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The Politician

Truth will ultimately prevail where there is paitaken to bring it to light.
—George Washington

Obvious pressures to smother and ignore The Rahtisince its official publication are unmatchedtlre
history of the American book world. Now that thigptosive volume is available to anyone who willdesnd
judge for himself, the hundreds of periodicals viahigere quoting and misquoting from it regularly tero
years have failed to give it a review or a mentbany nature.

There have been many case histories showing theeimdfe exerted on the seven thousand regular hweksn
the United States which has resulted in a virtwgicbtt of the book—even by those stores that watdexdfer
it for sale.

In spite of these problems, the sale of forty tlamaiscopies in the first six months after publicatand the
continuing strong sale have been encouraging. ftitle, tso fully documented, is not easy to keepdareven
by all of the powerful influences that are so delieed to hide it.

CONTENTS

Prologue
Introduction
1. The Lieutenant Colonel

2. "Lucky Ike"

3. The Supreme Commander

4. "Operation Keelhaul"

5. The Hero

6. The Candidate

7. The Campaign

8. The Anti-anti-Communist

9. The Pro-Communist

10. The Republican

11. The Modern Republican

12. The President Of The United States
13. Leader Of The Free World

14. The One-Worlder

15. The Propagandist

16. Associates And Appointments
17. The Word Is Treason

18. The Present Danger

Epilogue

Footnotes



There is nothing so powerful as truth, and oftetihimg so strange.
Daniel Webster

Truth will ultimately prevail where there is paitadken to bring it to light.
George Washington

Patriotism means to stand by the country.

It does not mean to stand by the President or #mgr gublic official save exactly to the degreeninich he
himself stands by the country.

It is patriotic to support him insofar as he eficgily serves the country. It is unpatriotic noofgpose him to
the exact extent that by inefficiency or otherwhgefails in his duty to stand by the country.

In either event, it is unpatriotic not to tell theth—whether about the President or anyone elsge-athe
rare cases where this would make known to the enefogmation of military value which would otherveide
unknown to him.

Theodore Roosevelt
Please Note
Explanations are like government. Nobody loves therma minimum amount of both is a necessary evil.

The original manuscript of The Politicidias been reproduced herein, with typographical esmorrected and
a few other minor changes as noted.

The "documentation” for footnote purposes is nohglete. Digging out the source materials five ydatsr,
for what was originally written as a private lettgith no thought of publication, has not been easyeither
myself or those who have helped me. More such taethwill be added in later printings.

In the Epilogueand elsewhere, especially in the footnotes writigothers, there are occasional references to,
and passages paraphrased from, earlier books, lagjcand speeches of my own. But in this fighttiteed

the comfort of modesty long ago. And it has seampdrtant to get within these covers as much cbuation

as | can make, within practicable limits, to a lmasinderstanding of the Communist conspiracy—noanatt
where some of these thoughts have appeared before.

Especially in the Prologuand Epilogue,also, | have not dared make normal use of the editbwe.” For it
might be misunderstood, and appear to some exteinvblve others in a responsibility they do noarsh So
an abnormal use of the pronoun "I" has been unaaidil

From a professional viewpoint, there are too maifigreént type faces and sizes in this book. It ecduse,
trying to crowd in so much material, | have wantedgive each segment a readability in proportiontso
importance.

Finally, some of the writing in this letter, espdly in the informality of the language, and aghe order and
arrangement of materials, is not up to the standansbuld have set for myself in anything planneda fo
publication. But it seems far better, for many oees not to attempt a face-lifting job on the mamips at this
time.

And so, with this much explanation but without agapl, | now send The Politiciasut into the world. RW



PROLOGUE

"And with forced fingers rude . . . before the roeling year."

Thus John Milton complained of having to put pempaper when the season was not yet ripe. And vifhige
writer is certainly no Milton, we can sympathizettwhis feelings.

For never was this author under more compulsiamfmore different sources and of a more varied thas

to consent to premature publicationTdfe Politician. Byan increasing stream of letters from individualg,
resolutions passed at meetings of patriotic orgdinas, by personal pleas from many friends, he deen
urged—and by the utterly unfair taunts of some tabgublications has been dared—to make this "book"
available to the public.

The situation has been difficult simply because ttocument was never written, nor intended, foripation

at all. It was an adventure in one-man researclkiwled to quantities of evidence and possible amighs that
surprised even the author. And it was sent peroaad in confidence to various friends (too makhiy
afraid), in an effort to shake them out of theimpdacency and awaken them to both the dangerseof th
Communist conspiracy and the extent of its infleeriénder these conditions a brief account of haavaitoject
came into existence would seem to be in orderwkitrout such explanation both the character of'teok,"
and its purpose, would be badly misunderstood.

In December, 1954 | was riding back to New Yorknira visit up the Hudson, with three friends, inaa c
provided by one of those friends. They were wdibimed, we were able to talk freely, and the cosaton
became quite serious.

In the course of that conversation | expressed omgern over what appeared to me to have been thdedo
crossing by Mr. Eisenhower, in the Congressionaktens just finished, of a number of conservative
Republican candidates for both the Senate and tuséd He had promised to go into the states onasof
these candidates to help in their campaigns. Wighrhmense popularity at that time such help wagreht
importance. These candidates had been led to coutliat promised help, and to build their campamyasind

it, more than was wise.

As these respective campaigns got under way, Merthiower had found one excuse and reason aftdresnot
for delaying and postponing his appearance in miffeareas, but always with the assurance thatdudvstill

be there. When these campaigns were all over, mathelp from Mr. Eisenhower, our whole Congress had
been moved a few notches further left by the deféatveral Conservatives. Just how much Mr. Eisemin's
smooth procrastination had contributed to thoseatsfit was hard to guess. But | expressed thaaopthat
this effect was probably intentional.

This surprised one of my listeners so much thagrwhbegan to bring out parts of Mr. EisenhoweaHdier
record which made such a view possible, this friasikled me if | would be willing to put my commeirighe
form of a memorandum which he could study. | agré@td on my return to Boston | wrote him a lettér o
some nine thousand words, recapitulating the pdinésl made during our conversation.

This was the beginning dte Politician. Isent carbon copies of this letter to each of therdriends. And one
or two of them immediately wanted additional copest to other friends. It was quite a while befooeuld
have a new typing of the letter made, and in thamme | had added a considerable amount to it.

The demand and this process continued until, sdweetyears later, the letter had evolved into dwer
hundred pages reproduced by offset and collated aiplastic link binding. | still considered it aiyate
unfinished manuscript for limited confidential dibution, but a study which might sometime be farth
expanded, modified, and probably moderated for &mablication.



Sometime before this | had given up my businegsoresibilities, and was devoting all of my time he tanti-
Communist cause. | did not want what had beenestaimply as a private confidential letter at teguest of a
friend to get any further out of hand, even to péeather friends, nor did | want the more studipesisidered
efforts | could now make, in this anti-Communistusa, to be twisted into a polemic path which | hagter
intended to follow. It was my purpose thereafteletad out additional copies @he Politicianto other friends
only in quite rare instances. That purpose has besntained.

Nor was it as naive as might appear for me to edgpex "unfinished manuscript” to fade out of thetpre and
into oblivion. For this is exactly what was happenduring the next two years. We had convincingciaibns
that the lions of the Left, including Mr. Eisenhawemself, knew all about this manuscript when vegdn to
push it into the past ih958. Theydid not want it published, or brought out into thEen, because there was too
much devastating evidence in it concerning maitgnsh they preferred to have forgotteedid not want to
publish it because the presentation of that eviedraxd never been prepared or put in shape forgatialn.
Everybody was quite content to let the manuscept all copies of it, simply gather dust until iasvpretty
well forgotten; and until, so far as | was conceliria some future years | might have the time ttiena sound
and complete volume of history dealing with everitshe 1950's, into which the material in this msernpt
could be incorporated.

But by the fall of 1960 the Left was beginning &ain of the existence, growth, and potential danger
themselves, of a new national organization knowfites John Birch Society. They started looking f@ys/to
damage and, they hoped, to destroy the Societg. drigianization had been building very solidly, ameans of
getting at it were not easy to find. In distressiat despair they seized upon this manuscripttewiby the
Society's founder long before the Society was fakn@es a weapon for their attack. Despite the fiaat the
manuscript was no part of the materials or theebelof The John Birch Society, and had been spadii
disavowed at the founding meeting of the Socidig, leaders of the Left made it the core of thestfhuge
smear campaign against the Society as well as mysel

The opening assault, timed to coincide with the ®épan National Convention in Chicago the firstekeof
August, 1960, was in th€hicago Daily Newsby a double-talking columnist named Jack Mablefiqvalso
double-acts as a small-time politician). It was iedhately picked up by that avidly "progressive" @ad he
Milwaukee Journaland two or three scattered lesser journalistictéigpf the same tinge. Then, although some
temporary damage had been done to the SocietyeilCtlicago and Milwaukee areas, the subject wasypret
much ignored by the rest of the nation's press,thadew reverberations began to die out. Whethisrdalvo
had been fired by some eager beavers entirely @n ¢lwvn, or was inspired by strategists of the lasft— to
mix our metaphors a bit—a trial balloon, we haveidwa. But it was not until later, and in complianagith
specific orders from Moscow, that the real barraggan.

The directive, making the destruction of anti-Conmmstigroups a major assignment for Communists 6119
was issued from the Kremlin early in December, 1980d, as the 75- page report of the Senate Interna
Security Subcommittee was later to make clearntbpr brunt of that directive was borne in AmeirgaThe
John Birch Society. In late February, 1961 the enpmntation of this directive really got under wiypugh an
article in the CommunisPeople's Worldof San Francisco. This paper was ably assistea@ Ipyactically
simultaneous and equally vicious attack in 8azata Barbara News-Presshich is published by Earl Warren's
bosom pal, Tom Stork&imemagazine hastened to fall in step, even publisimritg article some errors of fact
from thePeople's Worldor from the same source), which had been spatificalled to the attention of the
Timereporter who interviewed me for the article. Thba whole Liberal-slanted press of America (and tha
means a very substantial proportion of the totakgy, immediately taking its cue from tReople's Worldor
Time, or both, went all out in a continuous and extemsmear campaign against the Society which created
furore for many weeks. And the reverberations Hasted until today.

These attacks, in which the pundits of radio ahelvision promptly joined the press, utilized faleedds and
distortions of many kinds. But the sensationaknest-compelling paragraphs of almost every smeasisted
of sentences quoted out of context frdime Politician. The Left had decided to accept the danger of lgavin
doubts about Eisenhower's policies and intentiomssiderably increased among reasonably well-infdrme



people, for the sake of discrediting The John BEdutiety in the eyes of the vast majority of Amans who
were now completely deluded by years of propaganda.

The campaign was viciously unfair, especially irs tieature, for many reasons. Not only, as | haid, svas
this manuscript no part of the beliefs or materadlthe Society, but most of the members had neven heard

of it before being blamed for what it said. Theyrevbeing accused of something for which they h&dritano
responsibility whatsoever. Although | myself wasfeetly willing to take the responsibility for wreater | had
written, there was simply no way that | could defenyself or my statements without publishing theoleh
document of which these statements were a pars. thiei Leftists gambled, correctly, | would be utiwg to

do; not because of any possible further damage yeelfy but because of probable damage to the whole
Conservative cause, through trying to lead peopte rapidly into a realization of truths that theyere
unwilling to accept.

Also, | had never insisted that those who did td#slmanuscript had to arrive at my conclusionsagree with

the personal opinions expressed therein. In facg-this is some thing which none of the smears enptiess

or over the air even mentioned—I had specificalfitesd in the document itself that | had no quawiéh those
who attributed the Communist-aiding actions of Bis®ver simply to political opportunism. There wemme
readers, indeed, who insisted and still insist Eiaénhower was simply too naive to know what he d@ing;
and that the whole incredible course of the histiaryvhich he had played so vital a part had beea twu
stupidity. And while many of those who re@te Politiciandid come reluctantly to the same conclusion as my
own, this personal opinion was still a minor pdrthe letter.

The damaging effect of the smears came, of codrea) the charge that | was given to making "wild
statements." Practically all that the press gaeeptliblic was these bare statements that were segppode so
wild. Actually, as already indicated, the manuscfipm which these few sentences were so roughdyctied
consisted of over two hundred typed pages. Thogespaontained a fairly compact and always accurate
presentation of events, and an analysis of thewesticauses, and personalities involved in thosatsywhich
made up one important part of the horrible recdrthe Communist advance since the beginning of Warhr

Il. Despite the unusual and piecemeal manner irthvtiie contents of these 287 pages had been mihega
lot of hard work and careful research had gone tinéar preparation. And very few indeed of thoseovever
read all of the pages in which these opinions vemmaeshed, even those who still disagreed entirétly tive
bare statements so often quoted, ever came outanitheeling that there was anything wild abounth& ou
yourself, my gentle but possibly hostile readerieglikely will not share the personal opinionstthaxpressed,
even after you have read this material which seametk to support those opinions. But | believe yallfeel
that there is a lot of disturbing and too littleokyn (or remembered) history here, of however infarennature,
which deserves the attention of patriotic Americans

For a number of reasons, therefore, some of whaeie lalready been suggested, | have at last detodgde to
friends of mine, and to anybody else—friend or epemvho really cares, an opportunity to read this
manuscriphow, as is, sthat they can judge it for themselves. In doingrsy may gain a better understanding
of much that is happening today, through seeingeotidevelopments as merely an extension or coraplef
actions taken and trends initiated during the Aaministration. And if the Liberals do not like ghresult of
their unceasing and utterly unfair attacks, theyehanly themselves to blame. Any man, hounded Emgugh
and mercilessly enough, for merely saying whatdleebes and doing what he thinks is right, is éditat long
last to defend himself.

Nobody has to tell us that, in its present shape,document is neither a book of history nor sotatty essay
of any kind. Except for a few additions like tiisologueit remains what it has always been—basically teiet
originally written as an expression of personal eodfidential views.

