schievemsents
of the Comupist regime. The launching of the artificial satellite
will make one forget the anniversary of the Bungsrisn Revolusion,
the fatlure of the last Soviet Five-Yesr Plan, and sany other
things which must have alarmed the Soviet goverument in recent
times.

-7- ot se tremchant
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Hot as trenchant as it might have been, dut surely not o “"mesk’
gither.

J. BHews Item on Kedar Speech; Nevs Desk, 1k October 1957.

This news item gave highlights from those portions of a speech by
Kudar to a Party meeting in Budapest in which the Hungarias Commmunist
leader varnad Party msmbers about the poasibility of a2 popular demou-
siration on the impending first auniversary of the Bungarian Hevolution,
It was in this context, ss the news item made clear, that Kadar sade
the observation whieh Mr. Levine eriticizes the Redio for repeating
without comment: ‘“Kadar added, however, that the Farty hes gained from
the fact that it nov has ten times fewer menbers than befure the is
{underlined words omitted in Bir. Ievi De'es guote of ihe passage | beceuse

the Party has got rid of the covards.”

In context 1t would be perfectly clear to the Soviet audience ’
vithoutl RL eomment, that the "cowards® to whom Esdsr referred are those
nembers of the Hungarian Communist Party who sither refraived from taking
sldes against the pacple during the Revolution or who Joined them in
revolution.

Equally supsrflucus would it have been for RL to identify Ksdar
as “the usurper of the Eungsrisu Govertment or the bead of a dictator-
ship.  Aside from the general obJections against loading progreme with
uanecessary propagandistic epithets s+ HL bas bean, snd precisely at this
time vas, replete with all kinds of stories about the Buwigarisn Revolution
aud its afterssth whish elasrly dafined Xader's position.

Ihe words cf the news item sbout Eadar's return from Chins do not
aupport Hr. levine's complaint that ‘a reference to his {Kadar®s) return
from China does not specify Hed China”:

“In the conclusion of his speech, Keadar, who had Just
returned from & trip to Chine, told the gathered Party activists

to Communism. Kadar asknoviedged the poor living conditions

of the {nhabitants of Comsunist China, but emphasized the atrength
and the vigilance of the Chinese Cossunist Party and the state
sgourity organs .’

1U. Kewa Item on E. Jermen Students; Bevs Desk, £5 October 1957.

This news dispateh weat on to dsseribe ths hostile activity of
the students: “According to the Communist press, this sctivity consisted

B in tearing
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their already latent Svareness, that hostility towards the Communist
leadership 1s not only an sct friendly to the Wast, as Mr. isvine
would have it, bat more important, a service to thesselves .,

1l. HNews Items on Paris Btrikes; Nevs Desk, 26 Getober 1957,

A factusl explanation or comment should have been sdded to this
report on the Paris strikes, as well as to ail similar nevs ftems.
HL iz remiss here.

Becauss of the impiicstion of Mr. Levioe's observation that BL
newscastis “sre guiek to report strikes in the Westein world, " it
should be polrted cut that reporting of strikes in the West is, at
the very least, » two-gdged sword -- in addition to the adge referred
to by Mr. Lavine, strikes do show the rights and pover of orgsaized
labor, which 1a certainly the mein reascn for thetir inclusion {n RL
grogrems. In this eonneciion, it alao should be pointed out that AL
iz even quicker to pick up all reports of lsbor and other manifestatiocns

IT Mr. Lavine's sssertion is trus, however, that RL's reports
on strikes in the Weot are “usuelly made without comment, ' then this must
b& corrected, inzofar as such background information ¥ould serve the
purpose of stressing free labor’s Strength in erder to overcome any
possible implication in the nevs item of serious gocial turmcil in the
Fest.

12. Dialogue on the hoth Adniversary; Russisn Desk, 1 Bovesber 1957.

Mr. lavire's comments g&ive an erroneous impression of the nature
of this program.

In this first program the “Comamuist * opens the dlscussion with
the assertion mtmmwcmmthe past 40 years is
its own Justification; the satt-Commmunist dentes that ‘sucesss” can be

e used as a
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used a8 & standard, cbserves that Kapocleon and Hitler were “successful’
in their day, and poiate out that the Communiet story has not been
ended yot. The two Esn then dlscuas the significance of the Compmmnist
Revoleution in Ruasian for Marx' laws on social desvelopment. The anti-
Commanist showe that the fact of the Communiat revolution in en
industrially bsckwvard country, in contradictica to Marx' laws, 1s proof
of the vorthlessness of these lsws. The final portion of the discussion
deals with Lenin's promise that the Bolahewlk Bevolution would bring peece
to Bussis. The anti-Commmist arguss thet lenin haéd not only betrayed
Kusalen snd world democracy and Russian netional interests by demoraliz-
ing Rusaian troops and by withdrawing Russia from the Wer, but that the
Revolution had sctually resulted in an additional four years of warfare
for the Bussian pecple.

Now, chastened by his “defeat”™ on the question of the first point
{"peace™”) of lsnin's revoluticnary program, the “Communist’ speaks the
words which alone are ¢ited by Mr. Lsvioe:;

let w3 assums that lanin snd the Bolshevik Party 4id not
gauge gccurately the time slement. However, the most important
thing is the fact thet the Revolution, with its achievements
and opportunities which 1t opensd up to the people, vas ssved.”

Te which his opponent replies, concluding this first talk:
These results of the Revolution, and perticularly, the slogan,

‘Land to the Peassnts, Fsctoriss to the Workers,' are precisely
what wve will talk about the next time.”

13. Festure on Zhukov's Disaissel; Xazantsev, h Bovember 1357.

#r. lavine's commentary is ax excellent illustration of the ease
with vhieh imonocent lines lifted out of econtext can be made to sppear
suspicicus. Ist the pertinent portion of the script spesk for itself:

‘Uctober is the month of great historical snniversaries, and
this yesar, of great historical events. Octcber is the month
of three revolutions, one of vhich, oecurring in Russia 40 years
ago, marked the beginniog of a new epoch in the life of our
country (Russia), sad not only of our country, dut, indirectly,
in the life of all menkind. /Mr. Levine quotes only this sestence
from the seript/. JForty yeare ago ssw the beginning of the
rexlisation of that soecial doctrine which previocusly had agitated

-10~ ninds for
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ninds for decedes. The specter of Commmnisw, which had hung
over Eurcpe, finally kad the opportunity to materislise.

“Thirty-nine years later, also in Qectober, the pecples of
twe countries of Eastern Europe -~ Foland and Rungary --
initisted the deginning of the process whick can be most precisely
defived as the disintegration of Communiem, as the forerunner of
the end of the epoch which began 40 years ago. When, to the
socompaniment of the ecstatic shouls of a crowd of meny thousands
of pecpls, the status of Stelin, loosensd by & blow-torch, came
crashing down on one of the streeis of Budapest, the rcar of the
bronze statue hitting ths asphalt sanounced the beginning of s
new era -- and slso not only in the life of the Hungarian
people, but, iadirectly, im the life of all mankind, snd, one
would like to believe, in the life of our cwn (Bussian) people,
above all.”

It 1s worth adding thet this progrem really concersed not the
vetober Revoluwtion, but Zhukov's downfall, The remarks vere Just &
warm-up to the main subject. And, interestingly eunough, while the
propagands purpose which the script's snslysis of the Zhukov purge
was intended to serve 1s basically sound, still the script can be
criticized for the extremism of its languege in “suggesting” that
Soviet soldiers can decide the fate of Communism iz the Soviet Union:

''The concern of the (Communist) Puriy and government for the
Army' derives, above all, frow the fact that this (army) youth
hwm,wmiummthatthumthummfme
in the comntry which can, without any effort, without risk and
without casualties put an end to Party rule at sny time.”

1. Hews Item on Bevan Zhukov Quote; Refersnce to Sputnik; S5 November 1957.

it is not made clear by Mr. levine’'s comments, but Mr. Beven wes
talking about the Zhukov dismissal, and has is quoted by AL as saying:
‘What is important is not the fact that he (Zhukov) wvaa dismissed, but
the manner in vhich he was dlsmissed: s considerable change for the
better is noticeadle in the Soviet Union compared to those days when
uzdesirsble leadars wers liguidated after being subjected to political
triels.” Nov, cne of the things BL tried to 2o is to impress on the
minds of the listener that changes for the better, which RL always
sgsceribea to the power of the Pecple, have cccurred since Stalin’s
death in order to mske any regression by the lesdership more difficult

and to stir
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snd Lo stir the people to believe in their ability to force further
changes. The Bevan comment Va3 presumedly used for this resason,
though, admittedly, its contribution is mintwa}.

Mr. levine observes that "during the tense days of the Lhukov
purge RL could not find = mors optimistic note to strike for its
audience! But it di4 fina during the broadcast & new deseription for
the Sputnik., oOn this day it referred to it es an ‘almost ineredible’
achlevement.

Here are some of the other contents of the 5 May broadcast:
Heve JTtenms
ites on lLodge remerks in U ca the Bungerian Revolution.

Iten reporting the desth sentence of at least 2,000 participants
in the Fungarian Hevolution by secret tridb .

Item on the proteat of Norwegian writers to the Bungarian
Government oo the trial of fTour Hungarian writers.

