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Follcv5.ng the heavy emphasis given the Pongam incident and the Soviet 
resolution for  U.N, condemation of thz affair, Moscow~s sharply reduoed 
attontion fociises on familiar charges of Amerioan profiteering. This 
the.ze has recurred prominently when attenLf.on to the Korean War has 
been a t  Q low level, 

A&o&!.e-gd Prof itee-fnp Revear lJiq-il: Both the Pongam 
%trocities1I and k i t ?  evldemes of Amrichil p.wfii;eering-which this 
time are doctunenbed on the basis of the tunx.lual report submitted by 

9 5 3 
U,S, Defense Mobij.ieation Director Fowler-are ci%ed as new pFof O f  
American hypacrisy orl the truce issue and m e  contrssted with the 
Soviet Union's procl.aimsd desire for a peaceful sol.ution of the Korean 
War, The Soviet ~ t m d  i n  the United Nations is featured as proof of 
t h i s  des3re and S-talints reply to'Reston 3.6 given as further _evidenc_e 
of the Soviet Vnionfs hrma'nitarih intentions with respect to. Korea. 
Soviet propagandists seem thus t o  be mainly concerned w i t h  highlighting 
the Communists? moral position, an effor t  which uuggests a desire to 

divert attention from the defeat8 suffered by the Soviet bloc in  the 
General' .&sembly, Chou En-lai s 27 December interview with HuRiIANITE 
correspondent Pierre Courtade-in which the Chinese Foreign Minister 
reiterates the vehement accusation that  the United States is ttsabotag- 
ingl the armistice negotiations-is broadcast without comment, mostly 
to Europem l is teners  and once to  the Soviet home audience. Although 
Soviet comment on the Korean War is generally devoid of the extreme 
belligerency that marks recent Peking broadcasts, PjIoscow*s broadcasb 
ing of the Chou interview seems intended to. underscore. the Communist 
argument that, f a r  from seeking a genuine peace sett;lement i n  Korea, 
the United States is planning to ~tintensify and expand" the war) 

'Uwch to the Yalutt for  Tung sten Mines: 331 an unusually prompt 
reaction t o  Syngman m e e t s  New Yearls speech-which has not yet been 
mentioned by PsMng4oscow minimizes the South Korean President's 
controversial declaration that h i s  forces would, if need be, ltmarch 
to the Yalu aloneetl Instead of belaboring th i s  point as a further 
indication of plans *to extend the war, a widely broadcast PRAVDA corn- 
menkry by Makarenlro declares that RheeIs statement merely r e v e a s  
"what the U,S, aggressors have on their  mindstl-nsmely, a Itnew march 
t o  the North of Koreatt for  the purpose of s e i d n g  the %nportant 
tungsten deposits which l i e  on the other side of the frontOi1 The 
strategic importance of tungsten is not mentioned; rather, the 
tungsten miwes are said t o  represent po0entiaJ. sources of newtlmulti- 
millions of supor-profitstl for %he UoS, hper ia l ie t s ,  w o Itare dream- 
b g  of a new offensive for  the sake of American businee t interestsetl  
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FOllOVhg the heavy emphasis given the Pongam incident and the Soviet 
resolntion ,for U,N, condemnation of th5 affair ,  Moscow*s sharply reduced 
attention fociises on -famili.ar charges of American profiteering, This 
the.ne has rectwred prominently when attention to  the Korean War has 
been a t  a low level, 

Atzocities and ,mfitee=.fnF Reveal U.S. wocrisyn. Both the Pongam 
llatrocicS.esil and - h e  evldeA1ses of Anmica  profiteering-whioh th i s  
time are docnmenkd on 'the ba& of the tmutial report submitted by 
US. Defense Mubi3.izatJion Director Fowier-are cited as new proof of 
Amwican hypocrisy 3n the truce issue and are coatrasted with the 
Soviet Union's proclaimed desire' for  a peaseful solution of the Korean 
War. The Soviet e tmd i n  the United Nations is featured as proof of 
this des-f,re and S'talinTs reply to  Restan is given as further evidence 
of the Soviet Vnion's humanitariaa intentions with respect to Korea. 
Soviet pmpagandists seem thus to be mainly concerned w i t h  highlighting 
the Communists2 moral position, an effor t  which suggests a desire to 
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divert  attention from the defeats suffered by the Soviet bloc i n  the 
General Assembly,, Chou En-lai's 27 December interview With HUNlANITE 
correspondent Pierre Courtade--.in which the Chinese Foreign Minister 
rei terates  the vehement accusation that th United States  is %abotag- 
ing" the armistice negotiations-is broadcast without comment, mostly 
to European l is teners  and once t o  the Soviet home audience. Although 
Soviet comment on the Korean War is generally devoid of the extreme 
belligerency that  marks recent Peking broadcasts, Moscowt s broadcast- 
ing of the Chou interview seems intended to underscore the Communist 
argument that, f a r  from seeking a genuine peace settlement i n  Korea, 
the United States  is planning t o  llintensify and expand" the war .  

L,Sa IUarcsh to the Yalul' for Tungsten Mines: Xn an unusually prompt -- 
reactian to Syngman Rheels New Year's speech-wk&b+S not yet  hem 
mentioned by Psking-Mosoow minimizes the South Korean President *s 
controversial declaration that  h i s  forces woqld, if need be, %arch 
t o  the Yalu alone,11 Instead of belaboring t h i s  point as a further 
indication of plana .ta extend the war, a widely broadcast PRAVDA com- 
mentary by Makarenko deolares that €thee's statement merely yeve-als 
"what the U,So aggressors have on their mind611-namely, E "new march 
to the North o f  Korea1' for  the purpose o f  seiaing the llimportant 
tungsten deposits whioh l i e  on the other aide of the front.11 The 
strategic  importance of tungsten is not mentioned; rather, the 
tungsten m&%?S are satd to represent Oential sburaes of pew11mu3.th 
millions of super-prQfitstI for  the TJ.E imperialiets, who %re dream- 
ing of a qew offensive f o r  the sake of Arperioan business interesteat '  
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