Finally, let me emphasize again that nobody hasséglitest degree of responsibility for this mamigg¢or for

its past or present printing and distribution, gtceyself. It is worth repeating that neither Ttedd Birch
Society nor its members have ever had any conmewgtith The Politicianin any way, except to be the victims
of smears aimed at them because of it. The founoietbe Society having disavowed the document, the
COUNCIL of the Society long ago officially madeciear that this was a purely personal property@otlem

of my own, with which they wanted nothing whatsaetedo in any way. Whatever present blame (or even



possibly future praise) may accrue for the distrdou of The Politician ismine alone—except for the moral
encouragement given me by hundreds of friendsitabir out of seclusion and let it speak for itsdlhey feel
that then, instead of being a skeleton in the tldbess manuscript may become a full-bodied andg &ffective
instrument on the Americanist side of the fight ethhow engages us all. And | am following this advi

AGAIN, PLEASE NOTE

In reading what follows it should be kept in mitat this final unpublished version was finishedume, 1958.
Some of the references and statements are mordyresderstood if the date when they were made is
remembered.

All footnotes, identified by page numbers and bgex numbers within the page, are given in sequendee
back of the book. These footnotes, whether of exgilan or documentation, have all been added duhiadall
of 1962, and the first two months of 1963, for timst published edition. There were none in anglieacopies
of the manuscript.

August, 1958[1]
Dear Reader:

This is not a book. It has not been publishedak hot been offered for publication, nor intendedpfrivate
publication by the writer.

This is an unfinished manuscript. A first and faoder draft was completed in December, 1954, &odve to
about thirty of my best-informed friends. A muchdr version was finished in August, 1956, and heen
read by perhaps sixty friends. This is a third, lbptno means final, form of the composition. Itpewritten
pages have been reproduced by a photo-offset [@oaed put together in this loose-leaf binder, lgdiar the
convenience of those who are asked to read it.

Such friends, of whom you are one, have been vargfally selected -- for reasons which will become
obvious. Each copy of the manuscript is numbered,this is No.___ .[2] | am asking you to consideaid on
loan to you, for your own eyes only, until it istumed. | hope you will consider the contents agtst
confidential, and will use precaution to keep thenoscript safeguarded while it is in your possesdBut |
shall not ask for it back in a hurry, because tahmg happens to me | should like to have a goodimber of
copies safely out in other hands.

Fully aware of the pressures on your time, | amenteless pleading with you to take enough of tima¢ to

read all of these pages carefully and without urntaste. Not only I, but other men of far more iaflae and
achievement (whose names are known to you but gdhmmilbe mentioned here), believe that you willsider
this to be the most important manuscript or bool lgave ever read. This is not at all because ofsaillyor

special knowledge or authority on my part. It isdngse of the importance -- to you, to your famalyd to your
country -- of the facts themselves which have Bssembled here for your consideration.

Except in Chapter | (the accuracy of which | amingj to guarantee),[3] there is no information lnese pages
which has not already been widely published elsesihldy undertaking has been merely to put together
various pieces, as they fit into one clear pattermrder to make more obvious the frightening gigance of
the total picture.

Besides my main purpose, of calling to your attanthe real import of this picture as | see ity¢his one other
reason for sending you the manuscript. The podsilmannot be ignored that ever-worsening circumsta
may, at some future timenake advisable the publication of a book basedhis material. Against that
possibility I welcome, and shall greatly apprecia®ey corrections of error, additions of signifitgmrelevant
fact, or criticisms or suggestions of any kind, yoay be able and willing to give me.[4]

Sincerely,[5] Robert Welch



INTRODUCTION

It is difficult for many of us to remember just wihthe score was, in the Cold War, only five yeage.&50 a
brief review of the situation at that time may ledgful.

Joseph Stalin died on March 5, 1953. During théengpand summer of 1953 his death was a recent asd m
important event. Lavrenti Beria was still alive,dontest with Georgi Malenkov for dictatorial pow#iffairs

in the Kremlin were more unsettled than they hagnb&nce the purges of 1937. And throughout thddner
fermenting doubt was at work as to whether Malentoanybody else would be able to establish the &nd
efficient control over Inter national Communismtthad been exercised by Stalin.

The preponderant weight of evidence, on the authofithose best informed about the subject, was tifie
Russians had not yet produced even one atom bombhémselves.[6] The few they had obtained for
demonstration and prestige purposes had been asskmpthem out of parts stolen from our plantseitv
Harry Truman had subscribed to this view, in Japu&®53, on the basis of all the knowledge that been
available to him as President. The Russians, vgndeeeding with their usual bluff and bluster, siynghd not
yet have any nuclear weapons.

General Van Fleet was in position to inflict a detedéing defeat on the Chinese Communists in Kadrea.
himself has stated that, as late as April, 1953ame the South Koreans could have won an overwhglmi
victory, and should have been allowed to do sdJfilang Kai-shek had half a million soldiers on Fosa,
straining at the leash to go back to the mainlamther independently, or as our allies in Kor@p.[

Japan had not yet been infiltrated by Communidti@nices as it has today. Ramon Magsaysay was vetlye
process of completely routing the Communists inRhdippines.[9] Ho Chi Minh was still having plgnof
troubles with his civil war in Vietham. Sukarno hadt yet dared show his completely Communist hand i
Indonesia. In Ceylon, extremely important as a faseany small wars around the perimeter of Ashe t
United National Party was still in control; its dorant figure, Sir John Kotelawala (to become Prenme
October, 1953) was vigorously pro-Western and @otinmunist.[10]

There were no strategically serious Communist acksryet in Africa. (Gamal Abdel Nasser was still a
lieutenant-colonel; he became Vice-Premier of Egypder President Neguib, on June 18, 1953. )[1g T
Middle East, except for little Israel, was stilkrfily anti-Communist. Turkey had shown her willingae
actually to fight the Communists, by the troops bBad sent to Korea. Greece was at that time saidthe
anti-Communist camp. So was ltaly, with the ChaistDemocrats still in control.[12] England had thinoout
the left-wing socialists and had a Tory governm&hich, except for Anthony Eden, was at least #elikiit
awake to the Communist threat. West Germany hagkdta remarkable recovery, and was taking theitead
trying to establish the anti-Communist EuropeaneDsé Community. The enslaved people in Polandhen t
Balkans, in all of the satellites, were as resérdghd smoldering as they have ever been. The Eash&hs
arose in the most determined and dangerous uptisengremlin ever had to face. The suicidal rebellat the
huge Vorkuta slave labor camps showed the inflankenabnditions inside Russia itself.[13] There ware
dozen fuses waiting to be lighted, and some alrdigtiyed which had to be stamped out in a hurrylealding
to charges of dynamite within the foundations ofiSopower.

The American government had saved the Soviet reffiome financial collapse in 1933, and given itsghige
and credit the vital hypodermic injection, by reoitign. The American government had saved the $ovie
regime from destruction by Hitler's armies, in 191 1943, through intervention with both suppbesl
military force. The American government had madssgae all of the postwar expansion of the Soviepiee,
by acquiescence and frequently by collaboratiothéSoviet subjugation of other nations. But in $peng of
1953 the American people were no longer in a mootbhdone such a partnership. The American pe@ue h
begun to wake up to the extent of Communist imfiiom into our government and into every segmerausf
public life. They were, at long last, realizing tbeme of "containment" and the folly of appeasemémd
without the American government to hold over thendlin the umbrella of its protection, against stemising
on every side, the Kremlin faced a very precarifutare. Not since the siege of Stalingrad had tteles
Communist tyranny been in so much danger of beiipgdavoff the face of the earth.



The sad truth is that this tyranny was actuallyeglawn this period of great vulnerability, by juste thing; by
the inauguration, on January 20, 1953, of DwighviDdisenhower as President of the United Stateége T
circumstances of his election made it politicallgcassary for him to bring many good men into his
government. The rationale of his election, andtdrmaper of the American people, made it imperatved
while that he talk a good brand of anti-CommunidBut the Communist influences which completely
controlled him kept the reins of that control tigimd effective. Subtly, cleverly, always proclaigniotherwise
and finding specious excuses for what were realty@ommunist actions, these Communist influencedana
him put the whole diplomatic power, economic povaerd recognized leadership of this country to work,
the side of Russia and the Communists, in conneetith every problem and trouble spot in their emap¥ou
only have to look at where we stand today, fiverydater, at exactly these same spots on the soangb
reviewed above, to realize the truth of this agserand the extent of this Communist success.nipki was
not possible to lose so much ground, so rapidlyaioenemy so inferior, by chance or by stupidithe T
explanation calls for a very sinister and hateddydyut one which is by no means new in the histfry
governments or of nations. The word is treasoms the province of this treatise to show the pdayed in
these treasonous developments, however unwittiogiynwillingly, by Dwight Eisenhower; and how, dset
most completely opportunistic and unprincipled ficn America has ever raised to high office, hesvgo
supremely fitted for the part.[14]



CHAPTER ONE

The Lieutenant Colonel...

The Olympic Hotel in Seattle is a massive stondéding, with a huge old-fashioned main dining rodmtthas
been a treat to this weary traveler, and to thadsaike him, on many occasions over many years.
Nevertheless, in 1940 the Olympic Hotel badly neeosiness. Early that fall the manager hit upgesture

of hospitality which he thought might serve as baibring in more customers. He was after, spealficmore
patronage from the younger officers of the rapidigreasing U. S. Army forces at nearby Ft. Lewiad/e
believed that if the colonels made The Olympicrtsecial headquarters, the lieutenants surely wimllow.

So the hotel manager telephoned a colonel with whenhad recently been on a fishing trip. He invitied
gentleman to bring three or four other officersitdes himself to dinner, in the manager's four-ragrartment

in the hotel. The colonel accepted. One of thecef he took along for the evening was a lieutenalunel,

by the name of Dwight D. Eisenhower. The only othaests were John Boettiger and his wife, the forme
Anna Roosevelt Dall, daughter of President FranRlifRoosevelt.

Anna's place in her father's affections, and infageover him, were well known at that time. As sasnLt.
Colonel Eisenhower saw Mrs. Boettiger, and reali@bd she was, he asked to be seated next to llanredr.
Before dinner, during dinner, and after dinner, menopolized her attention. They conversed together
throughout the evening, to the visible exclusiornhaf others present. But much of their conversataturally
and necessarily, was overheard. And the burdeked song for hour on hour was the greatness oikknaD.
Roosevelt. In telling the daughter how wonderful tagher was, the lieutenant colonel managed tercauth
fulsome praise practically all the words and warkthe President.

Early the next morning Anna was on the telephoneetofather in Washington. "I've found the manhé said.
And she proceeded to tell the abnormally vain FORtwa hero-worshipper of his, and what a genius,hstu
discovered in an army uniform. Within a few daysakhough the incident is completely and understbhd
ignored in lke's own account of this period, in [gisost-written autobiography, Crusade In Europé.t:-
Colonel Eisenhower was ordered to Washington fantview in the White House.

A few weeks later Eisenhower, back at Ft. Lewiss waade Chief of Staff of the 3rd Infantry Divisidfour
months later, in March of 1941, he became Colonsérthower, and was made Chief of Staff of the whole
Ninth Army Corps. In June he was made Chief of fStathe United States Third Army, with headquastat
San Antonio. There, in his own language, he "wasidint closer to the problems of the Army of the teahi
States as a whole."[15] At the end of Septembethaifsame year of 1941, he became a brigadiergeRiéve
days after Pearl Harbor, or on December 12, 19dwés called to Washington by telephone, in advarice
written orders, by Walter Bedell Smith, who was®ying instructions from General George C. Marshall

Brigadier General Eisenhower met General MarsimaNashington on December 14, and was immediately
brought into war planning at the highest level. Eabbruary 16, 1942 he was made Assistant Chiefaff 6t

the War Plans Division. On March 9, as the War ®l&xvision was replaced by the OPD -- Operations
Division of the War Department General Staff --dfisower became its first head, with the rank ofdvigj
General. On June 11 he was given command of ouoffean Theatre of Operations”; and soon "fell thi®
habit" of having luncheon with Winston Churchill 20 Downing Street every Tuesday, and dinner with
Churchill at the latter's home every Thursday.[k6Puly, 1942 he was given the three stars of @dmant
general. On February 11, 1943 less than two years the time when he had still been a lieutenafdne,
Eisenhower became a full general. And ten monttes,lalthough he had never been in combat comménd o
even a battalion, and had never seen a battle,réldBsenhower was made Commander in Chief ofhedl t
Allied forces in Western Europe.[17]

We do not wish to imply, however, that this meteaise was due entirely to the exercise of Eiserdi®y
flattering charm on Anne Roosevelt Boettiger, neereto the personal favoritism of her father whiwh
thereby obtained. There were more comprehensiveesgoat work. The first of these was the overall and
continuous brilliance of Dwight D. Eisenhower apditician. This aptitude (which included some wwy



tricks for self-promotion at the expense of hisoasstes and superiors) had already been well etilizo give
him the nebulous but profitable reputation of beiag outstanding officer. " For Eisenhower is natyoall
politician, so far as his ability is concerned. ldethe living embodiment of practically all of ttskills and
attitudes that every ambitious politician wouldelito possess.

His most obvious asset in political maneuvers & pbrsonal charm to which we have already refeiffed:
men have ever exemplified more conclusively Shadasis wise observation that "one may smile, arnittsm
and be a villain. " Woodrow Wilson, for all the slelby of his skill as a politician, lacked this cheteristic of
disarming self-ingratiation, which Franklin Rooskveund so useful and which Eisenhower has madm ev
more Sso.

But Eisenhower is more like Wilson, and goes faydmel him, in the second asset of his inventoryhicW is
the successful pretense of not being a politictaallaHere is, in plain and completely provabletfahe "big
lie"; the lie so big, and so exactly the oppositah@ truth, that it simply does not occur to mpsbple to
examine it, as possibly a lie, at all. La Rochetald said: "It is a great cleverness to know hovedaceal
one's cleverness. " With regard to his politicalvelrness Eisenhower has performed this feat istile of a
master.

The General's contribution towards winning WorldMafor instance, was important; but it was eglfyrthat
of a political "fixer. " Whether working with (orn) Darlan and de Gaulle, or smoothing out frictiamzl
disagreements between the British and Americanfclkstaff, his skill was so great that even Aladke
said that "we, as allies, were extremely forturtatbave such a charming individual. As Supreme Cander
what he may have lacked in military ability he dhganade up for by the charm of his personalityg][1
Actually, Eisenhower was so poor at strategy, ¢actand the necessary qualifications for militaoynmand
that even his unceasing sponsor, George Marshdg cabled him in disgust that he was entirelywieak for
the position which he held.[19] He was, in fact,isdifferent a soldier that it became necessarytlier top
authorities to shunt him aside and upstairs, irh @t exalted position that he had only politicatsiderations
to which to devote his energy and time, in ordext tthe real soldiers under him could get on witkirth
campaigns and the business of winning the war /2@ yet he came out of the war, and took a placién
American public mind, as a great solgiaman who had won the war by his superb miliggeralship; and a
man so completely naive in politics that he dié&wén know what was happening, in the gigantic bugdof
himself for the presidency. So firmly and clevertgs this reputation established that not even &fteryears
of Eisenhower as President, during which time redutinuously engaged in far more dirty, more gace,
and more ruthless behind-the-scenes political mdatipns than even Roosevelt ever undertook, hhee t
American people begun to see the politician inuthigorm of a soldier or under the silk hat of thatesman.