Item on Richard Lowenthal's analysis of Zhukov's dismissal,
which Lowenthal sees as a successful attempt by Khruahchev to set
up the Party, with himgelr in ecomand, &s the only lsading force
in the eountry. But, the writer Rotes, in doing this Khrushehev

irvess Review: (m Sputnik &nd Zhukov

ionden Pimes: Sputnik II ahows that while the Soviet Umion
leads other eountries in this field of scignce » the Zhukov case
confirms the struggle for power, which is charscteriastic of
tyrannies of the past.

London Daily Tel mnr-mwsmamvcmu
saen as & power s with inherent dangers for Khrushehev
and rooted in the dictatorial Party-state systex.

Hev York Herald-Tribvupe: It ¢s Bot certain that the Soviet
swrarmrMnEMtnhmmmlmmw

the 30's. In any case the West must remain atrong snd united to
resist eny sggressiom.

Features
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Second program 1n the Diajogue series -- the "commnist’
doesn't fare well here either.

Interview with 8hann, Chaizrman of the UN Speciael Committee

on Kungsry. &Shann explaine bhow the Committee went about 1its
work, comments on its fiodings, refutes some Communist charges.

15. 'Forty Years Ago--the October Bevolution,” Variety snow, WYFD,

Mr. ievine corresctly cbserves that this is a very long script --
12 pages running to over 22 minutes <of broedcast time. Yet, Mr. levine
condemns only a single line of seript, aaying nothing sebout the remainder.

After going into great detsall on events in Huseia from March to
HEovexzber 1917, in which lanin is repressented as o trsitor to Russian
naticnal intereats and Russlsn demoereacy, using Qerman-supplied momey
t¢ underminre both the Russian arsy and the Russisn desocrstic goverasent,
the program reealis for its Soviet listeners the dire prophecles of
Flekhanov, founder of Russias Merxism, and of Hexim Qorky concerning
the consequernces of the Bolshevik Revolution.

The brosdcast gquotes the following frowm Qorky's article in his
nevspeper on Novembar 17, 1917, ten days after the Revolution:

“lenin, Trotsky and their associstes have alrendy been
corrupted by the fonl poliscn of pover. This is evidenced by
their dtsgraceful attitude tovards freedom of speech, of the
indiridusl and towerds ths whole coaxpess of those righte
fur the wvictory of which demwcracy hes fought.

“The working class csnnot help but understand that, with
its skin, with its blood, lenin s earrying out only s kind
of experiment, that he ia trying to lead tbe revolutionary
inclination of the proletarist to its finel extreme and to
see what the outcome will ba.

of eourse, be dossn’t belleve in the poasibility of the
victory of the prolstariat in Bussia under preseant conditions,
but, perbaps, he is counting on a miracle.

The working
“13-
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“The working clsas mmst know that there are no mirscles
in real life, that vhat is iz store for it is hunger, complete
disorganization of industry, the collapse of trsnsportstion,
grolonged bloody anarchy, and af'ter that -- no less bloody,
Tleck resction,”

The progrsm continues and concludes {the only line which Mr. levine
extracted from this seript is underlined):

"Tais 1s what Mexim Gorky wrote in the paper "Sew Life on
17 Bovember 1917. Forty yeers have passed since then,
furing those &0 years our country has known both hunger and
bloody ansrchy, and black reaction. At this high price has
there besen created iz cur country en sivanced nstry vhosa
schievements sometimes sstoulsh the ion of the whole
worid. But GorkEy's sein fsar was re : aature of the
Comunist dictatorship, which began, in the words of Gorky,
with 'a disgraceful attitude towsards fresdoa of speech, of
the individual,’' hag not changed over 40 years.”

¥r. Levine's comment was: “Could Khrushchev ask for more in
Justifying the Stalin era?” The script itself, resd in context,
furnishes a positively affirmative snsver.

What Khrushchev asks, ss the program suggests, is to persuade
the 3oviet and other pecple that drematic technological and industrial
achievements, like Sputnik II, lsunched a few days before this progrem,
are sufficient Justification for the horrors of Cossunism. It would
seen to be scund propsgands tactics not only anot to deny such an
achievement as Sputnik represents, but to admit 1t openly, the better
to fight agaimst Communisn's only talking peint.

16. Report on Ioterview with Past; News Festurs, News Desk, 12 November 1957.

Contrary to Mr. lavine's sssertion thet RL "introduced” the Past
interview with the information that Fast bad been impriscned in the
V.8. for contempt of Congress, the progrem begins simply by informing
the listeners that Past had given a press conference to inform Americsn
reporters about the contents of his book The Naked God, ian which ke
explains his ressons for bresking with the Communist Party. Continmuing,
£1L reports that: ™In his interview, Fast gave a detailed snalysis of
the current position of Comsmunist Parties in the West and pointed cut
the reasons for the catastrophic decline of their influence on pudblic
opinion in the free countries.”

A meport
-1~
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A regort of the contents of the Fmet interview follows, with Fast
making the following poislet

~ Xhrushehev's attempts t0 explain Stalin'’s errors and
srimes by the "cult of the individuel is an set of “idioey” -
the stalinist regime was the result of “"the very essence of
gne-party communist rule.”

- Ehrushchev had taken no measures 1o changes the system
responaible for Staliniss.

- lenin understood that the professional comminist revolutionsry
would, after the ssizure of power, dagensrste into e Party buresucrat.

~ communisik in practice denies sny kisd of equality; a Communist
Farty in power “sverywvhere leads to unprecedented tyramny, and
axcludee sny possibility of eguality.”

-~ ¥hen & Communist Party sttains power 1t imprisons its
cpponents, executes them and subjects the human personality to
all kinds of degradsiiom.

- Fast couldn't remein s communist after he resd Khrushchev's
directives to writervs.

it is st this point, near the end of the progrem, that ihe passage
criticized by ¥r. lsvine occurs. And it was included obdvicusly for the
same Teascn that Mr. Fasts refsrred tc it. (The single sentence
Mr. Levine cited is underlined):

‘In 1950 be (Fest) even had to wndergo s short Jail sentence
for refusing to give & Mui.on o?the Americen Congress testimony
vity of Communist organization, of which he
¥es a mesber. However, Fast mu Hn his book), in spite of ail
this, §O one tried to prevent him from writing and publishing bis
wvorks, or to destroy his as a writer.

“'In tha Soviet Bnion sud in other commnist ecountries,’ Fast
writes, 'writers wers physically liguidated in Stalin’e days, sa
fhrushchey himself heas told us, and were subjected first to
spiritual and physical torture.

‘Boward Fest writes that cruslty snd crimes have alwvays tsken
place in human history. However, never before has & single soclety
resoried to methods of destruction of those holding divergent views
on such & gigantic scale as has Soviet rule. If, in bourgecis

gocieties,
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societies, the desth penalty ls meted out on rare occasions
for sspecially heinous crimes, in the Soviet Union and in
other communist countries the death penaliy for many long
yvesrs has been a magsive veapoa of the polley of the ruling
elnss.

“Homard Fest concluded hie interview vith the declaration
that the smorel slogan which lenin enunciated for the first tiwme,
that ‘sverythiog 13 moral which is useful for the Havolution,
while everything which harms {t is immoral,’' is s primitive
coneeption, unworthy of civilized men.”

17. Hews Item on Eapotocky Destn; News Desk, 13 November 1957.

This superficisl biogrephical sketch is a waste of tise. We cannot
sgree with #r. Levine ihat this biographic treatzect is “wortiny in every
respect of an official Soviet obituary; however, while it lecks all
the typiecal embellishments of an officiel Sovietl cbituary, it contsliss
none of the erxbellishments which RL should provide. & blography in
depth should not be carried in the News of the Day aseciion, but,
rather in a news note or speclal feature.

i. Bews Item on Mchamsed~Dulles Tzlka; News Desk, 29 November 1957.

To be precise, this news item is not almply s dispstch on Mohemmed's
viasit to the U.8., but 2 report, as indicated, of the "Jjoint communique
published on conclusion of talks by the Moroccan King Mobsmmed with
secretary of state Dulles. '

The nevs item, then, was & report of the comsmnique, of which
the question of U.8. beses was the lsat point {1t vould havs been
clearer that the official communigue was iavolved 1if Mr. levine had
reproduced the initial word of the phrmse he cited, which was, "Morecver,
the American and Moroccan Governments,  ete.)

it is not believed that Mr. levine would suggest thet 8L could
afford to suppress this last point of an offtcial communique; particularly
in viev of the consideration, which he himself points out, thet the
doviet publie weuld certainly be informed by Soviet media of this poliat
in the agreement. The Justification for U.5. bases -- and of the West's
defensive alliances -- 158 a subject which Rl deals with on a routine
basis in s variety of forms.

iy. gdews Feature
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1%. BHews Feature on Denial of Vies for Chess Chesp Bronetein; Newe
Desk, 29 November 1957,

Thie pevs feature comwmented on the refussl of the U.S. Department
of State to grant e vies for the Soviet chess champion to take part in
the internaticnal chess contest in Texas. It pointed ocut that the
Jatenses of the visa spplication was the basis fur Stete’s sction and
noted thet the Soviet goveroment probably deliberately delayed the
application in order to eabarrass the G.3. and make propeganda hay
out of it.

The radic’'s own evalustion of the event is as given by ir. lLevine.
The reason for its comment may be inferred from the very fact that the
brondcast explicitly siated that ‘it is the opinion of Radio Liberation
that this action of the Ameriean State Departnent can be deseribed not
only as erronecus but also stupid.  Rather then coustituting ‘sn
stiempt to draw & line between the Government and peopla of the g.6.,"
as Mr. levine charges, this line would actually seem to de an attempt
at & ‘Declaration of Independence” of the radioc, for the benefit of
soviet listsners; an attempt through this ocutspoken criticism of State
Department action to eonvince its listeners in s drsmatic fashion that
the radio is truly independent of U.8. control. The radio people
probably thought that it was safe to issue its 'Decleration of Inde-
yendence” on a matter not involving basie U.S. policy, and that it was
vwise, from a propagande point of view, t0 agree with what they consid-
éred would be the conviction of its listeners.

While we would not see any objection to the radio’s expresaing
its disagreement on cceesion with a particuler acticn of the State
Department, and would even consider it tactically wise, still the
languege used in this broadcast is unnecessarily sharp.

20. WVeakly Nevs Review ou Euratom; Nevs Besk, Z December 1957.

The pertinent portion of the weekly news review program vas, with
the exception of the line quoted by Mr. levine on Buratom, an analysis
of the significance of Europeen economic unification -- with its point
of departure the ratification of the Common Market and Euratom vy the
last of the partieipeting governmenta, Luxembourg. The entire exmphasis
of this review was on the economic prosperity that the Common Market
will bring to the free countriee concersed and to their peoples.

It was in this context that the remark about Euratom was made:
"As for the Euratom egreemsnt, it will leed in the future to Western
Furope 's becoming s Pully independent industrisl giant, slong with the
o atomic
-17-
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twe atomic glants -- the Soviet Union and the B.B.A.

The 1line in this broasdcsst is not an emphssis on the stoumlc
industrial might of the Soviet Union, but on the pruspects of &
flourishing Western Europe -- & line very different from the official
soviet line on the Buropean unification movementz. It is doubtful
that RL enhenced the morals of Soviet listeners by a casual reference
to Soviet atomic might, of which they are probably quite sware.

£i. Two Bews Items on Chinas; News Desk, 3 December 1957,

As indicated above in our remarks on the 13 Cctober news item
concerning Tibet, it would be desirsble for the redic to sdopt a
consisteant practice of identifying the Chicom Goveranment and stete
&5 such.

Concerning the news report of the Chicom-Danish trade agreepent,
this would be a logical eontridution to the general endesvor to arcuse
anxiety sbout the leng-range economic (in this cese) and political
competition vith Russis of a China, to whose growth the ESoviet Government
is contributing so significantly.

22. Bevs Item on Beport of the Presidant’s Committee cOn Science and
Technology; News Desk, 3 Daceubeor lﬁ.

411 items carried by the radio during this time on the status of
U.5. wclience and technology cannct be considered out of the context of
the repercussions produced in the U.5. -- smong public figures, special
committees, in the press -~ in the wake of Sputniks I end II. One cannct
forego the many, often hysterically, gloomy prognostications for America's
and the Free World's future which rescunded so loudly here and sbroad,
and which, of ccourse, vere eagerly picked up in the Soviet press.

RL, in such circumstances, wes faced with a dulkl necessity:

{1} to report to some extent the vave of breest-beating surging over
the U.5. in order not to give the listeners cause for bslieving it
suppressed news unfavorsble to the U.8., of vhich they wvere perfectly
awere, and (2) at the seme time to try to put this U.8. self-criticisn
into dus perspective, to emphasize those sspects of U.S. self-revelatiocns
suppressed or minimized by Soviet propagends, and to extrect as much as
pussible from this self-criticisz which could show the material and
spiritual advanteges of e free soclety over & totalitarian one.

This 18
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This is what the Radlo tried to do. Individusls may differ
over the precise handling of one or anotber item, over the relative
proporticos of admiesion of U.5. vulnerabilities and demoustration
of U.5. strength. But, this is again & matter of judgment, not of
slinister intent.

Thus, the 3 December naws item vhich reported the finding of
the President's Speciai Committee that Soviet sclence will overtake
Americen science in from five to ten years unless timely steps sre
taken to apply greater effort to develop Americen science sy had the
merit of pointing out that Soviet sclence at present lsgs behind
U.8. seience, refuting the claim of Soviet propeganda that the Soviets
had alresdy overtsken the U.5,

23. Rews Commen oo Forelgn Trip of Folish Citizens; Kews Desk,
—
4 December 1957.

This news commentary was obviously, slmost explicitiy, designed
to atimulate and incresse exieting dissatisfaction among Soviet
citizens with their inability to travel abrosd. The program, which
gave intereating data on the relative fresdom of travel of citizens
in another communist couatry and on the various expedlents resorted
to by Folish youth to travel in spite of restrictions on curreancy
which could be taken out of the country, fulfilled its purpose well.

To think that this program could bave undertaken to induce
defections at the seme time 1s utterly unreslistic. However, the
remark about the small percentage of defectors smong the touriats,
which was undoubtedly laserted to undermine the implicit Soviet
‘Justification’ for prohibiting freedam of travel to its citisena, can
be vieved as a subtle twvo-edged sword. After all, one per cent of &
total of 280,000 1s not an inconsldersble number of defectors.

As for Mr. Levine's comment on the prohibitive incresse in PRESPOTL
fees -~ while it is true that spproximstely six weeks after the brosdesst
the fees were incressed to & prohibitive level of wore than ten tines
the original charge, nevertbelesss, ayproximstely five weeks before
Mr. lLevine's written comment, the fee was drasuemy reduced -- to
2 level less than doumble the criginal charge. If the memory of this
reviever serves him well, RL used this reversal well, as an object
leason for its listeners, interpreting it as a concession to pressure
of publie opiniom.

P 'O devs Item

T ala Yt
LR ne
latiilied
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2. Rews Item on C essman Cellar's Statement to Press; Sews Desk,
5 December Iﬁ%.

This item certainly transgresses the legitimate bounds to which
the radic may go ia atteapting to prove itself independent of U.S.
control. Extremely poor Jjudgment was used in selecting this item as
& news report. The falese identification of Cellar as s Republican
vwas the final inept touch to a totally misguided effort.

25. BHevs Item on Soviet Icebreaker; News Desk, 6 December 1957.

The only purpose served by this report of the launching of the
world's first atomic {cebreaker by the Boviets ia a legitimate coe --
to defend the radic mgeinst charges of suppression of izportant news
items, even though they may be favorable to the Boviet Union. The
' -radic did not, of course, iaform Soviet listeners of anything they
dlda't know, but it daia add, as an obviocus counter-balance, the
commentary thet:

#3 18 known, the United Btates has three stemic-powered
submarines -- the 'Nautilus,’' 'Ses Wolf' and ‘Skate.'

26. Quotation from Editorial in Stockholm Tidniagen; & December 1957.

Unfortunately, the reviewver cannot find this quote on the greater
adherence of the Khrushchev regime than of Stalin's to the rule of law.
He will, therefore, confine bhia remarks simply to the (repeated)
Gbservation thet it is one af the sims of the radic t0 encourage the
#oviet people to belliave in their abllity to influence Soviet poliey
in the direction of grester ana greater relaxetion, to overcome their
feeling of resignation before their sseming helplessness to change
the nature of the regime, a feeling which itself bhelps to render
ineffectual the force of public opinion on the Commmnist lendership.

7. Feature Commentary on the New Socimlism; Frank, 6 December 1957.

This broadceast is an attespt to comdat reactionary ecommunism with
democrstic socialism, to exploit comsunist falsification of conditions
in the West -- in short to exploit the revisionist ferment in the
communist world. &Starting with s reference to the distorted reporting
of the Pravda correspondent on the Austrian Socialist Congress and
pointing out the admission in the Communist Declaration of November

: of improved
2
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of improved conditions for workers 1p the West, the brosdcsst proceads
to show how the Austrian Sociamlist Party's nev prograa is responsive
to the politicel snd economic reality in the West of the 20th sentury,
{n contrast to rescticnary and unrealietic Compmunism.

Mr. Levine's comment 1s Justified to the extent that this broadcast
referved to, dut didn’t ipdicate, the pature of the 'new roads opened
py the Austrian Boclalist Party -- these demcucratic sccialist roads
ere not new,” and the Austrian Soclalist program is not lsid on in
detsil. The point is, hovever, that enough iaformation is given for
the Soviet listener to understand the basic divergence betveen the
Communist and the democrstic socislist roads.

guoting from the introduction to the Austrian Scclalist draft
program, the ssnouncer reads: ”

‘Socialism is that sociel order whose aim is the free
unfolding of the humsn individual. The prerequisites of thls
order are: the freedom of the person and of pecples, freedon
of religion and conscience, sconomic {ndapendence of the
individusl man, sociel equality of ¢classas, and confidence in
tomorrow. The path to this goal is political democracy. tn

It is in obvicus reference to these principles that ilhe RL speaksr
goee on to make the sasertion referred to by Mr. levine, the full passage
being:

Por, se Winston Churchill, one of the most eonvinced
opponents of sccialism of the Stalinist iype, once sald, ‘We are
ell socialists now;' thet is, all of us, regerdless of our
personal convictions, live in s pericd vhen scme basic moral
rinciples of socialism have becoms part of our fiesh asd vlood.
¥r. Levine quoted and compmented only on the underlined portion)

The mistake msde by the suthor of this program vas in {dentifying
#L too closely with democratic socialism. Thils oceurred through the
style of presestation -~ the BL representative to the Austrien Hoclelist
Congress speaking ino a conversational, familiiar tone to the Soviet
audience, refuting the report of the fravda represantativa to the
Congress and giving the Soviet pecple the true story. Whbile this
approsch had the advantage of making & program on theoretical matiers
more vivid than = straight account, insufficlent care was taken tO
asaure that the radio itself was not assocliated with Scocial Dempcracy.