So, returning to the discussion of Eisenhowers insfour years from being an unknown lieutenanomel to
becoming the Supreme Commander of the largestamyiliorce ever organized, with dozens of the vérest
generals of Europe and America under him, theretlawee -- even among his most severe critics -- who
attribute this fantastic ascent entirely to hisramand political genius; to the same consciouslyleged
smoothness that hypnotized Anna Roosevelt anddikerf, and started lke on his way. And of courss th
could be right. But we think these critics are \hyi too optimistic, too generous, and too blindatier
influences which were sweeping him along.

We believe that some very sinister but powerfutésrhad already put their mark on Eisenhower dsable
tool of the future; that they recognized in himdigcian who, for personal promotion and prestagel glory,
would always be willing to sail before the windeyicreated and to keep his compass pointed initbetion
they desired. And we believe not only that thesee® were already helping the advancement of meecaat
every turn, but that this conclusion can be conwigly substantiated by a careful enough study efrétord.

We agree that the dinner in Seattle was extrenwtyriate for Eisenhower and his promoters; and tthat
opportunity to reveal himself to one of the Roo$teekan as so kindred a spirit was important. B &lso
think that if this propitious opening had not oaear, he or his behind-the-scenes manipulators whalde
invented one which served almost as well. Whilis probable that Roosevelt's sheer favoritism, ayaieed
and held by the Eisenhower flattery and charm, tadine have put Eisenhower in a major-generai®um
before the war was over, we think it took thosassem forces, of which Roosevelt himself was a malfing



but never quite conscious captive, to parlay tleEhower winnings into so grand -- and usefulfin@ prize.
And we think this fact is the key to much of thagic history of the last fifteen years.



CHAPTER TWO
"Lucky lke"

For, let's go back to December 12, 1941. It way trd preceding Sunday that General George C. Mttsad
woefully failed to use the telephone, or any othrmpt means, to give General Short and Admiral idehin
Hawaii his own advance information as to the comlaganese attack. Half of the American fleet haghbe
deliberately decoyed as sitting ducks in Pearl Higanwith Marshall's full knowledge and connivanteijnduce

the Japanese to strike. So afraid were he and Relbgkat the Hawaiian commanders might somehow get
some warning of Japanese intentions that they hiad éenied these commanders the possession offaléPu
decoding machine, through which Kimmel and Shomghhithemselves have learned at first hand what was
afoot.[21] And while Roosevelt was equally guiltythvMarshall of this particular piece of deliberateason, |
believe that the history of the two men and of peeiod will show a huge difference in motives. Regst,
being swept along and used 6&pmmunist forces which_he thoudi¢ was using, avid for the glory and the
power of being a wartime president and of tossnogiad millions of men and billions of dollars wighnod of

his head, dreaming of accomplishing what Wilson tretl but failed to do, seeing himself sometimeha
future as the world-worshipped hero who had satéat idemocracy and perhaps even united it undeotin
leadership; Roosevelt thus saw the coming lossatl Harbor as a worthwhile gambit for the sakgetting

us into the war through a blow struck first by aemy.[22]

It was criminal. In fact, it was treason. But gaftithe enemy to strike first, in a war that seenevitable, is
nothing new in the history of nations. Those whauldocondone it can point to precedents in the pastl
there are plenty of intelligent and otherwise pditi Americans today who, recognizing and admitting
everything we have stated above, still claim thab$evelt was justified in making this calculatedrgie in
order to unite the country at once in wartime effagainst enemies who sought to destroy it.[23] We
vigorously disagree, but they have at least an nstaledable argument.

George Marshall's purpose, however, in our opinas not to save his country, but to carry forward
Communist plans which would ultimately deliver @ €Communism. His immediate goal was to get America
into the war, at any cost, in order to relieve i&talbm the terrible pressure of the German arnitesas Japan
who attacked us, but Marshall headed the necessanygth and influence which caused us to throvefadiur
gathering war might against Germany -- or in thenfmf supplies and armament directly to the aidhaf
Russians.[24] It was Marshall who insisted on @unkching an immediate landing and second frontamée,
even in 1942, at whatever coahd who kept on so insisting, even after the 8ritiad shown everybody else
enough of the facts of life about crossing the Qlehrat that time to make the idea obviously absurd.
Alanbrooke even charges that Marshall didn't héweeslightest plan as to what Allied troops would ifi@and
after any of them actually landed in France, omeae to which way they should try to go.[25] Thiaynbe
inaccurate or exaggerated. But it was prompted hyskhll's clamorous demand for a second front @.ofhe
British, and even most of the American generalss@sn as they got their bearings, merely thought tha
Marshall was horribly mistaken in this particulargistent view. But if they had realized that héntti care
what the fiasco -- and its continued repetitiorweuld have cost in American lives, provided it diee
German troops and attention from the Eastern fitiety could more easily have reconciled this falith the
reasonable ability Marshall exhibited otherwiseanrying on the war.

For while this is certainly not the place to gooird hundred pages, to show that George Marshalyalw
conducted the American side of the war for the beoéthe Kremlin, to the very best of his abilitgr into a
thousand pages of other details and circumstarmceidw all he accomplished for the Kremlin in theans
following the war, it is necessary to enter theaosion to which those pages would lead. | defybaaly, who

is not actually a Communist himself, to read altle known facts about his career and not decidesthce at
least sometime in the 1930's George Catlett Mdr$laal been a conscious, deliberate, dedicated afehée
Soviet conspiracy. There is, in my opinion, simptyescape from such overwhelming evidence.[26]iBihie
reader doubts this conclusion, as he has every togtio, and since | cannot stop to bolster it vifite needed
facts and arguments here, | ask him to ac cepeitin as a possibilitfor the present, and let us go on with our
story.



At any rate, Marshall is justly famous for his magnof, and attention to, details.[27] It is truatlhe later was

to testify under oath that he couldn't even rememiliere he had been or what he had been doingygltivose
fatal final hours on December 7, 1941, when headlyeknew that the Japanese bombers were nearing th
Hawaiian coast. (It has now been reported, on gangtority, that he spent most of the day at thesRus
Embassy, conferring with Litvinov, who had arrivétht morning. So his reluctance to remember is ¢asy
understand. ) But this same George Catlett Marstaallthe memory and the motive, on December 1&ach

out by telephone for this one officer, Dwight D.s&nhower, among hundreds of equal rank and superio
experience. And the fact that Eisenhower was ajréambwn to be a favorite of the President undoulgted
made it seem much easier and more natural for MAtshmark him as a protégé of his own.

It must be remembered that these were the days Wlesevelt was completely dominated by Communist
influences; when Lauchlin Currie and Harry Dextehit& and dozens of their kind were flitting in amait of

the White House and Washington with the vicarioutharity of the President in their voices or at émals of
their fountain pens; when Roosevelt himself statpenly that Communists were among his personaidgge
and turned the presidential spleen on anybody wda'tdlike them as well as he did.[28] It should be
remembered that Roosevelt's court-packing schemgut over Communist-inspired New Deal measures
despite the Constitution, was planned by the Comsigiiand first announced by Earl Browder in a spaec
Providence, Rhode Island. That in 1941 it was dhhge years since Roosevelt's attempted purgeheof t
Senators who had voted against this scheme, had cm®lucted by America's leading Communist, Earl
Browder, from_inside the White Houf29] And that it was to be only three years moedobe Alger Hiss
would be playing his part at Roosevelt's right hatkelspite everything both Martin Dies and the FBHh
already done to indicate that Hiss was a Communaigor.[30]

Please remember, too, that in all the countlestecemces of the early war years, in Washington lasrttion
and everywhere else, it was usually George Marshp#laking for the military, and Harry Hopkins, akieg
for the President, who represented the United Statearried the real weight among our represemsi{31] It
was Marshall and Hopkins who had by far the mostatp about which generals should be moved or prednot
into which commands, in the rapidly coalescing emudeasing Allied forces. This was true at the viame that
Harry Hopkins was specifically and almost solelgp@nsible for the transmission to Moscow, througkab
Falls, Montana, of secrets and documents concerimgrican power, fifty black suitcases full at theme;
and of materials for the construction of an atormbpto help the Russians get started, years b&feraad
produced one ourselves and while that production stil supposed to be the greatest secret in igtorlg.[32]

It is to me inconceivable that under all the cirstamces which prevailed, and with so many able and
experienced generals available, Lt. Colonel Eisemnocould have been shot up all the way to Supreme
Commander Eisenhower in so short a time, and withbwiously little military ability, without the Gomunist
push behind him every step of the way. (Lord Alaalxe, watching lke's ascent to greatness whileysadl
conscious, from close observation, of his manideditness for such responsibilities, and without arkling of

the real reasons for this ascent, could and didkasit only to Eisenhower luck.[33] But that lucke believe,
was provided directly from the Kremlin, with a hammand sickle woven into every gorgeous piece. )

There are other possible explanations, of courdpA8&d this one measure of tentative evidence do¢prove
that his unceasing promotion was due to Communigpart. But please note that such support wouldagxp
this particular development very neatly and conghjetAnd it is the total of so many developmentd awents,
which the same premise would explain equally wekt makes the mathematical probability in favotro$
explanation a practical certainty -- as | hopeltovs.



CHAPTER THREE

The Supreme Commander....

This is not a biography. | shall not try to giveyamarrative coverage of Eisenhower's life, nor evémany
particular period of his life. So | see no needtfwy strict attention to chronology, in connectigith matters
which seem relevant to my argument. But the finsirgy evidence of where Eisenhower's sympathies-lay
where he thought it was smart personal politickdee them lie -- as he began his wartime carees, s
insistence on an immediate second front in FraB6g.The plan for an early Anglo-American invasioh o
Northern France, which George Marshall and Harrphites took to London, in April, 1942, to persuadtie t
British to adopt, had been prepared by Eisenhowetha new head of the Operations Division of our Wa
Department.[36] It contemplated the beginning @& thain permanent invasion -- Operation Roundupith w
eighteen British Divisions, in the spring of 1948nerican troops were to be poured over, throughabrj as
fast as they could be trained and transportedpdrease this force rapidly to a million men. But,order to
relieve Russia earlieg smaller preliminary landing -- Operation Sledm@mer --was to be undertaken that
very summer. This was recognized as "probably saati "[37] The cost in British and American lisg
however, did not disturb Marshall, Hopkins, andeaisower, if they could help out Stalin.

| certainly do not claim to be any military stratggBut the British wartime Chief of Staff has tten that "in

the light of the existing situation his plans "megnMarshall's plans, prepared by Eisenhower) fept&mber

of 1942 were just fantastic.[38] " Many years lat@senhower himself, with a reputation for military
knowledge which now needed protection, wrote thetiel developments have convinced me that those whc
held the Sledgehammer operation to be unwise atnibenent were correct in their evaluation of the
problem."[39] All of which could mean, of coursenlyp that the utterly inexperienced "American CroéMWar
Plans, " Eisenhower, had made a bad mistake imjedg But it should be noted that this mistakeushgment
was vigorously in favor of what Stalin wanted. (Forstance the so-called Hollywood Democratic
Committee,[40] consisting of a hard core of Commstmiand sympathizers, who had lost none of their
enthusiasm through the Stalin-Hitler brotherhoodgae were now screaming and kept on screamingafor
second front -- in France and not through the Bak&o did every other Communist front in America.rndAit
would be very difficult to find any "mistakes indgment" which Eisenhower made later in the warf winich
there were plenty -- that were not in Stalin's favois not too farfetched to guess that so gr@eman had been
put in so strategically important a position beeatise unfailing direction, which his "mistakes udgment"
would take, could be surmised with confidence.

Fantastic or not, the "Sledgehammer” plan was wsiegly urged by Marshall and Eisenhower throughbat
fall of 1942. Then, in the spring of 1943, Eisenlkeowupported Marshall in his efforts to carry otdli@'s
desires and get a cross-channel invasion startewlcat despite the still utterly inadequate sublyoops, war
materiel, and shipping for such a move. Eventuatiy, 944, Stalin, George Marshall, and Eisenhowgether
were able to overrule Churchill and the Britistopsthe Allied forces which had invaded Italy fronogsing the
Po Valley into the Balkans, and open up their sdcimant in France. This not only increased theefefor
Stalin on the Eastern front, which was being predithy the Allied campaigns anyway, but from Stalpoint
of view it accomplished what was now a far more am@nt purpose. It left the Balkans wide open fog t
Soviet agents and Soviet armies to take them avéne chaos that accompanied the German collapse.

Eisenhower's part in these decisions was increlgsimgortant. Far more serious and re vealing, hakethan
the lines of strategy which he supported as he chavi® the councils of the mighty, were those "@h&!s in
judgment” which he perpetrated on his authoritysapreme Commander -- or on his own initiative, waith
proper authority, towards the close of the war anthe months following its end. Most notorious tbhése
"mistakes" was his stopping of our troops from gntgPrague and Berlin, in order to give the Russiéme to
reach and take those capitals, when both citieg Wwegging to be allowed to surrender to the Amasgd1]
The action was on a par with the transfer of trooisof Italy to France for a new front, insteadcohtinuing
the successful campaign through lItaly. It serveddghme purpose of helping Stalin's postwar plans.tiids
decision was entirely, or primarily, Eisenhower's.