28. Mews Commentary on U.S. Resppraisal of Education snd Seiantific
Research; New York FProgras thg_r__b- ment , T December 1957.

Pesring in mind the pointe made sbove ebout the widely publieized

. reappraisal in the
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reappraisal in the 9.8, of 1ts way of life ia responss to the Soviet
sputniks, sad the one-sided report of it in the Soviet press, this
commentAry seems 1o be A very askillful presentation, in the guise of
shjective reporting of the Asericssn debate, of the high Americen
standmrd of liviog sad of the meaning of & demceratic society. let
the full seript speak for itself:

in vecent times thers bas begun iz Americs & broad discusslon
ceevaluating the (American) way of life. In the press and in proncunce-
ments of pablic figuares the question i¢ incressingly esked: Is all well
in vur life?t The impetua for the discussion 1is the letest achlevements
of Boviat scisnce. Therefors, the discussions have primmrily turned
areund the state of education snd atrietly sclentific rescarch work
in America. It suffices to say thai lest year Americans agpent 1% dililon
dollars on tobsaeco and alcoholic dDeversges, and on education, 15% billions.
imericass spend on themselves twice as muh as the inbebitent of the
vealthiest Exrupean country. Sicty percent of (American) families live
in their own houses; three out of every four families own autocmcbiles.
Eighty perceni of American households own television sets: 96§ --
refrigerators.

In 1y5b, k2 billions were spent in America on defense, 72 billions
wn food, sad 25 pillions on elothing.

Tairty-five billions were spent last year on all industrisl
construction, and on housimg ~- 48 billions. Por furniture and house
furnishings slone Ameriecans spent 40 billion dollars lsst year, on
sutomobiles snd car msintenancs ~- 27 billious.

“tn ascientific resesrch, excludiag research on stomic energy and
defeuse, ol ecurse, 500 million dollars were spent lest yosr, while
300 millions were spent on flowers and gardening.

For Toreign travel alone Americans spent 14 billions last year.

The place cccupied by purely sclentific resesrch work in America
car. be inferved from the following feet: 250 millica dollars usre
spent On developing & new model of the Ford sutomobile, while only
110 militons were spent ou developing Ameriesn plase Tor an srtificial
#arth sateilite.

what is the meaning of these facts and figures? PFirst of all,
they attest tu the extrsordinerily high standerd of living of the
iwitvidusl American. But, education and purely acieatific research
¥urk ocouples & relstively ssall plsce in America. Of course, this
does pot mean that America does not have good universities and schools,
that 1t does not have leading scientists and researchers. But, the pay
of an American teacher and sverage scientific worker 12 less than the

-t
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»ay of an average vorker; the salary of & professocr or scientific.
research vorker ia eonsidersbly less than the incone of & lawyer,
businesssan, or advertising specimlist. It ig not surprising that
the most capadls youth emters the coxmmrcial field or industry
produciag, for exsmple, aylon or talevision zets.

‘Do the Ameriean Government and Congress understand the possible
consequence of this situation? Yes, they understand. But state power
in the U.5. depends on the volters; thersfore, neither the governmant
hor Congress can, without the approval of voters, force them to spend
aore on education thea they spend on sutomchiles > for example. But
the American people, in the light of present-day scientific sdvances
ia the world, especially our scientifie advances, are beginning to
understand that man does not live by cake alone. Precisely for this
reason the American press and the American public have begun talking
2bout the necessity for evaluating their way of 1life. A videspread
discuasion 1s being carried cat all over America, which testifies
to the fact that the Amerticans are realising that, for all of their
vealth and freedome, they have inexcusebly neglected Guestions of
educsticn, science snd other spiritual values. Kany Amecicens,
lcoiing life squarely in the &ye, concealing ncibing, are ecalling
apon the pecple to reexamine their views and habits,

We do not know how this American &iscussion will end, but the
very fact of en open, often merciless, self-criticism is an undoubtedly
healthy manifestation.

Voless & pecple, every pecple, ineluding our owa, hrve the
possibility of making a systematic resvalustion of thair values, a
viable sociaty sad pregraes ere imposaidle.”

How, all this undoubtedly sounds very diffarent to & bovies
audience than to an Amsricen cne -« Just the reverse, we could aay.
For, just as, in the econtext of Sputnik, we have been laoking on
American meterial schievements and the democratic Process as  short-
comings,” for the Soviets these ‘ahortecmings * are Freclsely what they
v¥ould like to have a little of.

Finally, the fdentification of RL with 8cviet scientific schievements
iz consistent with the radio’s imnge as the voice of fellov-countrymen
vf the Soviet pecplea, proud of their schievements, which are always
interpreted as the result of the people’s native genius, never as the
result of Comamist leadership.

29, Bicg. sketeh of George Kenmnan; Russian Desk, 9 December 1957.

#r. Levine addressas his critictism primerily to the ecountent and
leogth of the blographical sketch brosicsat on Qeorge Keonan, but he

-23~ raises & much
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raises s much larger issue by referring indirsctly to Ri's axtensive
treatment of Kennan's whole series of six Reith lectures which the
biographicel material introduced. Nr. levine states in his formal
comment that RL brosdcast (in installments) ‘the full texts of the
entire sories. BSe reiterated thie in s later informal semcrandue.

4 report from RL Sev York headquarters, hovever, disputes this.

Tt says that while the first two lestures were presented verbatinm,

the remeining four were sbridged ani/or psrsphrased. Moreover, during
the serislisstion of thase lectures, RL interpolated: (e) disclaimer
thet Kennan's views reflssted those of the radioc station, sad (b) former
tetretary of State Achezon's repudistion of Kennsn's views and the
published statewent of & well-known writer in & British weckly tekinpg
issus with his conclusions.

in spite of these qualifications, however, snd pesring 1o mind
that the serislisation of the lesctures was preceded by nevs ¢overegs,
the Bew York report indicates that RL gave far more attestion to the
Kennmn lectures than they deserved, from the standpeint of quantity
alone. In the sbseace of a comparisom of the texts of the RL brosdcasts
with those of the lactures themeelves, sn snalysis of the seripts'
subatantive content camnot be made at this time.

Bere 1s the BL sequence of setivity on the Kennan lisctures,
according %Yo the New York record:

Kenmen dwlivered his first lecture om 10 Novesber 1957. Beginning
with 12 November, RL Teported ou ssch of the first four lectures im ite
4aily newscests. The last two lecturss were ROt covered in newscaatis.

yn b December, AL, Munich, reqguested New York guldsnce on the
pdvisability of imeluding Kennan's proposal fer withdrawel of all
iroops from Central Burope as part of its proposed series of special
progrems on the lsctures. It also requasted New York's views of
Kennan's analywis of the toviet interaal situstiocm.

i 10 Decesher, New York replisd with sthe suggestion thst RL
should pot vver-emphasize Xeanan's views, in order to svoid the
sppesrance that AL wss involved in an essentially Americen debate, snd
that the controversiel nsturs of his views should be stressed. New York
Polloved this message on 11 Decamdber with s recoamendation thet RL use
extensive quotes from the first two lecturss inszefar as they touched
upon his aoalysis of the internal Soviet picture and the peychologliceal
contradictions amoug the leadarship, but less verbetim use of his sdvice
to the Wast. It also was recomsended that the third and fourth lsetures
te bandled with “cirecumspection, ' presanting only eazough %0 give the
essence of Kkennan's position plus & balanced plcture of worldéd-wide

raastiong with
T
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reactions with emphasis on those from West Germsany. It alsc wes
recommended thet Ri itself should not comment on the lactures.

wa 13 December, Munich advised New York that 1t would treat the
lectures "along the linas suggested.

After brosdcasting the biographical profile of Xemusn on G Decexbar,
HL ifnsugurated 2 special serialization of the lectures in 15 installments
veginning with 11 December and ending with 2k Janusry. This schedule
ves ng fallows:

ieciure No. 1 - The Internal Soviet Scene : Three installments,
11, l?, 16 Pecember; (verd 'ntilf.

iecture No. 2 - The Boviet Mind snd World Realities”: 'Three
&nstﬁlmnta, IE, 1§, 23 Eaﬁr; lnﬁﬁin’.

lecture Ho. 3 - "The Problem of Eastern and Western Kurope '
Three installments, 6, O, ABUATY « At conclusion
of the second installment, RL atsated that it was presenting the talks
because of the interest and public debate they had aroused, and thst
the lectures 4id not reflect the ¥iews of EL. At the conclusion of
i{he third installment, virtually the complete text of Ssivedor de
dndarisge’s article in Time and Tide of 14 December teking {ssus with
Kennan on his proposed soimticn for Lhe reunificetion of Germany was
broadeast.