These orders to halt our troops were emphaticalhfioned by Eisenhower -- he had already wirediStails
generous "you go first" concession -- over the kags protest of Churchill, who could foresee tlemendous
cost to the anti-Communist world in the ultimateligpmal and economic effects of these pro-Communist
"blunders. " The best that can now be claimeduppsrt of this decision on Eisenhower's part, & thwas
forced on him by George Marshall back in Washingtord that Marshall himself was bound by an agre¢me
entered into at Teheran by Stalin, Roosevelt, ahdr&ill. The second half of this excuse is absart is
shown to be so by Churchill's own actions at theetEisenhower halted his troops on the Elbe. Abedirst
part, it makes very little difference whether Geoigarshall told Eisenhower to do this, and Eiserdgrow
obeyed, or Eisenhower told Marshall he was doingntl Marshall approved. In either event, by thedtyesis
of this letter, the Communists were telling bothtlkém what to do. And no other explanation evenenak
sense.[42]

Just to complete the argument, however, it shoeldhdited that the only agreement which could haws be
supposed to tie Eisenhower's hands in this waytiasne already made for the postwar division aintay
into occupational zones. The eastward line of threeg allotted to the British and Americans ran altoo
hundred miles west of Berlin. But Eisenhower hirhsals: "This future division of Germany did nofiirence
our military plans for the final conquest of theuotry."[43] He admits, or even boasts, that theprbalting
decision was his own, in this paragraph in Crusadeurope:"A natural objective beyond the Ruhr was Berlin.
It was politically and psychologically important e symbol of remaining German power. | decidexydver,
that it was not the logical or the most desiralidgective for the forces of the Western Allies. "dAhe then
gives several pages of specious reasoning to explaat he obviously realized would appear to haa@nbhis
inexplicable -- and highhanded -- change in thapla take Berlin which the British thought hadeabty been
settled.[44] It should be remembered that his beak written in time for publication in 1948; andthin view
of the true significance which has since been rdedeaf this and many other "blunders” by Eisenhqovier
would undoubtedly attempt to put an entirely diéigtrlight on this action if "writing" the same botuday.

Of course, while Eisenhower was offered immediaacgful surrender, it took the Russians three weéks
hard fighting, at an utterly unnecessary cost otifands of lives, to reach Berlin. What took plewn will
show why the Germans had been so pitifully anxiousurrender the city to American occupying troofyhien
General Frank Howley entered Berlin on June 17#phad this incident typical: "A former secretaryrafne, a
girl of seventeen, had to be wheeled in a babyaggrseveral blocks down her street to a hosgiftr seven
Russian soldiers had taken turns raping her andntegher in their apartment.... Two hundred andtyhir
German girls were treated at the same hospital §ngle day."[45] Actually, what the barbarian Rass
soldiers did in Berlin, while Eisenhower kept otodps obligingly waiting in the outskirts, has betascribed,
probably without exaggeration, as "the most ghaatlgg enormous raping and looting orgy which Clarsti
Europe had ever had to suffer."[46] Soon thereterahowever, Eisenhower was in Russia, receiviognf
these "pals-in-arms” of his every honor and rewthedy could find to offer him, including an autognaol
photo of Premier Joseph Stalin.[47] There is netldast doubt that he fully deserved these markgrext
appreciation from Stalin, or that he was goingdsatve them even more.

One item in the list of reasons for such gratitwegss what Eisenhower had done, in another and bntire
different maneuver, to the future of the city ofriBe By 1944 the U. S, War Department, under Georg
Marshall's domination, had already rejected Cordell's 1943 proposal that the post-war occupationes in
Germany "be so drawn as to bring each into comattt Berlin. " It had already been accepted anccedy
among the Western allies, that Berlin would berehtiwithin the Russian occupation zone. So thestjoe of

a corridor into Berlin, from the other zones, beeamportant. In February, 1944, the British sugggghat
such a postwar corridor be definitely planned ley/Buropean Advisory Commission. Again Marshal's ar
partment objected, saying that this matter of aidor should be settled at the proper time by Bamyit
representativesn May, 1944, the European Advisory Commissiorsebtbup shop and turned its affairs over to
Supreme Headquarters, Allied Expeditionary For€eyloch Eisenhower was the head. From that timeaod,
through the clever preceding steps of Marshall vihave been indicated above, the provision fonailable
corridor into Berlin was solely the responsibilitfyEisenhower as Supreme Commander.[48]

No such corridor was provided. The actual negatnstifor the route between Berlin and the West were
conducted by General Lucius Clay, under Eisenhaveermmand.[49] Then Eisenhower, sitting down with h
friend, Marshal Zhukov, arrived at an understanding dsie the Russians would graciously permit passage in



and out of Berlin along this route. But Zhukov wasgh a grand fellow and good friend that naturalty
written agreement was needed; and this verbal éageat” between Eisenhower and Zhukov is all thet@vies
Allies, the Germans, and especially the peopleasfiB have had to depend on for their corridocitalization.
Of course Eisenhower "believed” that you couldttthe Russians. It is a delusion under which heatgdly
claims to be laboring today.

The incredibly expensive Berlin airlift was justeoaf the costs of this "blunder.” The other ecormoaists and
the psychological and political costs, to the &awmmunist cause, have been beyond appraisal. N®rtivea
lack of a corridor the only pro-Russian monstrosityich Eisenhower arranged and allowed for Bedurst for

one illustration of many less-noticed concessidfier's old radio station, and the office buildingntaining

it, were turned over to the Russians, despiteahethat the building was in the British zone. @maor but sad
con sequence of this peculiar favor to the Comntsinigs that, for years after the war, many anti-@omist

refugees escaping from East Germany, and cominigigdouilding first after crossing the line, wouddgter it

for information. Nobody ever saw or heard of thegaia. Not only was it of great value for the Russi&o

have the use of this powerful radio station, bethhilding served as a beautiful trap for their traetermined
enemies.[50]

Our High Commissioner in Germany, John J. McCl@ayd sn 1951: "It's impossible for me to conceivenho
any group of sane men could have permitted thetioreaf a situation such as exists in the Russiamezof
Germany today."[51] But if Mr. McCloy had been wnl to accept the simple hypothesis that this 8dna
was created by men, primarily George Marshall andgbt D. Eisenhower, who were deliberately and
consciously serving the interests of Russia rathan their own country, the puzzle would have dieaped
like an exploded soap bubble. And it made no difiee that some of these men were not traitorshibsake
of treason, but only opportunistic politicians wkieew where the real control of future events lag by which
side their bread was buttered.[52]

Let's look next at another tremendous boost gihenRussian Communist plans by Eisenhower, for whigh
justifiably took some of the credit in 1948, butiaihhe undoubtedly would prefer to disclaim todalis was

the instigation and early implementation of thecaied Morgenthau Plan for the conversion of Geryriato a
goat pasture -- so that it could never stand aghaank against the eventual Russian march acrosspeuBut

for the foresight, patriotism, and determinatiorjust one man, James Forrestal (whom the Commuiaistis
either directly or indirectly, murdered), Eisenhovand his Communist pushers would have succeeded ir
carrying out the complete and final devastationchtihey planned.

The egg of the Morgenthau Plan was laid during scudision of Germany's future, which took place at
Eisenhower's English headquarters, in August, 1944 rusade in Europ&isenhower (or his Communist
ghost writer, Joseph Barnes) says that the dismussiose because of the visit of Secretary Morgenfs3]
But even in 1948 Mr. Barnes was careful not to Hasenhower mention that Harry Dexter White andnJGh
Winant were also present at the meeting. As to gmymesponsibility for the plan, however, we canesa lot
of rambling to assemble evidence by simply quoingd Smith, former Assistant to Secretary of theasury,
Henry Morgenthau, who has stated categoricallyrintp"On August 7, 1944, in a tent in southern Eng,
the Morgenthau Plan was born. Actually it was GahBwight D. Eisenhower who launched the projebd][
The same on-the-spot authority has also said opldne that Eisenhower sparked it, Morgenthau omghit,
and Harry Dexter White "built it. " What the Morgeau Plan set out to do was so barbarous, andetugon,

if not arrested half way by the common sense whigtrestal was able to make prevail, would have [szen
disastrous to our own clear interests and to ewelylexcept the Russian Communists, that no fugheshasis
on the significance of this plan, and of its orjggineeded here.[55]

Instead we should move on to another pro-Commupdaicy-crime, in which Eisenhower played a
considerable part -- and of which, strangely enotigh egg seems also to have been laid at this saaéng
on August 7, 1944. This was the egg which hatchealthe Nuremberg trials.[56] Eisenhower quotessiiin
as having said on that inglorious occasion: "Pra@mirNazis, along with certain industrialists, mosttried and
punished. Membership in the Gestapo and in the f88ld be taken as prima facevidence of guilt. The
General Staff must be broken up, all its archivasfiscated, and members suspected of complicistarting
the war or in any war crimes should be tried. "[57]



Considering the complicity of Franklin D. Roosevaitd George Marshall in starting the war with Jajdn
which Eisenhower was certainly aware by 1944, thectmonious savagery of that part of the statement
reached a new high in hypocrisy. And we can we#igme the burst of applause from Harry Dexter WHitee
intentional violation of some of the best estalddtprinciples of international law, in order to pate the
effectiveness of Russian terror, prestige, androbmt Central Europe, was already clearly evidenthis
statement, without any regard to the facts involeethe utterly unfair way in which these new piohes of ex
post factolaw were to be applied. But many of the circumstéanwhich were really to make the Nuremberg
trials such a heinous crime were still largely e tftuture. Not only did the raping and looting bysRian
soldiers, in all of Germany which they occupiedseed in barbarity anything of which their enemieseveven
accusedat Nuremberg; but Eisenhower himself, as overathmander of the Western Allies, was just as
responsible for the Stuttgart atrocity as were ainhe German generals, tried at Nuremberg, foatti®mns of
soldiers under their command. In that affair, lasigce fully proved despite everything the Eisenhowe
headquarters could do to keep it out of print, EheNegro soldiers from Senegal (wearing America{kease
uniforms) rounded up approximately four thousandn@®m women of all ages in the Stuttgart subway and
engaged in a raping orgy for three days.[58]

Senator Robert A. Taft said on October 5, 1946, 'itee hanging of the eleven men convicted at Nioem

will be a blot on the American record which we $hahg regret. "[59] But Randolph Churchill statind case
even more emphatically, and accurately. "Cold-béabdnurder, " was what he called the executions. The
Germans were not hanged, he said, "for startingvidne but for losing it. If we tried the startevghy not put
Stalin in the dock?"[60] As a matter of fact, therat single atrocity of the whole war, the Katynrési
Massacre, committed by Stalin's orders, did alrbesbme a subject of the trials. The Russians werealy
going to have the Germans tried for this crime. Wtee Polish Government-in-Exile presented to Supre
Commander Eisenhower incontrovertible proof thawdis the Russians who had so brutally murderecethes
thousands of Polish officers, the accusation agdmesGermans was dropped. But Eisenhower theretidip
suppress the evidence, to avoid any trouble it trighse the Russians. Back in this country thea@entmade
sure that Major General Clayton Bissell stampeddegret on the report of Lt. Col. John H. Van Milek.,
clearly showing the Russian guilt for this mass aeur and buried it until long after the Nurembetgl$ were
over.[61]

Eisenhower was neither an official prosecutor moige at the Nuremberg trials. But he had helpeidedgtto
inspire them, in the planning that brought themuapand in the gathering of the completely onegide
evidence on which they were based. He fully apptasfethem, and the way they were conducted. Heether
helped, as much as any one man, to convince thepEans of the horrible fate that would be in store
generals or statesmen who opposed the Russianthatrttie Russian idea of justice would now prewvestead
of the kind which Western Europe had hitherto ata@dpat least in principle, since the days of tieeBns.

You can, of course, find specious and perhaps thieuseasons, other than a plain desire to helpRihgsian
Communists, for Eisenhower's actions in this cotioec as elsewhere. But to do so requires conditiera
seeking and a lot of sophistry. While the explasratas plain as day before the face of anybody ddes not
willingly close his eyes to it, that Eisenhower wasaking himself the trusted darling of the Extrelredt,
leaves no loose ends around whatsoever. Alsoettptanation is supported by an entirely differeaty of
actions more or less simultaneous; by a coursetairg for which Eisenhower was directly and almsstely
responsible, so infamous, so extensive, and sdalynaro-Communist in every aspect, that it shdaddgiven a
separate chapter.



CHAPTER FOUR
"Operation Keelhaul" [62]....

On November 23, 1954, Lt. General Edward M. Almarfdthe U. S. Army was testifying before a
Congressional committee in Washington. He was agkied had been familiar, during World War |1, with
man named Tinio. This was his reply:

"Yes, Sir. Tinio was a nomad from a Turkistaniaaaarl could not even locate it myself, if | tridde had a
partisan band and to look at them you would immtetiadecide they were cutthroat pirates. This bamad a
band of his own. He was a nhomad. He came to ltadlyjained with one of my regiments. He became & ver
reliable patrol leader. He many times and on mbeantone occasion occupied a sector of the frorihén
Apennines, virtually unoccupied by regular militaogrsonnel, between my right flank and the leftKlaf the
Brazilian Division which was just beyond me or eafsine, in the winter of 1945. He did such good kvitrat

he was known throughout my division. | think we gdum a certificate of accomplishment or somethjast

to be grateful about it.

"But one day soon after the war ended in Italyl 945, | was queried from General McNarney's headers
which he very properly did, because he had the eglgfrom a Soviet mission that had come to ltaly.
Apparently, they heard about this Tinio. The spe@hquiry to me was: 'Was there a Turkistaniamhgyname

of Tinio with a band or a group operating in mytee®' | said: 'Yes, there was one, but where hwois, |
don't know." They said: 'Is he in your area now?'

"On investigation, | found he was still over thevih the 370th Infantry, his friends. I got in tduwith the
colonel of that regiment. He said that he would difitalk to Tinio. He immediately discovered that Tinio,
was very much alarmed, that the Soviets had quabedt him. What he had done in his own countdidh't
inquire of him. | have no knowledge. He was a géigiter and on our side. But he was disturbed that
Russians wanted to know where he and his men were.

"l also attribute it to the fact that he was natoavert of the Communists or Soviets and that teke after
him. | was ordered eventually to turn Tinio overthe Russians for transportation back to Rudsiid that
with the complete conviction, based on the thindsadl gotten from Tinio and from those with whom he
associated, that it meant his certain destructiad,that of his band.... "[63]

The italics above are ours. This valiant refugeenfiCommunism must have been very proud when hegttiou
he had not only found, but had earnsdre political asylum for himself and his band oag friends -- among
the great freedom-loving Americans whom he haddittes mistake was tragic, and fatal. And the sewt
the orders referred to will be clear in due course.