Lecture No. &k - "The Mili Froblem®: Two installments, i3,
15 Jenuery; iam-mg.a and mﬁruaé.f. AL the coneclusion of the last
installment, two paragraphs of Acheson’s statexent ecuntering Kerman's
conalusions, in séddition to the former Secretary of State's assertion
that Kennan's views did not refiset those of the Democratic party, vere
broadcast. Immedistely Tollewing this, sxcerpis from the Madsrisga
article were repeated.

i#cture Ko.

The Rew York report eoncluded:

The Kennsn lectures were presented over RL in order to femonstrate
ihat in Western democrscies 1t is possible to express views dissenting
from those of one's own government, unlike the situation in the Boviet
tnton,

& 1o the polunts
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A8 to the points in the Kennan biography which Mr. Levine
critieized, the completion of the seatence he cited ceats a
different light on his interpretaticn. The original line reads
as Tollows:

The Soviet Union libersted Bastern Europe from Hitler
[Fe. Levine stops here/ only in order to lay its bands on
it and to start foisting Communism foreibly (oa 1t).’

Keanan's eriticism of excessive Y.B. devotion to principles in
foreign effeirs is Kennan's views, not Ri's. Needlees to say, hovever,
devotion to principles 1s one chearge the Communiste heve not bhurled
sgeinst U.3. policy and will, in this sevse, be a novelty for the
doviet audlence.

Again, Kennan's skepticism with & policy of liberation is presented
as nis own, not the radio's, views. And it would be difficult to
isngine that it cccurred 4o the Goviet listeger that Esdioc Liberaticm
itgelf does not balieve in a policy of lideration. On the other hand,
it may have occurred to the Soviet sudieunce that the radio 1s npot
sfraid of presenting honest vievs different from its own.

30, Talk With an Engliash Btudent (h;tgus}; Ruseian Desk, 9 December 1957.

#r. levine states that the gquotations be hes selected from this
interviev "prove enlightening” sdout the real reason for 8L's choosing
to interview the bhesd of Cambridge University's student Lador Club,
rather than of the Libersal or Conservative elubs. In actuality, most
of the guotations selected Dy Mr. Levire are only the set-up” for the
real reason the head of the labor Club was interviewed. BPefore ve
presant, not the other side of the picture, butl ar intrineiec part of
that picture, without which one can get only & mislesding conception
of the broadcast, it ghould be pointed ocut that Mr. levine cbtained
his figures on mexbership in the Liberal and Consarvative clubs from
the interviev itself, given in respense to & direct request for these
figures by the RL correspondent. RNeedless to say, if Nr. levine's
inzinustions were coxrrect, the RL correspondent wouldn't bhave inguired
sbout membership in the cother clubs, or this informstiosz would have
been suppressed after it was determinmed that the other clubs had
considerably more mesbers than the lLabor Club, the sasll number of which
the RL corrvespondent furthermore saphasized by poiating cut that it
came tc "less than 5% of the etudent body.

By establishing in the interviev that the Lebor Club is socialist
in sconomic orienmtation and that some of its foreign policy aims even
coincide with announced Soviet foreign policy aims, the program eanlists

A the sysmpathetic
~26-
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the sympstheilc interest in the intervievee of the large nusber of
doviet 1listeners whose views are the same; all the greater ey be
the effect on theam of the following words of the hesd of the lsbor
Club.

1) Un socialist Political Damccracy and the oviet Unlon:

Correspondent: Wwhat do you mean by socisi-democratic
{dens?

"¥ratley: We want to introduce socialiss into Kngland,
vat we're convinced that socialism cannot be introduced by
force. [Mr. Lavime oites these lines but doesn’'t inelude
the following exchasnge, and doesn't waka it clear that
these questions and answers were given separste emphesis,
outeide of Pratley’s enumeretion of the resscns he dbecame
n isborite J

“Corrs In what vsy then?
“Frat: Graduslly and in s demceratic menner.

After Pratiey spesks about various polsts in Labor's

domegtic and foreign program, the followlng exchange takes
pince:

“Corr: Tell me, plesse, since you've begun talking about
ianor's foreign policy principles or tasks, what {is your
orgenization’s attitude tovard the Scviet Union.”

rrat: e respsct the ashievements of the soviet inion,
but we regret that these achievements vere bought at the
expeuse of such privations for the Soviet pecple. /[itr. Leviue
produced only this much of this exchange/. Ve are positively

unable to agree that 8 single-perty system in = country is
right.

Corr: Well then, would you perecnally remsin is this
party 1f 1t should become the enly politieal party in
Hogland?

wrat: I would issediately leave the lsbor Party.”

2) <n Free dpeech and Discusaion among British youth (which
{zmediately follows the sbove passage):

“Corr: Tell me, please, what does your student labor
society ia

~ET-
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Zpelety in Cswbridge do to carxy out the eims you heve just
outklined?

“prat: Our soclisty holds two meetlngs & week, st which
we either 1isten to the speech of an invited guest, like,
for instence, & mesber of Fariisment, a trade unlomist,
writer or sxpert is some field or other; or we discuss
politiesl problems iz other political socisties, that is,
with the iiberels or with the Copservetives; or we discuss
political problems of the studsnts from Asia or Africs, of
whoia there are sany in Cambridge.

[And it is in the context of this free discuselon that the
following takes ylacg]

Corr: Tell me, plssse, do you diseuss certain problens
with Comsuniste iaside your Club? Do Commies come to your
roetings?’

riat: Yes, we trest the Commies courtecumly enough;
they can come to our meetings, they csn ssk guestions, ete.;
they can discuss problems with us.” [Apparently the text
stops hers, though it's conceivable that it continues as
follows -~ "but they can't vote in our elections for our
xresalatims.'_‘?

3) Os Communiste in Ceabridge:

/Tne ebove exchange 1s immediately followed by informaticn
L leh should be most Tevesling to the Soviet audience/:

Corr: Arve many students in your university Commmmnista? '

“srat: MNo, there are only 12 Communiets in Cembridge
University.’

4} (n relations between the Lsbor Youth and labor Party --

suother topie of interest to Komsomol-oriented Communist socliety:

Corr: Tell us, please, does your soeiety follov ihe
%nerul prifey of the Labor Party; does the Exscutive Committee
of the Labor Party) instruct you on what you must do and how

you must think?”

Prat: Bo, we follov the policy of the Farty, but we
sften disagres with the policy of ths Party and vwe cften
1and eritical resoiuticns to the Ferty's Executive Committee.

; “arer Tell uwe,
ﬂ&i‘

A R A
R & .
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‘corr: Tell us, plesse, vhare does your wociety et
1ts money. boes the central labor organisatios subsidize
your Society?

srat: Mo, we don't recelve anythisg from the iavor
Perty. our mesbers pay smmll &wes.”

5) un doviet pistrust of its own youth. The interview closes
with this interesting exchange:

“Corr: FPlease answer the folloving guestion: Hecently
a delegation of Soviet students -- it seems there were
eisven of them -~ visited Capibridge and they spent, sccording
to my iaformation, & days in this University. Vere you eble
to establish coutact with them? N

rat: Ho. ver soclety {nvited them %o come To &
mmeting, but, fOT SOBe reason Or other, they were uneble
1o accept oUY savitasion.

“porr: Were you sorryi
‘vrat: Yos, we vare very, very sorry.”

& Tinal point. This interviev was introduced with sn expianstion
of why rratley in particular was interviewed. It le explained by saylng
that the EL correapondent decided to interview Pretley upon learning that
ne, the present hesd of the student Lsbor Soclety vas & student of the
Russian lengusge, sad the jnterviev was duly conductad in Russian. Now,
even though this may hevs been sisply & convenient resson to give for
interviewing Pratley, the point is that this ¥as the reagon given --
snd it certalnly adisscoiated the redio from the program of the Labor
Youth snd Party.

11, HNevs item on #.Y., strike; Newe

The general question of HL reporting on strikes in the wWeat Dez
slready been discussed sbove. Ae far ew RL news reporting on this
particuler strike 1is coneerced, it should be pointed cut, first, that
the 13 December item vas the f£irst BL sunouncemeni of the strike,
aithough 1t hed been on for three days slrsedy. This hardly supporis
wr. Levine's eariier charge tuat itbe radio "is quick’ to report stirikes
in the West -~ Moscow bad suple time to inform its people in ite owm

way of the ¥.Y. aitustion.

vh sacond
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The second announcement, asz Nr. lavine reports, case on the
iTth -~ four days later. The third RL item, tc vhieh Nr. lsvins
ssde 30 rsfersnce, reported on the 18th the conclusion of the strike,
which Bnd ended only the pravious sveming. Thie faet might be used
to support & elaim that RL "is quick” to report the sonelusion of
strikss in the West.

M. lavine's objection to the referencs in the seccrd bdrosdcsat
to & "eatsstrophic aituation” 4ix & wvalid one and that pbraseclogy
should have been omitted or toned dowm.