At the end of the war the Russian army pushed khmgary, plundering, torturing, and raping as they
went.[64] Several thousand patriotic Hungariansypua last ditch fight against this advance. Winay tcould
hold out no longer, they retreated far enough teesger to American troops. The Russians set @l aagime,
and this provisional government demanded the retdirthese prisoners by the Americans. There were no
Hungarians on the compiled list of war criminals,tee American legal department in Germany refused
allow the extradition.

But a Mrs. Laszlo Endre, wife of one of these prems, had an uncomfortable premonition. On Augést 1
1945 she managed to see Cardinal Rohracher, ard & to intervene, to prevent these prisoneragoei
delivered to the Communist government in BudapEs¢ Cardinal told her he had already spoken to aéne
Mark Clark about this matter, and that General ICl@as quite sure the prisoners would not be handed to

the Reds. But Mrs. Endre's well founded premonitieas still working. Unsatisfied even by the Cartlsia
confi dence, she hunted up Countess Lili Albenti,odd school friend who was now working for the iédl.
Mrs. Endre explained that she was seeking infoonafis to the future safety of her husband and his
colleagues. And there she got the true informatodrwhich obviously neither the Cardinal nor eveen@ral
Clark had been aware. The Countess told Mrs. Etldre was no hope. She said that all of these Hiamga



as well as all members of anti-Communist governsx@verywhere, would be delivered to the countries o
their origin -which meant for these Hungarians, of course, ¢oréidl so-called government now in their native
Budapest. When Mrs. Endre then protested that @e@#ark had said this would not happen, the Camte
simply answered: "l have seen the order. It iseighy Dwight Eisenhower."[65] The Countess' infatiora
and prediction were quite correct. All of these Haran patriots were extradited, even though th&.U egal
Department in Germany never did sanction the elioad, and many of them were publicly executed.

These two incidents, however, are simply tiny tilasons of a heartrending program, carried ouaanassive
scale, over a long period of time. Stalin had magléis mind to use the chaos of the war's endigaeh of his
armies into countries which had harbored refugem® {Communism, and the help of Dwight Eisenhower,
drag back to Russia for liquidation or slave labeerybody who had escaped his country since 198Dwdo
was still in Central Europe, regardless of whatythad been doing since. This exercise of memory and
vengeance, as a warning to others who might wishricout from under the Communist tyranny, wasppla
to men, women, and children; to civilians, and okl to those who had fought in German uniformirzgjahe
Allies, and alike to those who had fought agaih& Germans, as volunteers witie Americans and other
allies, on many fronts. There were somewhere fnamto five million victims involved. And Eisenhowsaw
to it that every one of them who could be found vetarned, despite whatever cruelty and force weeded -
- and despite the fact that to do so he had t@teaiot only international law, and the laws of lanity, but the
actual laws of his own country as well .

Nor is any of this a matter of either guessingnteripretation. The clear proofs of responsibilitg all in the
records, if anybody wishes to dig deep enoughnd them and work hard enough to put them togeihies.
best defense that Eisenhower and his inner cifckupporters have had, against accusations comcethis
whole monstrous crime, was for a long time simplhcanspiracy of silence. This typically Communist
treatment of opposing truth was so successfulttfecomprehensive brief of indictment against Higever,
prepared by Dr. Bela Hubbard prior to the 1952tedas, did not even mention forced repatriationt 8si parts
of the record were gradually brought out here dedet by anti-Communist researchers and historiantg,the
horrible truth began reaching the floor of Congresss in the Bosch Resolution of February 8, 166bf- the
Eisenhower apologists have tried to brush off aess@nal guilt on his part by blaming an agreeménadta
for both the policy and its execution.

This is deliberate distortion and falsification,tbe worst order. It's true that there was an ages¢ at Yalta,
signed on behalf of the United States by Genefah . Deane on February 11, 1945, which providedhe
exchange of prisoners of war and "liberated" a8, regardless of their desires. They were tehemed to
their "countries of origin. "[67] Apparently unddre influence of Alger Hiss, Secretary of StatettBieis and
our delegation entered into this agreement despieything Ambassador Joseph Grew, then Actingebagyr
of State in Washington, could do to prevent it. \aq@ointed out to Stettinius the agreement's illigalts
inhumanity, and its violation of the long estabddhAmerican principle of offering ready asylum twge
persecuted for political views. Grew had alreadyrexdly stated our position with regard to Soviationals
taken prisoner in German uniforms, in an officiaht® Department note of February 1, 1945, to Nikdla
Novikov, Soviet representative in Washington. Higl shat we could never forcibly repatriate Soviationals
taken prisoner in German uniform, for the simplasin that international law required that theyrbated as
Germanprisoners of war. He quoted the Geneva Conveniubich does not permit the retaining state "to look
behind the uniform. " This was an excellent doeyilong shared by civilized nations. Grew senttipias a
copy of this note, along with many telegrams, tdt&/aBut it was all to no avail. Stalin was detemed to have
his vengeance, and Messrs. Stettinius, Hiss, dtad. Deane sign on the dotted line.

(Of course Grew was forced out of the State Depamtnshortly thereafter by Dean Acheson, who toak hi
place. And a decade later this particular note wassidered so damaging to the Roosevelt-Stettinius
reputations and to the pro-Communist arguments tabalta, that the cover-up boys who managed and
"released” the Yalta papers omitted it altogetidecopy of the note was made available to Juliusté&psoy
John Foster Dulles, on Mr. Epstein's discovering) presenting clear proof that the note did exj68])

It was on the strength of the Deane agreement i, Ytherefore, that Dwight Eisenhower could claorhave
signed the order, which Countess Alberti saw, lfer teturn of the Hungarian patriots to "the coumtryheir



origin. " The fact that this was no longer actualigir country, but had been taken over by the Camsts, the
very people against whom they had been fighting avenere trifle which Eisenhower chose to ignore.

But his part in the whole brutal program is far maemportant and ignominious than this mere resort t
sophistry to have a few thousand Hungarian anti-@amsts surrendered to their torturers. Among tla¢tay
papers there is a letter from Anthony Eden to the&SUSecretary of State, informing him of repaioias of
Soviet nationals, from both England and Meditereemareas, which had already been made, before; ¥aith
stating that Allied Supreme Commander, Dwight Dsdehower, had already decidiedextradite Russians as
quickly as possible.[69] And it was not just Russiationals concerning whom he had made this aexisi
Those readers with good enough memories will reéballwave of suicides of Polish officers, who hadved
gallantly as volunteers with our troopslitaly, when these men found that they were ¢péancibly returned by
our army to their certain death in a Poland whicdswow ruled by Stalin's Lublin Gang. For somefbrie
mention of this affair did get into the Americanaspapers. But we were all too busy celebratingutheersal
and eternal peace, which had now been achievgytany attention. And these Polish officers, wbol@ not
by any stretch of the imagination be consideredomers of war, were not covered by the Yalta agee¢rat
all. The responsibility for the merciless crueltythese allies rests squarely on the shoulderseoSupreme
Com mander, Dwight D. Eisenhower.

The most important single implementation of thel fidideane Agreement” was the destruction of General
Vlasov's army. A Soviet Army Commander, Andrei Aasbv, who was at heart a bitter anti-Communistaout
equally dedicated Russian patriot, surrenderedhé¢oGermans in 1942. His intention was to get thelp in
organizing a Russian army to free Russia from takslevik tyranny. But he made it all too clear thatand
his troops, even in German uniform, would nevehtfiggainst the Western allies; that he didn't thin
Germans themselves, or anybody but Russians, emgldconquer Russia and that he was not at atlestied
in a German victory, but only in freeing Russianfrthe Soviet tyranny. Even though this, if sucagsstould
have established peace on the Eastern front, then&@es at that time were riding high, and were se s
being able to conquer and rule Russia, that theyldnd listen to Vlasov's plans. Himmler tried ongnd
unsuccessfully, to use him for propaganda purpdsess General Vlasov -- or one of his subordirgererals
-who gave the journalist, Erich Kern, the remarkaféfinition of Bolshevism as "that terrible syrdiseof
madness and crime, which holds my poor, unhappplpeo its grip. " But he would have no part infalb to
replace a Bolshevik tyranny with a Nazi tyrannyd @o for a long time the Germans would have no gfrt
him.

By 1944, however, the whole picture had change@& Gbermans were desperately looking for help from an
source. So it was Himmler himself who, at the veng of 1944, supported Vlasov in the organizatiod a
equipment of three divisions of Russians -refugeekprisoners of war -- in German uniforms and paraof
the overall German army, to act as a "Russian Aomlyyiberation. " (They be came known as the ROAir
the Russian initials for these words. ) The diwisiavere formed, and were in action, by early in51®Blut of
course it was too late. Their major effect wasrigea Stalin by the number of his troops, at sometp@n the
Eastern front, who immediately surrendered to ROvkds as soon as they learned the identity of thesple

in German uniforms against whom they were fighting.

As the coming German collapse became obvious, @eNésisov ordered all of his units to march to a-pr
arranged spot in southern Austria. He and they wegpared, if necessary, to fight to the last nahar than
be returned to Soviet Russia. But, quite propdreydid not believe this would be necessary. Theasdn of
his forces might best be understood by considdhag of the Japanese on Hawaii at this same tinayhof
these Japanese, feeling that it would be far bétedapan and the world in the long run, to beaidhe
imperialistic military clique which controlled thabuntry, had fought willingly and ably, howeverdstheir
hearts, in American uniform as American soldieraiagt the Japanese armies. But for Japan to hasaeett
any of these Japanese, who were captured in Ammewitidorm, as anything but regular prisoners of, wasuld
have been unthinkable under international law. #to have entered into some agreement with Japan w
the war was over to turn over to that country,téoture and death, any of these Japanese who hagtlsa our
uniform in our armies, would have been incredilfe.Vlasov certainly had reason to hope and belieathe
and his men would be accorded the civilized treatna uniformed prisoners of war; especially since
everything that had happened at Yalta was thdrastgecret as the grave.



On the way to the redoubt in Austria the First RDiision, under General Bunichenko, side - stepgaolugh

to march to Prague. At that time Patton's forcdsclvhad reached Pilsen, fifty miles away, had bedied
backabout fifty miles by Eisenhower's orders (on tReuse later given that he couldn't spare the gasdbr
them to march fifty miles forwajdin order to allow the Russians under Marshalhi€w to take the city. The
inhabitants had revolted against the Germans, #éparting Nazis had set fire to the city, and shesror
prevailed. Bunichenko's division arrived, restorder on May 6, 7, and 8, and slipped away as Ktgie
troops came in. Having learned in Prague that Biseer intended to let Russian troops occupy all of
Czechoslovakia, General Bunichenko marched his R@st Division westward until they reached the esar
American forces, and surrendered his twenty-fiveufand men to the United States 3rd Army on May 10,
1945. The division was then forcibly disarmed, andpelled by United States tanks to march intohidweds

of the Red Army which was waiting for therind the mass suicides which took place had naetie these
orders or arrangements.

In the meantime General Vlasov himself had beeeived as a guest at United States 3rd Army Heatlepsar
Not knowing exactly what was happening to his nien,deeply disturbed, he wrote letters to Eisenmaage
Supreme Commander, and to the various Western igongtts, pleading that his forces not be returnetid¢o
Soviets, and asking that he and his leading oSiter allowed to stand trial before an Internatiohra@unal.
But the last thing Stalin wanted was to give Vlasoy chance to justify and explain his course. d&smen,
of all units, were already being turned over by#&to the Russians. But even the Supreme Commaditiaot
quite dare use force, or have the 3rd Army useefotc surrender General Vlasov himself to the Sewie
especially since General Patton had tried to ietdecon behalf of both Vlasov and his men. So, oy V&
1945, Vlasov and his small staff were told thatythwed to go to the U. S. 4th Army Headquarters dor
conference. The convoy, "protected” by four tardet, off for the conference site. A few miles ouivias
intercepted by Red soldiers, who arrested Vlason all of his staff, and took them away, while thei
"protective” escort calmly looked on. And the Rewi car, which had blocked the road and which doeth
the Red officers who carried out this "arrest, 'svame that had waited patiently at 3rd Army Headgus all
that morning, until the convoy got under way.[70h&Y finally happened to Vlasov and all of his mea do
not know, and we certainly hate to think.[71]

The key to that last episode, however, which i® #le key to Eisenhower's guilt in the whole rejpitn
crime, is the question that was already revolvinguad the use of forcen these repatriations. It must be
remembered that the examples we have given arelynthia; simply illustrations of what was happening
everywhere, over half of Europe, not only to voaers with our armies, and prisoners of war in Garma
uniforms, but to vast numbers of civilians, inclugliwomen and children, hundreds of thousands ofwhad
been settled in their new lives in new countries ffears. And the herding and forcing of these pedal
bayonet point into box cars to be shipped backussi, by our soldiers under Eisenhower's oveaatirnand,
was so brutal and heartrending that even the Pemtadficially designated the program as "Operation
Keelhaul" -- keelhaul being the most cruel formpohishment known to the older navies. It was alsdalb
enough that our own officers and men got so theydert take it, but that is a point we are comiogtesently.

Now some apologists for Eisenhower -- let us repeaty that he was merely carrying out orders, v
infamous, as determined over his head at Yalta. @rsaver to this is that the War Trials at Nurembegege
conducted, right while much of this program wasngoobn,. under the aegis and influence of Supreme
Commander Eisenhower; and that German generals there being condemned to death for nothing more
than carrying out orders, involving brutality, haddthem by their superiors. Eisenhower not onlyiedrout

the same kind of orders, but never once even vaqawtest.

But that answer is really not necessary. The tistlthat Eisenhower tremendously exceeded any affici
authority he had for the brutality of this prograaven the authority of the Deane Agreement. Fothat
agreement not one word was said about using torbeing about these repatriations, and evenweak-kneed
bunch of Stalin-worshippers who perpetrated thenBeadgreement would not have dared put themselves or
record so far, in violation of recognized interpatl law, as to have agreed to the use of foraemptement
Stalin's pro posal.

Colonel Harold E. Potter, the army's own officigdtbrian, has stated that even the Yalta agreecmarit not
justify forced repatriation. It did not contain amgference to the use of force. According to CadldPatter's



careful study and report, it was the arbitrary riptetation of the Yalta agreement by our Joint @had Staff
which caused the use of force and the tragedi@94%-47. This would bring us right back to Georgarshall
again, with Eisenhower delightedly carrying out Bfall's policies, at least for most of 1945. Andréhis no
doubt as to where George Marshall stood, or thegrifiower could count on his support, as to evepasting,
struggling victim he shipped back into Stalin's éd&nBut Colonel Potter's statement is not quiteiaate, for
one thing; and does not indicate Eisenhower's dre=ponsibility for the period when it became aate; for
another.

In the first place, as we have noted, Eisenhoweiddd on_forcible repatriationand began them, before the
Yalta agreement was reached, and while the couasestrictly contrary to such policy in the matternvee did
have. In the second place, Eisenhower just as oty used force to repatriate Russian, Polish, athdr
nationals, who were volunteers in our armies, aniiom the Yalta agreement could not possibly apgeyhe
did with regard to Russian nationals in Germanarmt And in the third place, for the first and mabstrible
ten months of this program, it was only Eisenhosvpersonal interpretation of the Yalta agreemestt fibrce
might be used, and not that of our Joint ChiefStafff -- although there is no doubt he had Georgeskill's
tacit approval of what he was doing.

Fortunately for our present purposes, the histdrthe period is quite clear as to this point. FgrAugust,
1945, both the American officers and enlisted nmeBurope were too sick at heart, over what theyewieing,

to go on without some protest being registered.yere not blaming Eisenhower for the program, bsea
they were allowed to assume that the source oethdsiman orders was somewhere beyond and above hin
and that he was merely carrying out such ordeesséfime as they were. But they had had enough. Ber&e
Patch, Commander of the U. S. 7th Army, wrote tpr8me Headquarters on August 25, 1945, asking for
specific written clarification as to whether he muse U. S. military units to_enforcéhe involuntary
repatriation of Soviet citizens. This laid it orethne. Up to that time the U. S. Joint Chiefs tdfShad not
issued any such instructions, or made any suchpret@tion of the Deane Agreement, and Eisenhowdr h
been proceeding strictly on his own. He didn't darswer categorically this question, raised in tay. So he
now referred the query to the Joint Chiefs of StafWashington. No answer came. George Marshall was so
to leave on his mission to China, where, in justfeen months, he was to accomplish miracles tosvamthing
that country over to Mao Tse-tung.[72] He was urdedly leery of committing himself so boldly to shi
European atrocity, under all of the prevailing omstances. And for a few months it looked as thoingh
remaining prospective victims might be saved. ButNmvember 19, 1945, Dwight Eisenhower was brought
back to Washington, to become Chief of Staff, lABny, and hence ex officio a member of the Joinie@hof
Staff. And thirty days after he assadhthat position, or on December 20, 1945, at lasgthe Joint Chiefs of
Staff answered General Patch's inquiry and annaltiegr formal decision. It was that &bviet citizens, who

on September 1, 1939 had been resident inside 8e3J R., must be repatriated, disregarding fheisonal
wishes and if necessary by means of force. And r@jms Keelhaul” was immediately resumed.[73]

While it may seem to the reader that we have gotwethis matter of repatriation at considerablegtanthe
truth is that we have condensed the whole sordiy $b the best of our ability. We have omitteddskcription

of the repatriation centers for Soviet nationalfyowwvere separated from all other prisoners of wat a
displaced persons, and "segregated in centerseaf diwvn, " where Soviet Repatriation Representatilvad
"the right to appoint the internal administratiardaset up the internal discipline and managementnfers in
accordance with U. S. S. R. military procedure &Bné. S. R. law.... "[74] (This quotation is fromeof the
official orders from Eisenhower's headquarters. ¢ Wave omitted all reference to some very revealing
documents in the Pentagon archives, because itwaké too long to bring their revelations intogeofocus.
And despite the regretted omission of any discusefocertain other aspects of the whole crime, veegwing

to move on to another subject after just one fomaiht.

In Crusade in Européhere is tremendous falsification of history thgbout the whole book, by omission,
emphasis, slant, arrangement, and every trick &eraely cunning writer could devise. But Eisenhowad

his Communist ghost-writer, Joseph Fels Barnesgwedinarily too clever to put down anything whislas
categorically false. It was too dangerous. Theystdrthe repatriation crime was too damaging, haveand

the likelihood of the true story ever coming oupagently appeared too small, to justify the usoedtment.
And so, although at least two million victims warerolved, and the whole operation was of tremendous
importance to postwar Europe, the book tries tagline story over in less than three pages of hitzaniam



generalities. (They are Pages 484-486 in the 1@p2nbound Permabooks edition. ) And these two aed o
half pages are a tissue of deliberate and direst Just for one illustration, Eisenhower says on Pégfe
"These policies and agreements (he is trying tmbl¥alta, but is actually admitting he made thesiens) we
first tried to apply without deviation, but we gkiig saw that their rigid application would oftenolate the
fundamental humanitarian principles we espouseeéréditer we gave any individual who objected taimret
the benefit of the doubt. "

| have in front of me, as | now write, a photostatopy of Part Il of an order issued from "Supreme
Headquarters, Allied Expeditionary Force, " dat&#Vised May 1945, " and entitled "Guide To The Gare
Displaced Persons in Germany. " Part Il, SectiorH8ading 1, Paragraph 3 of that order says: "After
identification by Soviet Repatriation RepresentgivSoviet displaced persons will be repatriatgdndess of
their individual wishes. " Another paragraph of tttkeame order reads: "Enemy and ex-enemy displacec
persons, except those assimilated to United Nastetsis, will be returned to their countries ofiowadlity or
former residence without regard to their personahes. " These orders continued in effect, withamoy
interruption until August, when General Patch rdibes question; and then were confirmed by ourtJohefs

of Staff, even as to the specific use of forcesasn as Eisenhower became a member and could gut hi
influence to work. And both he and Joseph Barneseeweell aware of these facts, when they wrote the
falsehoods indicated above for publication in 1948.

"But why, " the reader is asking, "if these faats &ue, aren't they known?" The answer is that #re known

today, just as the true facts about the Pearl Habetrayal finally became known, years later, tigtodhe

books of Morgenstern, Admiral Kimmel, Admiral Thexdh, and others.[75] As stated in the forewordrehe

nothing in this whole present paper, except whatdarly shown to be only the writer's personatiiptetation

or opinion, which has not already been publishetth wareful documentation. But if you ask why thésets

were not known earlier, and are not wid&hown, then that is quite a different questione EBmswer, part of
which will be given in the next chapter, is probathle strongest single part of the proof of my ihelBut in the

meantime let's finally nail the evidence of thisgent chapter down in place.

There have been few crimes in history more bruta more extensive than this forced repatriatiorarati-
Communists, to which Dwight Eisenhower committed blonor of the United States. Dragging the hondr an
reputation of our country through such pools obblp betrayal, and thus convincing anti-Communi$tsither
the stupidity or the pro-Communism of the Unitedt&¢, was of course one of the objectives. Andenhd
had the "moral support, " when needed, of plentgthér pro-Stalinists in our government at thatetih was
Eisenhower who gave Stalin's monstrous plan of @ange and warning all of its teeth and its total
effectiveness. You can find excuses and reasoriSisenhower's conduct, or for various separates prit, by
the dozen, if your credulity can stand the burdgut. there is one simple, plain, straightforwards@awhich
completely solves the whole problem, without legvansingle loophole. And we do not need to speallitany
more.



CHAPTER FIVE
The Hero ....

Following Lenin's death in January, 1924, ther&ktplace in Moscow a long and merciless strugglevéoious
levels of personal power. Both the large and litikdtles in this struggle were disguised as disputeer
socialist doctrine, and over the correct policeslfeninist communism to pursue. During that ureétperiod
Joseph Stalin committed almost every conceivabtake, of false prophecy, of self contradictionfushbling
error and clumsy reversal, that any leader coukkibdy score. (Just for one quick illustrationwis Stalin's
ill-advised telegram to M. N. Roy in Hankow, in IQ2vhich Roy was stupid enough to show to Wang ¢hin
wel, that destroyed at one blow most of the resofit8orodin's years of work in China for the Comnstin
cause.)[76] Nevertheless, by January, 1928, whetsHy and thirty of his leading supporters werdeskito
Siberia, Stalin had emerged as the victorious amdjeful tyrant in supreme command. How?

The answer, or by far the most important part efsaveral answers, is very simple. Stalin earlypiabtd and
steadily strengthened his "complete monopoly othal means of information and comment, both intpaimd
on the platform."[77] Boris Souvarine has writtethoag and minutely detailed history of those yeand, of
close personal knowledge of the actors and ev8&aisvarine points out that "the entire press beldrigenim
(Stalin) and praised his foresight unblushinglyo. despot in any age or in any country has evgyed such
powers of deceiving public opinion or, if that &dl, of suppressing it. "[78]

Control over the media of information was clearhp\yed, during these four years of conflict, to begital

element of strength in political conspiracy. Théodfto obtain and exercise such control was hertef
established by Stalin as the most important faigtahe practical mechanics of Communist attackewvery
country and on every front. And this insidious sggsion or smothering of the truth, with a paradefpouring
of clever distortions and falsehoods, has beemibs& powerful weapon which the Communists have eyea
in the thirty-years march towards their goal of ldaonquest.

In the United States, unlike Russia in 1924, thexee been radio and television and movies and rotrgr
media to consider, besides an enormous numberbditptions. So the Communists, realizing both tlze and
the importance of their problem, went to work omdirly and with proportionate energy. Naturallyithvery
success has been used to hide that success fromaghenajority of the American people. But the recar
enough of it to scare the daylights out of those wlb study it, is all there for anybody who wilkéathe
trouble to put together the pieces.

In front of me, for instance, is a published li$ttwo hundred top actors, writers, and directorshi@ movies
who are either Communists or active Communist sympers. Most of them have been diligently slipping
their poison into American minds for a generatidohn T. Flynn's While You SId@9] will show you the
absolute Communist control for years of the powdshok-review sections of the New York Timasd New
York Herald Tribuneand the devastating ultimate effect of that cdrdropublic opinion. Harry EImer Barnes'
Struggle Against The Historical Black@8®]will show you how thoroughly and successfulljet true
documentary history of American foreign affairs fthre past twenty years has been kept from public
knowledge. Frank Hughes' monumental Prejudice Ahd Preg81] will show you how cleverly but almost
completely the Communist pressures are exertedlatlg the journalistic line to bring out the bi&sitt the
Communists want. And there are plenty of other seaifor finding the clearly proved truth. The otrlyuble is
that practically nobody reads them. The Commurhstge seen to that, through the very controls these
sources would expose.

It is worth while pausing here for just one illigton out of many, of just one way out of many t tie whole
scheme works. Early in 1957 there was published, TWMloscow's Trojan Horseby Dr. Slobodan M.
Draskovich.[82] Writing with detailed knowledge thfe country, the events, and the people involve®30
pages Draskovich made out a very convincing caat ttikere never had been any real break between the
Kremlin and Tito; that Tito remained, and alwaysl lieeen, one of the most loyal agents of the Krenthiat
so-called Titoism or "nationalist communism, " e of being a form of revolt against Moscow, heitially
been planned and directed from Moscow at all tiraest that Tito and Titoism were the most useful poes




Moscow had for enabling its Communist agents andpsythizers throughout the free world to steer their
respective countries down the exact paths Moscowtedathem to follow. All of this, incidentally, is
something the writer of this letter has been sayeyeatedly and emphatically in print since 1953].[But
Draskovich had both the authoritative knowledge @edstanding as a scholar to make his book aropgaer

to anybody who read it. It had the potential effe€ta blockbuster on the whole Titoist "independent
communism™ myth.

But that myth has been built up to practically iEgreus belief in this country, by the Edward Muws, Elmer
Davises, Walter Lippmanns, Drew Pearsons, Marqm&d€, Tom Stokes', and all of the other punditshe
airwaves and the editorial pages, who have tolexastly what we should do to take advantage obsoiiate
a falling out between thieves (Giving Tito himselfer a billion dollars was just one small and matistic
result of this propaganda. ) So what happened \Wiraskovich's volume appeared? Did these opiniordersl
and the more academic experts behind them stding&raskovich names, or pointing out mistake®ither
his facts or his arguments, or supporting theidated positions against this devastating attack® dioyour
life. All of the academic experts went right onrting out their articles and brochures, full of sofe
dissertations and even vigorous arguments amongskiges, as to how we and the other Western nation:s
should take advantage of the Kremlin-Tito rift. Ali the popularizers, such as we mentioned abdvihese
dishonest premises and dialectic con clusions, wehit on filling our ears and eyes with the exaitinews and
significance of the rising movement of communisioraalism. They just ignored Draskovich and thetirne
had set forth as if such a man and his book decknéit.

The result was very effective. When Draskovich'skobrst came out, any number of the comparativiely
honest scholars and writers who did read it saithéonselves: "Well! How on earth are the supporérEito,

and of Titoism as an opportunity for the West, goto answer this ?" So each one waited expectatuly,
appraise the various defenses when offered. Budefenses appeared. The expected defenders diceigot d
even to notice such nonsense, nor to be interruptéeeir solving for us of the problem of how we were tkli
Communism. And pretty soon each of the honest ach@nd writers was unconsciously saying to himself
"Well, | guess this fellow Draskovich didn't knowhat he was talking about. Certainly his charges and
arguments didn't amount to much, for they havastutbed the real scholars and analysts in thd gelough

for such experts even to pay any attention to the®u in a little while the temporarily puzzled lest scholars
and writers were themselves again back on the sdehbandwagon, merrily taking part in, and conttibg
their bit to, determining and building up plans tashow we were to make the best use of "communist
nationalism. " They had been swept by sheer noaber than the real prestige of the noisemakets, i
forgetting the question in their minds as to whethe thing they were arguing about even existedl A any
one of them was persistent enough to pursue thegttiavhich briefly held him, he soon found himsatid his
writings or speeches being accorded exactly theesaompletely effective and frustrating treatmeruaf-being
simply ignored, while the dialectic wave passedyrand left him -- which rendered Draskovich's baakere
exercise in futility.

One important later incident shows both the bragsarwith which this technique was carried out, tred
extreme subservience to the Communist cause opatieof one of America's greatest media of infororat
Edward R. Murrow put the television facilities diet Columbia Broadcasting Company at the disposaitof
for a slick propaganda job on the American peopdg.[In order to give the affair some semblance of a
objective television interview, certain "expertsi ¥ugoslavia had been allowed to send written goestto
Tito in advance. His submission to this direct ekation was supposed to prove broadmindednessjroets,
or something, on the part of the promoters of tlog@mm.