However, the last news report, on 18 Decesber, to whieh M. levine
mekes no referencs, trests the coaciusion of the striks ss s clear
victory for organized lador -- s real obhject lesson for Boviet labor:

"Last night, employess of the X.Y. subways sdopted a
resclution to cesse ths stirike which haé lested 8 days.

"The strike beges whan & of its organisers were sentenced
t0 & 2-weak Jail sentence for violating the decisten of s eivil
sourt forbidding s strike st the present momsst. /Burely the
Soviet wadience will not cousider this jail senmtence excessive!/

‘The question of concluding the strike was decided through
voting st & gexersl mesting of the subway employees, after they
were promised that their b colleaguss would be fxmedistely
relessed from prison. Iu addition, the subwey vorkers wers
promised theat all individuals who had takep pert in the strike
would get their Jobs back sgain and, also, thet a specisl fuad
would ba set wp to adjust the wage scales.

‘As is known, the length of the X.Y. subway lines comes t
366 kilometers. The subway unites sl areas of the tremendocus
eity with its commrcial center.”

32. Weekly Commentary om NAYO Conference; NIPD, 15 Decesber 1957.

As Nr. levine notes, im the light of the cutecme of the RATO
Conferente, El's sunounced expectstion that BATO would de broadened into
& political-socmomic wnien was quite uuwise. RL wnnecessarily and
inexcussbly went far out on & linh. %he redic obviously wvas misled
by the numsrous reports iu the West and by the suggestioms of the
Weatern leadsrs themselves that this move was iz the offing, bvut it
aeverthsless, should have confined itself to straight reporting.

Toe “crisis of
~30-
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The “crisis of EAT(” wes, of course, the burning topic in the
Weat, and EBoviet pmdis bed a fleld dsy with 1t. RL's references
to 1t gave the Soviets nothing they dide't have. The context into
which RL placed this cerisis, and ths hoped-for resoluticn of this
crigis, was, needless tc say, guite different from that of the Soviets.
iIr short, for L, as well as for the West, the orisis wes the weakening
of RATC's ability to eombat the Soviet menace, end, coaversely, the

need tc strengthen 0 ves 0 strengthen NATO's ebility to
moet this shallenge.

Thue, the news commeatary under discuseion stetes:

‘It 1s not eccidental that the Prime Minister of Eagland,
MocMillen, af'ter his meeting with the President of the Goited
States, declared in the House of Commons that, in 1ight of the
nev dsvelopments, all seaber couutries of WATO must make further
copcessiona in the direction of limiting their sovereignty in
the interest of collective sscurity. It is also a well-known
Tact that Mackillan and Risenhower, as well as the Poreign
Minister of West Germsny, Brenteno, sgreed that the iitary-
defonse allimnce of XAT0 sust be supplemented by unifying the
sclentific-research work of the mesbhers of the Alliance.

The government of the U.8. brought to Paris its own plan
for strengthening the shaken unity of WATC. This plan antieipates
the estsbiishment of closer eocperation between NATC, ZBATG - the
allisnce of Southeast Asian states - and also the Baghdad Pact
nllience.”

This commentary bad been preceded in ths progrsm by several newa
items and by a report from RL's Paris corrsspondent. The following
quotes from these items will underscore RL's consistest support of the
West's lines on RAYO:

News Items

‘Paris: In hkis speech upon arrival at Orly Airport in Paris,
Freaideni Eisenhower expressed his confidence thet the Atlantic
Union would be a still stronger wespon for pesce after the
schedulsd three~day conference of cther governmant heeds.

‘Bisenhover snncunegd:

'we will strive not only for the stresgthening of our
defensive shield - the NATC Atlantic allimnce, but we shall
work on the further unifieation of ocur effaorta in other wreas
of our joint defense sotivities.'

‘The President expressed the hope that the strengthesing of
the military-political cooperstion among the Western sllies would

nelp ereste
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help ereate conditions for mors pesca-loving relaticns with
the Soviet Union.”

{(Beporting Bisenhover's arrival ia France, Ri nevs gquoted the
follcowing from Guillerd's velcoming speech) "I wm happy to meet
you on the land which you liberatald as Coumpndsr-in-Chiaf of the
Allied Arxies. Your presente here eaphasizes, one sight say, the
importance you attash to the fwture of our Alliancs. Both cur
peoples have one and the same culture, and thay are threstened
by coos and the same danger. That is why the Franch peopls grest
ycur arrival in Paris with sueh Joy.”

The orientatics of the report of RL's Paris corrsspondent is
gontained 1in the Tollowing statoments:

“on the eva of these meetings, the French, saud sot cnly the
French, press repests a single thought: the impending contacts
in Faris mest dstermine the paths along which the uwsited Atlantic
states mast direct their efforts for the aciive dafense of the
Viesters vorld from the dangsrs menscing it. The task of the
participants in the MATO Coxference ecasists in umifying stomic
and hydrogen sresmests; that is, eliminating the prevailing
conditions under which omly tha U.5. amd, to sn extent, England,
disyose of all types of stomie amw. The guestion now conewrss
the coumpiste reorganisstion of military equipment and production --
more precisely, of the complets raticnalizstion of production sites
for ali kinds of srme in one comptry; s systes of division of
lador among the partieipants of the Atlantic Allimnce. This
also means that there can be oo military secrets among mesbers
of the defense sliliance.”

Contrary to Nr. lasvine's expresszad view, RL 41d not take a
position for the sholition of NATO as s military alllsnce in faver
of 'a political-ecomomic wnion.'” It 414 not suggest the sbolition
of the BATO silitary alliames. It 414, quite improperly, &'ﬁ"‘
itgelf, bofore the resulis of the Coaferesce were kmown, with widespread
Westarn expectations that EATO would be brosdsned tc include a politicel-
economic as well ss & military allience.

mm,mmmmummmmwwsmmue
figure quoted in these droadcasts.

little support ces be found for Mr. Levime's esautention that AL
4id the U.8. & disservice by citing Br. dathe's sdmission that the Soviet

- 32w icn
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‘1
Union lewds all other countries in rocket techunigue, becsuse
Dr. Bethe's sétmission was corwpled with his statement thet: “However,
in the field of nuclesar plysics the 6.U. still lags dehind the U.85.
and Britsin.” 9¥oe latter was information vhich Soviet medis normslly
would suppress.

ey

This news ltem conclwied with refarences to Dr. Colgate’s report
ou the schisvenments of British seientists with bydrogen nuclear ensrgy,
out Mr. larine's eritisisx 4id rot mention this.

s the P1st Cemtury by Soviet
21

T™his news item, citing the Torecmets by Bovist sclentiats of 2lst
gentury science ss privied in s Soviet organ, is obvicusly s "filler,”
an innotucus reaport vhich wes carried for the pure interest velue of
future predictad sclenee xiraciea. The Sovist scientists 414 not
attribute future wonders to Soviet solsnce, but {0 science in general,
which, in a way, supports RL’s attempts to show the commnity of
intarest of all scisntists in the servies oOf men. Quoting from an
officlal Soviet propaganda orgen is, sontrary to Mr. lavine's sssertion,
no “innovation.” It is dome all the time for purpcses of attribution
and/or refutation. Nere refutatios is irrelevant.

35. W of Three Bev CPSU Central Commities Seeretaries;
Kulbitaky, 21 December .

The spparent purposs thia biographioal sketch of the threes nevest
secretaries of the Soviet Central Commitiee ssrved in demonstrating
to the Soviet audience BL's Pamiliarity with dcemstie Soviet events
is insufficient to Justify s perfectly siraight trestmsnt. The same
purpose eould have baen served with a revealing and thought-provoking
sualysis of the sstual work of these men in ons or ascther of their
official posts. Bince this program was ¢ special feature, such treatment
uss not only feasibla, but necessary.

Precisely vhat Mr. lavine means when he sske vhether it iz RL's
tesk to "echo officisl Soviet concoctions™ is not clear. The program’s
run~down of the party and government careers of thase mea are not
“concoetions, ' they sre facts, d4rad, usimportant facts for AL and the
Soviet sudience, perbaps, btut fects nosetheless.

36. M cn @either Report, New York Progres Department,

R sxploited the widely publiecized lesks on the Saither Rsport
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o show the existence of, and the ueed for, fresdum of yublie
eriticisn of official policy in & dmmcersey.

The Comentary cartainly should have omitted the strong statements
of Alsop on the Gaither Report. At the sane time the program defisitely
indicated that the sccuracy of the report's oclsim that the U.3. defecse
effort did not west American dafense neteds wes dsdatedls, and it saded
on & note of confidepce thet this shortecming, if it in fact existed,
woiulid be righted decause of the Jalther Report.

his is the last half or more of the broadssst:

“However, /Teference to Alsop's claim that the report shows
an inadsquacy in our defense effori/ it is mecessary to note
that at presant the sherpest sttanks on the goverumeant by
cartain sonial cireles sre occessioned not by the gqueastion,
whieh is in any case debatsble, t¢ what axtent the country'e
defense sffort lags bekind those demanda placed on it by
gesarsl teshunologieal developmsnts, dut, priasarily, by the
fact that on this guestion thes goverzment countinuea to pursue
a policy of seerecy. Alscp, in the pagas of the B.X. Herald
Tribune, calls this policy, the *road to hell.'

‘Amerless publie opinion, snd togethar with {£ seny publie
officials, are demasiing more sud more resolutely that the
regort of the Gaither Commissfon be published snd that the
govermmul openly saknouwledgs its errcrs. This is the sense of
wvhat Viee Frasident of tha U.8. Eixon msant when he 3ald that
he belisved that the peopls sboulld be iInformed sdout the faots
on which the Beport vas based. #Hs declexed that an open poliey
is the only bealthy policy and that cunly a frank discussion with
tha pecvple ean bring shout a heslthy situaticm.

“The arguments sroused around the Gaither Committee Report
csa, in the finsl saalysis, lesd to a re-exmmination of American
policy on questions of defense, sconmomy snd scientific resesrch
work. This 1s inevitable, Bacause the government in say demcorntic
country is ecmpelled to take publiic opinion imto asecust, even on
matters concerning defense. The government must not, of course,
puklieise wvarious tecimologieal detstls. But ths solution in
prineiple cn baslc questions must be mede with the participstion
of the people and their representatives. The uopublished Report
of the Galther Comsittes will lsad to the result that the unfavor-
ails condition of ¥U.3. dafense -~ if this condition does in
sctuality exist ~- will be corrected with the support of ail the
scelinl forces of the gountry. This is preciesely the way in whieh
ong of the sspects of any democratic system manifests itself.”

36. Interviey With

T

Approved For Release 2003/11/04 : CIA-RDP80B01676R004200090035-1



Approved For Release 2003/11/04 : '@ﬁ-ﬁ?PSOBO1676R004200090035-1
PERRY B -

37. Interview With ton Hughes; WYFD, b Jan 1538.

It ie precisely because, as MWr. levine points out, the Soviet
yress sod redio devoled millions of words te the tragedy of Littls
Rock thet this interviev wss most helpful in putting the race situs~
tics 1o the U.B. into perspective. OF course Nr. Bughes spoke of
various restrictions om American Negroes, and, of course, the Ri,
interviewer -- as A good propegandist -- intended that he should.

For, in the context of these hooest simissions, the statements of

sir. Rughes sbout the sdmission of Negro writers to the PEE Club, the
Preedom of Americen Begro writers to write sbout rece problems, anéd
the existence of & large Megro intelligentsis, which includes doctors,
lawyers and journslists, sre sll that much mors effective snid conviocling.
fia, in 1ike msnner, sre Mr. Hughes' sssertions that, in spite of
existing racisl prejudice in the U.S., considsrsble progress has been
made and that steps ars continually Geing taken to evercome that
prejudice. The belief of Mr. Bughes ino this gradual dbut continual
grogress in overcoming racial prejudice in the U.5. is felt throughout
the interviev.

It is certain, as Mr. lLaevine says, that ‘'this euntire brosdcast
dessrves the fullest study and apalysis as a clus to the probless we
are concerned wity.’' To further this study, ve reproduce a trsnslation
of the complete text of the broadcest ss follwws:

"On Monday 1n Weshington s Agresment was signad om expanding
cultural contesdats between the Soviet Union and the United States.
o ons ean have sny doudbts sbout the positive significance of
this Agresement. Cultural contect will be useful to the Americans,
who are not always adeguately informed sbout the Soviet Uniom.
But, this contact is immesasursbly more isporiant for the Boviet
Uoion. The Scvist government has altered ites position on this
question. As late as 1955, Bulgsuin in Gensva categorically
rejected a proposal for the exehange of informmilion between
western countries and the Soviet Pnion. Since then, bhowever,
times have chepged.

‘It is trus that, on the insistence of the Soviet Governmeut,
smerican redio programs wust first psss through the Soviet censors.
It is trus that the mumder of Soviet citisens who will be permitied
to see with their own syss how the Western world lives 1s, for the
time being, limited. It must de noted, howsver, that the fect of

the Agreement
35
fiﬂ T
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the Agresment is in itsslf more iwtntthwmermr
restriction. When Cosmunist propagsnda asserts that the
probibition against silowing Western {nfermntion into the
Boviet Union protects Soviet citizens against & tendentious
distortion of the truth, this is only a clumey propagendia
device. What the Communist leadsrship really fesxs is mot
snti-fioviet propsgands but scoess (by the Soviet pecple) to

the objective truth. This is wuch more important and dengerdus
than anti-Comminist sttacks of coe kind or sacther. Yhere is
only ons way to meke & sorrect evaluation of any situstion -~
through comparison. Up to now, the Boviet governasnt hes never
given its sitizens this opportunity. Let ua take & concrete
exsmsple: mmum::tntathmmmt&
West snd the szount of consumer goods this monsy will buy.

on first glasce, thers is nothing anti-Soviet in this kipd of
infurmetion. But aay Sovist worker who has sn opportunity to
meke s sompariscn will involuntarily ssk this question: How is
the Bocimlist system swperior to the cspitalist system 1f, wnder
the cepitalist system, the economie gonditica of ths vorkers is
considerably better? The ssme guestion wili arise when the
subject of trsde unlons, for exesple, is prought up and vhen it
is made clear ibst in the so-called cepitalist world trede unionsg
are frequently stromger than any owner of an enterprise or any
orgenisation of enterprise owners.

The fact that this Agreement hes besn sonciuded is
indisputable evideace of the mighty isternal evolvtion in the
Soviet Waion, which the Soviet Government must take inte sceount.
The meaning of this svolation is clesr:i the presant Soviet
Government, ss distinguished from Stalin, is compelled to take
the peopls into secount. And, in contrast to Btalin, the pressat
Soviet Qovernment is not doing what it vemts to 4o, but what 1t
mst do. Tor this resson, in the final sanalysis, cultural
contaet with the West is secessary not to the Soviet Government,
put to the Soviet people.”

The first paregraph of this seript ecntains introductory TemNArks ,
along with the suggestion that something has happened to mmke the
Soviet governmant retreat on the guestion of an Eagt-Yest informticn
sxchangs Programa.

The secopd peragraph diseusses the threst tc the Boviet regime of
cbjective tzuth io view of the fact thet an objective coupariscn batveen
nttinmmutMmmmmmtvthmmwm
communist claim of the supericrity of their system over demoaratic
capltslism.

Mr. levine,
-36-
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Mr. ievine, hovever, cited ouly a portion of the fimal paresgreph, and
in sv doing omitted any reference to the very signifieent lsst two
gsentences of thet paragraph. These are key ssntences because they
should make it sbundantly clear to s propagendist that io speaking
acout sevoelution in the Seviet Union, RL setuslly is calliog upon the
Soviet psople 10 craste snd exeri pressures to cimpsl the Comminist
lesdership, sgainst its will, to modify the system 1in a more and nore
damocratic direction.

Thie “svolutionary” approach is a consistent implementation of
official RL policy guidasce. It hes been {etermined that, in the
absacce of the slements of a revolutionary situation in the Soviet
Union, RL should devote its basic effort to impel forward those
developing forces in Soviat society which can contribute to a situation
where popular pressures €an bes incresaingly brought to bear on the
Commamist lesdership snd vhere that leadership i» sade more snd mpore
responsive to those pressures. In this way the ground will be prepsred
for the eventual demccratization of the Soviet Union, is the trus sense
of the word. dShounld, st some stage in this movement & revelutionary
situstion develop, RL will adspt to 1t, with propsr poliey guidance.

An undenisble prereguisite for this “evolutiomary” development
is, however, ihe belisf and hope of the Soviet pecple in their own
ability to exert pressure on the Soviet Cosmunist leaderehip in the
direction they, the people, desire. 3By amssuring the peopls that they
are not impotent, that they sre responsible for certaic chapges in
the Soviet Union aince the dseth of Stalin, AL is contridbuting to that
preveguisite. For this morale-building propagsnds purpose 1t is not
really wital to determive preclsely how far the sovement sway from
titalinism hes gone or to vhat precise extent various soclisl forces have
contributed to this movement.

A further characterlstic of besic 3L policy is that the redioc
will eschew vilification and denuncietion, but vill instead adopt =
calm, reascoed approsch towards the Communiat lesdership and towards
Soviet domestic and intersational peliciss in order to esrry out its
subtly subversive mission. RL pressnts its listeners, with partieular
attention to the “power slite” groups in Soviet sociely, with & varlety
of thought-provoking materisl; it trisa to win the confidence of its
audience by appearing ss en independent representative of the legitimste
interssts of the Soviet people themselvss.

39. w Bevs Reviev Item on Exchangs Agreement; News Desk, 3 Feb-

This item on the Exchange Agreement wus one of many 1in the Weekly

News Review.
-37=
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Bevs Reviev. It vas s Brisf run-down oo the terms of the Agreement.
Ho iaterpretative comment was mads beyond the rowtine words chiticised
by Nr. lavine to the effect that the Agreesent shows that pesceful
cosxistence of aifferent political systems is possible sud that agree-
ment between the Soviet Union snd the demccrstic countries of the West
1z femsible, given good will on both sides.