Some honest-to-goodness experts on Tito and Yugastpt wind of this plan, and tried to have Sloaod
Draskovich allowed to prepare some of the questibnsDraskovich was born and raised in Yugoslagiz]
until 1941 was a professor at the University ofgdatle. His book, for all the silent treatment giviehy the
reviewers, is scholarly, penetrating, and unimpabthauthoritative. He is almost certainly the beshrmed
expert on Yugoslavia in this country today. He wiboértainly seem to have been the most logical foaan
American television system to have asked to questito in an interview telecast to the American jpleo But

of course there wasn't a chance in the world ofrigaanything so logical or "objective" take pladdurrow
and CBS would have called off the whole interviewd grogram before they would have allowed Tito ¢0 b
asked the honest and revealing questions Draskavaziid have handed him -- or before they would have



called public attention to Draskovich and his bdbfough the prestige of even vicarious appearancthis
program.[85] Murrow was not only selling Tito toeti\merican public, but was also building up thepents"
in this country who are clearly in step in the L\afing parade.

One other illustration of this conspiracy of silentoward critics and embarrassing questions ishwbrief
mention. In the spring of 1955 Congressman Bos&te@ublican of New York State, filed the bill to ih we
have already referred, demanding an investigatidheoforced repatriation of displaced personsréfie war.
The bill was based on very serious charges, agagrgtimportant people, in connection with a tred@usly
important matter directly involving several milliasctims of cruelty chargeable to our country. oly was
the bill quietly and permanently buried, but noeaf the great press wire services ever carrigdgesword
of news that such a bill had ever been f{lg@]

There are a dozen other equally skillful technigwegch the Communists, their sympathizers, thepedy and
the plain opportunists in the public-information ndo(who know on which side of the ideological fenihe
greenest grass for their fodder is found), condértase to promote the Communist line. As a consaqge of
the operation of these techniques over a long gesfdime, the Communists now have almost as effec
veto as to what the American public shall not reeat see, and influence over the slant of whatesdwear and
see, as Stalin exercised in Russia in 1924. Istakdy one smart Communist here, another one teah one
guiding the thinking and actions of ten fellow teters, each fellow traveler in fluencing the thoisgand
actions of ten egghead liberals, and so on thr@pgkading circles, to carry on this domination withan
impossible drain on Communist manpower and intallcresources. And it is only with a knowledgetluf
domination of our media of mass information in mithcit the point of this chapter stands out in éalr
significance. With that domination perennially obsel and fully understood, however, the circumstanc
described in the next several pages becomes theimpertant single foundation for the hypothesistlug
manuscript.

For President Eisenhower benefits from an incrgdgaod press, and has so benefited for many y&aen

the Left Wing, even when hitting hardest at Eiseméopolicies, fights those policies and their othackers,

but almost never attacks Eisenhower himself. | stibs to, and regularly read, The Workés; slightly more
pretentious sister publication, the National Guandtheir very highbrow cousin, Max Ascoli's The Repg

and other periodicals of varying shades of vermib@tween bright pink and reddest crimson. | relael Daily
Worker for years, until its suspension.[87] In none adgé periodicals can | remember ever seeing a direct
attack on Eisenhower himself.

In fact, the pattern of the Reds' publicized adfiuowards Eisenhower was well exemplified in aespeon
September 12, 1956, to an audience of Communidtewn York City, by Blake Charney, Acting Chairmai o
the Communist Party. He said: ". . . EisenhoweBam Francisco, when he accepted his Party's ndaonnat
made quite a speech. He spoke on peace and imgrouinrelations with the U. S. S. R. It was evidant
anyone who watched and heard him that he was aofmaofound sincerity. "[88]

On the same front page of a copy of the Nationadr@annow in front of me, picked almost at random far
down in the pile, I find these two contrasting maegohs as to the treatment given Eisenhower, aatdgitien
anybody else in Washington -- who is supposed tarieCommunist -- either Democrat or Republica®)][8
"The logical man to head the probe,’; reads onagpaph, in an article about the "Oil lobby whitetvas"was
Senator Albert Gore (D-Tenn), but the top brass afasid he would be too tough. Johnson and Knowland
masters at in-fighting and specialists in the Idambthat even the referee doesn't s&&, up a special hand-
picked eight-man 'bi-partisan' committee to contaore. " | have italicized the lines that contde knife, to
set it off against the pat on the back in the mxttibit. "The President, " says a paragraph interoarticle,
"was answering a letter which Premier Bulganin haitten last September urging a new look at disanera
and the ban on the bomb. It was a cordial exchangethe world took heart. But the President didaertban
smile. He made several important concessions. " &r&h in the "capitalistic” press, such as the Nerk
Timesand the Washington Pogbod save the United States ! ), you will findttihadenever Mr. Khrush chev
has been making his most malicious and sarcasttksr-- such as those about the stupidities Eiseahbad
been sold concerning "clean” bombs -- he has ysgalte out of his way to add some such solemn ce®a

as that of course Eisenhower himself was "a manio€iple and integrity. "




Very early in 1956 Joe Glazer, "Educational Direttid the United Rubber Workers Union, put out a-tech
long-playing record, containing four songs by Gtazed collaborators. It was probably the dirtiesticp of
campaign material issued during the year. It wasnaticious that Paul Butler, Chairman of the Dematicr
National Committee, immediately made it clear tmathad nothing to do with production or distribuatiof the
record.[90] This was smearing by the Left Wingictly on its own initiative. The smears were cortcated on
Nixon, Humphrey, McKay, Mrs. Hobby, Wilson, and Ben. But there was no song nor even section ohg so
devoted to Eisenhower. His name was mentioned onég, and then in the comparatively mild linestd t
parody on Dixie, as follows: "To Dixon-Yates yoysky high rates For Eisenhower and Nixon. "

It was Thomas L. Stokes, however, who really sumopethe point of this chapter, by gloating ovelStokes,
during the last years of his life, was one of thestrunwavering and nauseating purveyors of the Camnish
line among the supposedly reputable columnists. isnillarch of 1956 he used one of his daily colurtms
rhapsodize over the success of the very tacticsavee talking about. After some "ain't it wonderful"
introductory sentences, he got up to his main p&amt asset” of Eisenhower's "of which Democratgehaeen
constantly conscious. " "This, " Stokes went os,thie President's amazing personal popularitytsiextreme
manifestations it becomes a sort of idolatry, belybero worship, that Democrats find themselves lentab
explain in any precise fashion. " We add, "and wiedy might. " For we do not think there is any reve
plausible explanation except the one we are trionget forth in this chapter.

Further along Stokes says that for all the idolatiryresident Roosevelt, he was also bitterly hatédich is
true; for while he played with the Communists, tiey to run him by persuasion and flattery, rathan by
orders. So they were not willing, even if they Hen able, to give Roosevelt the full benefit aflsaontrol
over public opinion as they have today. Then Stakasks: "Our present President provokes nothinghat
kind. Nobody seems to dislike him or, to put it tteer way, virtually everybody seems to like hinithe end
result is to set him above the confusion of pditiconflict, above his party, above partisanshipe Ppolitical
effect of this aloofness is what plagues Democaatshey try to figure ways to reach him as a target he
never seems to be blamed for acts of his admitimtreor even policies of his administration.

The italics are mine, but the rejoicing was thatMrf Stokes. It continued: "Just now, for exampteis
Secretary of Agriculture Ezra Taft Benson who ikirtg the heat as chief scapegoat. It is against thian
discontented farmers spill their ire. It is his rathat they repeat bitterly -- not 'lke.’

"Similarly, the President's popularity is at anmevegher level in the South, according to pollgrthin 1952....
He seems to get no reflected blame in the pubhoaicintegration turmoil. This even though well def the
Supreme Court's decision his administration hadwesgd a broad policy against segregation whichad h
implemented in numerous areas.... Southern angkesdirectly at the Supreme Court, not at hintoading
to Southern members of Congress.

"He appears, in short, to possess a peculiar m4§id.

We agree. He certainly does. Even after Eisenheeet troops to Little Rock, the attempts to blanme Wwere
watered down into laments that poor advisors h#ieéedahim into such a "blunder. " And we are surekii
Stokes knew even better than we do just how thagioi had been achieved. A very important parthef t
method begins with the fact that the criticism efeahower by the Communists, and by their recoghéggents
and sympathizers, is always gentle, and just sefftdo give him the necessary protective coloratio

The pattern thus set by the leftists has beenvieébby both middle-of-the-road and -- till fairlgaently -- by
even extreme right-wing critics; the latter, in ginion, having been unconsciously and indirectiydgd by
this example consciously and carefully establishgdthe Left. Nobody wishes to attack a man whom
everybody seemt honor. As to the "middle-of-the-road” commeatatand editorializers, we have simply
been trying to make more obvious and understandahkt we believe any informed man can daily see;
namely, how heavily all of our media of mass infation are controlled or influenced by the Communéstd
their socialist buddies or gullible dupes. Considew, not the positive propaganda of these moutiegiebut
how insidious and ubiquitous have been the hatopetations of Drew Pearson, Edward R. Murrow, Elmer
Davis (when alive), and dozens like them. Or rememtbe foul slanders about Taft and his family tate
spread so industriously in Ohio during the 1950&%@mal campaign by the pals of Walter Reutherthar



equally foul lies about McCarthy that were circath@all of the time by the pals of Eleanor Roosewty no

lies, nor even innuendoes, about Eisenhower, év@n® to think that no man, though his ideologi¢ahsmay

range all the way from John Bricker's to that offdan Thomas, escapes the organized invective cgngaf

the Communists if or whenever he is known to oppbsé& plans. Then consider how natural it wouldmse
under the supposed present circumstances for thenDaists to set in motion their smear techniquesnsg
Eisenhower, and how many things there are in lusrceto lend themselves to ready use in such a a@gmp
When you consider these and other pertinent aspéthe situation during the last five years, thédimgness

of the Left Wing to permit and even augment thespeal popularity of Eisenhower makes his relatigméh

the Left justly subject to deep suspicion.

This suspicion is increased by the fact that sohmfchis reputation is demonstrably phony, andwimle
career so full of tempting morsels for the chanaeesassin to seize upon. Just suppose that s@iante
Communist general, like Albert Wedemeyer, had Hael $melly liaison with his female chauffeur that
Eisenhower enjoyed with Kay Summersby.[92] Do yapmose that half the press of the country would be
constantly playing up Wedemeyer (even if he weresigient), by pictures and by articles, as a wondlerf
family man? Or suppose MacArthur, as Supreme Corderaim Europe, had been drunk and unavailable the
night the Battle of the Bulge began. Can you imadiow many times that story would have been rdiglthe
Communist- inspired columnists? Or suppose Tafthat195Z Republican Convention, had made the dirty
undercover deal with a candidate for the Vice-Riesty that Eisenhower made. Then think how suclergap
as the_New York Posthe Washington Posthe Toledo Bladethe Raleigh News and Observére Atlanta
Constitution,the St. LouisPost, the Minneapolis Tribune, or the Des Moinegig&erwould have screamed
their moral indignation to the high heavens. Bug tlery few objective reporters and columnists whweh
dared even tell this story have gambled their car@edoing so.

Then it must be remembered that the Communistsotlaeed truth for their smear campaigns at all.yTg
manufacture rumors out of whole cloth, if necess#ryhere are little fires from which to start théot of
smoke, so much the better. What couldn't they fdilyely had the slightest wish to hurt Eisenhowathhe
report of his career at the War College; or with fniendship for Anna Roosevelt Boettiger; or whilk tax deal
over a book he didn't even write;[93] or over timet he spends on golf, and his obvious ignorancehatt he
is talking about half the time at press confererces

But from all the press and radio and televisiors 8étthe nation, or almost all, the public gets uhguestioned
impression that Eisenhower is a great general whio thve war practically single-handed, a great Heggiwho
is loyal to the finest American traditions, a gandn who may have some bad advisors but who isdime @f
sincerity, personal integrity, and intuitive wisdofhe fact, which is easy enough to prove beyosldaalow of
a doubt, is that he is none of these things. Ashexe already indicated, he was such a lousy sottadr
practically all authority except of a political na¢ had to be taken out of his hands in order tothe war. He
is visibly trying to destroy by attrition the Amean form of government He follows orders of the Wiiouse
clique so willingly that he is frequently embareddecause they haven't yet told him what his opims, on
some matter about which he is being questionedhand demonstrably one of the most insincere,igtive,
and hypocritical human beings that ever lived.

This being true -- and | think even this treatisé gefinitely prove that much, if you have the jgaice to bear
with me to the end -- then why should |, a consirea Republican, anti-Communist, be the one tpout
these things ? Why aren't the Communists and frait men doing it, with their organized means ¢aah a
million times my audience? If Eisenhower really wias one man behind whom the country could effebtiv
unite in 1952 to defend itself from Communism, atill is the one best defender of the United States
America and the free world from Communism, as tieefal" hue and cry has so loudly proclaimed, tidry
haven't the Communists themselves torn his haséhiteds ? Why in heaven's name don't the Commugeste
work to tear him down instead of letting him remama pedestal? The tearing down, to a devastdgageee,
would be very simple for them to do. And the onel amly easy answer, or satisfactory answer, toethes
guestions practically jumps at you as soon as éhneyasked.



CHAPTER SIX
The Candidate....

The imaginary setting, in which we ask you to jois at the beginning of this chapter, is not in ldest
necessary in order to establish the facts we pre®am purpose is solely to orient your thinkinghe time and
the circumstances involved, so that you can mosdyemllow our conclusions, or form your own, as the
meaning of what was taking place. Please go battkwsi, therefore, seven years.

It i8 1951. Suppose you are a member of the sempestrategy board of the Communists in the UnBéates;
one of a group of perhaps three people, all coralyl@bove suspicion, whose whole purpose of existésn to
plan and order the steps by which the Communistaterally take over this country. You or your presisors
have been unbelievably successful for twenty yddusthere is a psychological pendulum in the adis of a
people, which has a certain degree of inevitabdityhich you are well aware. So you recognize thate has
begun to run, and to grow, a strong tide of feelgginst the socialistic mood in which Communismivés;
against entanglement in international socialistnglaand against both the crimes and the theories of
Communism itself.