It ia only by ignoring the vhole orieantation of RL that one CAn
infer from these statements that it is following the Soviet line {we
leave out the consideration that ons would have aifficulty 1
in Soviet medis the appelation “democratis eountries of the Weat”).
For, BRi's ccoasionsl use of pirases which create the impression of

_impartiality is intended tc mmke more scavineing its setual support
of the West against the Soviet Uatom. This could hawve been ohsarved
mthnnt)rm'amaituium”m'hﬁwm, which
clearly indicated where the radic believes the inek of good will
exista. Jor, im its vreview of Kharushehev's foreign palicy speeeh in
Minsk, RL ecoumented:

"It is clear froz this speech that the Soviet goveroment
considers sgresmmnt with the West possible only on terms which
it itsell lays down. %Thus, Khrushelhev declared that the Bovist

Eisashover that interplanstary space de used exclusively for
pesceful purposes. However, the conditions which he (Khrushehev)
Propuses rwmmiaam-mmmnnm
the security system of FA20, uthwtwmmrwmmory
guarantess. Repesting Bulgasnin's words, Khrushebev spoke of the
secessity for calling a conference on the "highest level.®
hha}.imsthumtofmmxeﬂdblm conld be resoclwved

by such & couference. However, he added that, iz order for

that sonfereance to be successful, it was necessary for the VWest
to resoguise the matntensuce of the 'status quoe.' In other
words, mtthmtnmmcdhenastmafthqmtmam
reunification of Germany and the status of the countries of
Esstern Burope.

Of eourse, Xhrushchev knows that prior eonditicns of
this kind ars coapletely unscceplable, I he nevertheless
cousidera it necessary to ra-emphasise them Fublicly, instead
of discussing them through normal diplomatic channels, he is
obvicusly doing it in ordey t0 relieve himself beforshand of
responsibllity for the possible future failure of the negotistions. -

4O. ZRewark in Review of the Press
De D . )

Hr. lavine's
-m-
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Mr. Levine's statement that RL 414 not miss another opportunity
to glorify Eovist selwnce,” Was daged only on pertisl evidence.
He guoted only the fellowing portiom of cne of the statements RL cited

from the Manchaster %z_g__un: "soriet sclantists can aghieve SnoOTEOUS
succesnas sy « « «5 bBut refrained from mentloning ita

coptinuation, which resds: ~(in say field) in the development of
whiech the Soviet lesdership concenirstes all the NeCessary reasurces,
eves if the peopls have to live in mmd-hmta.”

The Mahchester introduced this sobering thought after
congratulating .8, en Explorer snd msking tha claim that
even though Explorer was amch lighter than Sputnik, its scientifie wvalue
is =& grest. EL played Explorer as a great contriduiion to pesseful
seientific sdvancement.

It was a long shot, quite possidbly too long a shot, for RL to
hope that its report that Soviet Antarctic scisntlasts enjoy all the
comforts of life in their base -~ cenitral heatisg, slestricity, aud
washing machines =- would %e received by thess-mmenities-less ilstenars
ag ironie. The likelihood is %that the Soviet listsner would feel a
sense of uatiocpal pride in this.

k2. Fress Review Item of Rgypt-Byria Mergexr; News Desk, 5 February 1958.

AL had given 1ta own evaluation of the Egyptiasn-Syrian merger in
its Mews Commentary of the preceding dey, b Mbruary. In this coamentary
RL used Naseer's “Liverstion of Egypt™ to discuss that leader's asnse
of mission for imperislist snda to drav the sonclusiom:

‘Tt s 41fficult to predict the cutcome of this new Federsation.
The greatest danger to its future is represented by the unlikelihood
that its lasfers vill find it in them to be satisfied with vhet
they have slresdy achisved. The isperialist dreems of Essser,
so distinntly expressed by him ia his 'Fhilcaophy of Revolution,’
will, sfter this sew success, undocubtadly urge him further along
the romd he has charted. And this rosd actually iseds not ta e
pan~Avah fadaration, but to the hagemony of Egypt over the other
Arsdh countries. This is ths main danger to the newly organised
tUnited Arasd Rapublie.”

in additiom,
~3G-
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In sdéstion, it should be pointed out that RL bad devoted s
nuwker of progrsms 1o Soviet machinations in the Eear East, with
special exphasis on this gquestion during the Soviet-crested Tarkish-
Syrian exisie in the late fall -~ during the pariocd of Mr. levibe's
revievw. Tre particulsr item to which Mr. lLeving refers wes one emong
& aumber of press excerpts pudblished on the tnited Arad Republie.

One of these clted neve articles speculated thet the United Arasd
Republie mey yet tura out to de & blow to Boviet designz on Egypt
and Syris; soother emphesized the counter-moves of Ireq and the
feeling of a "majority’ of the leaders of tke other Areb countries
that they vould place themeelves in complete subordination to the
Soviet Union by folloving Begypt and Syris's pisns; the third warned
Arad countries sgainst Communism. With a1l these considerations, the
refference in Coxbat to the West's fear of the cut-off of its il
aupplies seems not ¢o put undue emphasls on this very Justifiable fesr.
It would, in sany esse, de helpful to quote more fully from the Combat
pazsage.

There is sothing surprising in the fect that this merger
has caused anxiety {n the countries, the lesaders of which sre
trying to create the Baghdsi-Amman-Riyedh triengle es a
countervelight to the Csiro-Damascus axis.

‘Gn the other hand, S0k of all Mad-East oil destined for
Zurope passes through the territories of these two countries,

1.e., through the Sues Canal or through the Syrian pipelins.
This gives the Western powers grounds for fesr.”

k3. Hews Item om Kishi's Stetement Regsrding U.3. Administration of
Taiwen; Neve Desk, FUATY . '

Waile 1% is herdly feir to say that Bl ‘supports the Kremlin's
charges of American imperislism and militarism" by reperting Japanese
Freamier Kishi's requeat that Okinswse bs retwned to Japanese awthority,
this item comld well have besn omitted from the nevws.

It is asotevorthy, hovever, that Mr. lsvine d4id not mention the
iest line of the same naws item inssmuch a2 he had complained praviously
thet RL hsd not sufficiently identified the Peiping Gouvernment ss deing
Communist, and that it never mentions Nationalist China. This line
repls:

In sddition, Kishi snid in his spesch that Japan does
act intend to recognize the Chinese Communist goverament,
since it is bound by a pesce treaty with the goversment on
the isiand of Taiwven.”

43. Nevs Commentary

~ho-
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Mr. Levioe charges that BRL "effectively undesrmined sha professions
aud motives mnd the solemn cbligations of the ¥est” in this special
commentary on the Susmit. Ne dases his charge on the ststement in the
introduction to this program that cue bas t0 contrast the real aiss of
the grest powers with their propsgands professions iz order to determine
what one can and cennot sxpeet from a Sumeit Conference. Wr. lavine
also Mmun:uﬁmnmmchmmtmtsmth
mogt sclemn pect guarantees by itself any hind of pesce.

However, it was only ia its opening diseussion of the first
point of the Boviet demards, s ron-sggression psct, that RL showed its
‘cbjectivity” by poinmting to the difference betwesn certain Wesiern
Countries’ professions asd deeds: After citing the violation Wy Stelin
of Soviet non-aggression pacts vith Polsnd, Finland and the Baltic
countries, it ssntioned the aggressica by Eoglend and Frence against
Egypt in vislation of thwir U.NW. undertsking. It vas in this sonnection
that the second statement aited by Nr. levine vas mads.

The reasinder of the prograa tekas & ﬂ%ﬁ g.i. %’itim on
Sovist policy and intemtious ia its &» , tion the Humnit
proposals put Torth by the Soviets end the U.8., dsnigrating osly
Sovist professicns, motives sud solemm obligations. The literal
degras of AL's support of the VU.B. position can be seen from the
progrsm’s soncluding suamary:

‘Chances for the success of the proposed nev moeting st
the highest level sre mors than doudtful. The 1955 Geneve
Conference alsc arcesed ihe hopes of the world, but they
proved futile. The sgrasment in prineiple vhieh was resched
at that mesting was slmost lmmediately viclsted bty the Soviet
Goverpment. The main point of the feneva sgreamsnt -~ the
proalse to unite Germeny on the basis of free siections -~ has
always been ignored by the Soviet goverament. Now, the Boviet
Government denies the faet that it mads such & promise.

“‘After the Noscow Declarstion {(of Communist Parties), which
openly éeclares that Communism muat be syresd by all means,
%@; sfter Khrushchev's speech in Minsk, in whieh

nn on taining the ‘status quo;' after mumsrous
letters by Bulganin -- it is &iffiewit to suppose that & new

seeting on the highast level will lead to a reduction of world
temsions.

“J¢ the Soviet Guvernment were to give wp its relisnce On
the 'status quoj' if it were to recognise the necessity for

solving the
B1-
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the Cermen guestion on the basis of free slsctions; 1f 1t
::};122 fulfill, ifqunly tn part, the agreements sigped by it
in reljation to Esatern and Central Rurope} if 1t wvere to agree
to an sffective intercational control over disarmement ; 11' it vere
to agree to cesse the producticn of hydrogen snd atomic weapons -;
only in this event would one be able to have faith in the sincerity
of its intentions.

Then, ouly then, would 1t be possible to hope for the
possibility of establishing & lasting pesce after & mti}u on
the highest level. But, inasmuch as the Soviet lsadership limits
itself to purely propagazds maneuvers and stubboraly refuses %o
discuss the substence of internstiocnal problems, oos eannot plme\
great hopes on the success of & nevw meeting on the higheat level.

42~

VLT Ty Yoo
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