This revulsion of feeling on the part of the Amancpeople, if properly led, unified, and given amte to
make its real underlying strength felt, is likebywipe out many of your gains for the past sevgeals, and to
put a stop to your further progress for years tme&oBy destroying both your progress in America #ral
tremendous value of that progress to your plang twe rest of the globe, it may endanger the wivalst
Communist conspiracy. And this revulsion, becatise psychologically inevitable, cannot be stoppégdder
these circumstances obvi ously you must ride igg, twist its direction, frustrate it all yoas, and roll with
the punch.You must be smart enough, brilliantly cunning egtguto give ground to whatever extent, and in
whatever way, giving ground will still leave you uitimate control of the most powerful forces atriwo
Cunning, deception, and bluff are practically aduyand your fellow top Communists have had to dth wi
during most of your conquest and enslavement ¢iird bf the world. Now is the time, with the imptva
need, for more of the same brilliant and realistrategy.

So. You and your fellow conspirators have this tpméin, anxious to carry out Communist orders foe sake
of Communist support, in the very top rank of th@ekican army; a politician who owes his whole catee
you; one whom you have been building up for yeafsom the day when you managed to get him jumpest o
several hundred superior officers to be put in ldgmmand. It is becoming increasingly known now]1e51,
that in 1941 and 142 the Commu nists were in dimcindirect control of almost everything President
Roosevelt did. You are aware, therefore, that #rg fact that this particular officer was selected pulled up
out of far lower ranks, for so great a post, at tthae, might be -- and certainly should be -- amirrg note of
suspicion to somebody. But you are too successfybur handling of the media of mass informatiomg &
your use of means to silence anybody who might éveathe such a suspicion, to worry about that. Sdoen
and smear of your dupes and gullible echo-artistddcmake what happened to Dr. Wirt[94] look tanme,
comparison to what would happen to anybody who triighclearheaded enough to point a finger at tlais or
at this possible significance of his being chosshawas.

And you have now cleverly and carefully, merely @&ycouraging and feeding the enthusiasm of others,
surrounded this man with an incredible aura ofigbédnd personal popularity.[95] You have beenitdred
enough never to let him declare himself as eithi@emocrat or a Republican, or take any steps whimhid be

too much of a handicap to your present plans. Aigilohe made the mistake in 1942 of telling somehbdy

he expected to be President of the United Statee stay, and although so many things in his caieee shen
have been part of a careful build-up towards making President, you have succeeded in having him
established in the public mind as above politics.ddn pose as an unwilling candidate who would havee
persuaded to sully his naive soul with politicsttoe sake of his country's needs.

It's true that you have been saving this man, dodibg up his stature, in the hope that he might e
Presidency as the nominee of an increasingly aedreere openly socialistic-Communistic Democratict?.
For that party, in two more terms under such a necanl|d carry you through to complete final victolou



have even hoped that it might become possible tkerhan the nominee of both parties. That would tyea
hasten the destruction of constitutional governne#merica, and make your establishment of a Conistu
dictatorship here that much easier and earlier.

But this is 1951, and realities have to be facadl950 you turned every hidden weapon in the Conishun
arsenal on Taft.[96] He not only came through thettle stronger than ever, but in doing so he skojust
how terribly dangerous was that undercurrent ofilgon against everything you planned. And if Tgdt the
Republican nomination in 1952, and was then eleetad you knew better than anybody else he suvelyd

be -- the game was up for a long time to come. Wkeding out of your planned agents alone wouldde s
drastic and such a blow that you would practichllye to start all over again, painfully and slovdythe next
turning of the tide.

So, reluctantly but cleverly, you trot out this fbeyou have been saving and have it suddenly deseal that
he is a Republican after all. By incredibly dirteamroller tactics -- always accusing the oppasitd the
exact crimes which you yourself are committing,cading to time-tried Communist strategy -- you beh

nominated.[97] And now, riding that very revulsiatich has endangered you, guiding it as planned,ged
him elected.

It still being imperative that you not give yourrftaaway, and that you make the necessary sacriftbese
they will hurt the least, you have him surround &t in the top official echelons of his admingiton, with
men who look all right, and most of whom are ajhti except in the one vital spot of foreign alaicetting
these happy and gullible and highly gratified Rdjmalns achieve a few laborious and comparativelyype
victories concerned with our domestic economy, agbventual removal of the excess profits tax,pagng
up these turns away from socialism as far more mapb and weighty than they are, is a small pricpedy as
against what might have happened.

In all the lower administrative ranks you still axand maintain the holdovers from the New Deal
Administration, who will find ways to nullify anyrpgress back towards a really free economy. Amang y
man's semi-official and personal assistants you e him appoint just as many crypto-Communists an
Communist sympathizers as you dare. And in thexgbrtant field of foreign affairs you can stilhsathe day
entirely, with a New Deal favorite as SecretarySihte who exactly fits your needs. For although-he
fortunately, from your point of view-wears a Regoah label, here is a man, a longtime protégé asdi@ant

of Dean Acheson, who has al ready proved that logv&rhow to play on your team. Here is just the &eacy

of State to help your man Eisenhower, succeedingn@n, to go right on handing both military and diphtic
victories to the Communists all over the world osilaer platter, while always shouting loudly thmet is doing,

or is going to do, the opposite. What's more, IseBhower's very association with, and apparent iwgnkith,
this coterie of "good" Republicans, in other mattgou will enable him to have his way in thoseiralbortant
domesticmatters which really count -stopping the exposidngour agents, and the whittling away of American
sovereignty by international treaties and by thewgng power of the United Nations.

You like this strategy, as it finally jells in thminds of yourself and your associates, and as githe to work
out according to plan, both because of its defensecessity and because of some offensive advanidgeh

it also offers. For one thing, as you let your ngaadually show his hand more and more, especialfighting
exposure of Communists despite the contrary expestaof so many leaders and voters who supporited h
you will definitely wreck the Republican Party fgood -- or metamorphose it into another politicgéracy of
the Left. By forcing through the anti-segregati@tidion of the Supreme Court, which you certaingnped as
far back as when you had Gunnar Myrdal brought dvese to write his mammoth book,[98] you will also
make it practically impossible for the coalition e@bnservative southern Democrats and conservative
Republicans ever to be reestablished with the saraagth again. In the very bitterness that you stif up in
the course of these developments, and in the afpliite parties which you will thus engineer andaegé, you
may make an eventual nomination of your man bycthv@rolling left-wing core of both parties possilatter
all. And if not, at the very least you will promagesteady breakdown of constitutional governmeihiwithe
United States, and will be moving the whole coumver nearer towards that civil war which may euahy
become necessary to your plans.



There is one apparent problem. Although the suppbE&Eisenhower for the Democratic homination, which
temporarily boomed in 1948 until you stopped it ¥&ry sound reasons from your point of view, camnoenf
such extreme left-wingers that Eisenhower's affdizss should have been obvious, there is no asseran
1951 that your following will not now be thrown offfie track by Eisenhower's announcement that tee is
Republican. For this man is completely a "sleeperthe Communist cause, a crypto-Communist whom you
have built up, from the outside, as a great patfiotmake him the nominee of the Republican Pavhjch by
the very spirit of the times will be committed to anti-Communist crusade, you have the problemaur y
hands of letting your followers know, as far dowroi the rank and file as necessary, that he is yoam.
Enough Communists in the middle levels must be naagsre of this so that their influence will causerethe
rank-and-file Communists to lay off, to desist fréime smear tactics against this man which woulérmilse be
so plainly called for by their whole past trainifithis is all the more necessary because you hgvehka free

of fully recognized Communist contacts and of ptibéd pro-Communist activities, in this country, igfh
cannot be discounted as "misguided idealism" avéng worst.

But this problem is not difficult to solve. For tagce, there is one maneuver in sponsorship, elydien that
purpose, which is quite interesting. You have yman show great and continuing reluctance to being a
candidate until the proper time. Then you managehdawe his "availability" discovered and officially
proclaimed -- before any of the top-flight poliacis like Sherman Adams or Henry Cabot Lodge aleguito

the act -- by a man whose name means nothing &stanvajority of the American people, even thoseyfavell
informed about pro-Communist activities. But hismea for all of its apparent relative unimportance,
adequately significant to your friends "in the knoWwSo a left-winger named Leonard Finder beconhes t
official and widely publicized discoverer and praeroof Eisenhower for the Republicanmination. And the
whole American press, gladly even if in large pamtonsciously, does your job for you, of spreadimg
information to every corner of America, and to gv&@ommunist far enough up in the ranks to recogitze
significance, that Leonard Finder wants Eisenhoteebe the Republican nominee. This huge help to the
solution of your problem is as simple as that, asdnatural and easy in the regular pattern of Comstu
procedures. And there are plenty of other waysasbmg the word down the line.

In the meantime, the leading pseudo-liberals inryollowing, or under the influence of your follovge have
been cleverly and secretly lining up many rankirgpéblican politicians behind Eisenhower's candidétcig
fairly easy to get men like Henry Cabot Lodge ahdréan Adams and Thomas Dewey, either becauseiof th
hatred of Taft, or their extreme internationaligws,[99] or both. After a certain amount of gathgrstrength
has been shown, and your brilliant slogan, "Tafttcain,"[100] has been started rolling, it beconeesy and
then easier to bring on the bandwagon even gullitd@servatives” like Sinclair Weeks and Eugendidtul
On the theory that half a loaf of conservatismegtdr for their country than no crumbs at all, theatriotic
Americans are willing to close their eyes to theslomf much of what the stand for, in order to h&dwe
Republican Party win. The "I like Ike" stamped@nsits way. And a slippery way it is.[101]



CHAPTER SEVEN

The Campaign...

Before looking at the quality of the Eisenhower g in that campaign it is worth taking a paragrap two

to consider the character of a man and a candwhatewould allow on his own behalf such dirty tast@as
were so widely practiced. And any thought that Eeever was not fully aware of these tactics, ot treadid

not even encourage them, is absurd. | have in iheg & copy of a letter written during the campaign
Eisenhower personally, by one of his strongest sups in the state of Kansas. In this letter gupporter
stated that it seemed to him incredible Eisenhameatd actually know the foulness of the tacticsngaised on
his side in Kansas, and still condone them; anttths friend, whom Eisenhower knew to be with hafhthe

way, was taking it on himself to tell Eisenhowestjlnow rotten the situation was. But certainly mugh
happened, and no steps were taken, to clean ue tacisics. And what happened in Kansas was purelead

when compared to what happened later in Georgiaguisiana, and in Texas.[102]

On a platform in Greater Boston, before a largeiemg# consisting of both Republican factions -- of
Republicans who were going to have to vote laterefther Taft or Eisenhower to get one of them telec-
Sherman Adams spent an hour tearing Taft to pieeigisout the slightest regard for either truth @cdncy.
Taft supporters were kept quiet throughout thisous harangue by the expectation of asking questadrihe
end. But Adams quickly slipped away without allogiany such opportunity. This was a typical perfamoea
Yet it was Sherman Adams whom Eisenhower laterwikmg all of that, made one of his chief advisef@3JL
The use of any means to achieve an end is oneeofudamental planks of Communist strategy. And
Eisenhower has never had the slightest hesitabontavalking any such plank which they laid out iam.

Taft was noted for his good sportsmanship. Prdbtieserybody, whether for him or against him, ceded
that he was always a generous and tolerant oppadhémbk blows far below the belt and far moreioics than
even a political campaign justified before he ewemplained about their unfairness. The only man who
engaged in blows so incredibly foul in the 1952 paign that Taft said he could never forgive themtheir
perpetrator -Taft himself said this was the onlynniee could never forgive was Clifford Case of New
Jersey.[104] Yet Case is practically the only Rejeah or so-called Republican, running for the Sersince
that time, whom Eisenhower as President has agthaped in his campaign. But he threw all the \Wwemnd
prestige of his Presidential office into the batilemake Case a Senator.[105] The fact that evetinah
campaign, even with all of Eisenhower's help, Cakad great difficulty keeping the charges as ®©dwn
Communist affiliations adequately squelched anaigd, has implications that are much to the point.

Any objective argument is usually weakened by theaker's going into the "I happen to know persgnall
approach. " Yet there is one incident within my ocswperience which needs to be related here. Isghag of
1952, when | was running as a Taft-pledged candiflat the National Republican Convention, in th&hFi
Congressional District of Massachusetts, | chakehthe Eisenhower State Headquarters to supplyoa pr
Eisenhower speaker for a debate or debates in stgiatli on the issues involved. Despite the faet tihis
challenge was issued very early in the campaigs, seastantly reaffirmed, was made on the frienthesis
and with the clear offer that our side would méeint half way with regard to costs, choice of motterdime
and place of meetings, and all other details, EneNd get an acceptance for even one full deffdite.nearest |
came to it was the consent of the Eisenhower heatirs, under the prodding of one of the local wose
Republican clubs, to send out a speaker to debidiberme, at the end of this club's regular meetimgdther
purposes, and with each of us to be allowed tenutem

It turned out, on the evening in question, thatdlud had plenty of additional time available. ¢jaed that both
speakers should take either twenty or even thirtyutes. But my opponent insisted that we stickh® ten
minutes originally indicated. After this had finaland quite positively been agreed on, when heugohe
spoke seventeen minutes, and used every word amatenof that time to excoriate Taft. This was desfhe
fact that the burden of the most insistent appeatanating from pro-Eisenhower speakers and writers
everywhere was to the effect that no Taft supppaied no Republican, should criticize Eisenhoweabee he
might be our candidate. In fact, as we look back,nwe can see how desperately -- and why -- thericore

of planners of the Eisenhower campaign were pusthirsgargument, so as to keep conservative Regautdic



from ever looking too far or too closely into theal Eisenhower record. But of course, since orteaf major
objects was to discredit Taft, they did not abigeahy such sportsmanlike arrangements themseluge;here
or at any time. And those Repub licans who actuadljeved this speaker, at the end of his seventerutes,
although they had heard nothing either good or daalit Eisenhower, would not have been able to foste
Taft with good conscience even if he had been natath

Now the real point is that this man, sent out byeBhower's Massachusetts Headquarters without, dusen
either knowledge or investigation as to who helyeahs, and who was on their speaker's bureau utddly
because he himself had initiated the action whighlpm there -- this man was Raymond V. Dennetie Th
name meant nothing to our audience, and apparemtgnt nothing to the Eisenhower State Headquarters
except that he was head of some local outfit knasrhe World Peace Foundation. (Alger Hiss had laeen
member of the board of this foundation, but I'mestirey didn't know that either. ) And there seentebe
nothing to be gained by my attempting to disillus@ther that audience or the State Headquartérmatime,
by getting into a fight over personalities. But ddhin my possession right then a photostatic cdpg o
document showing that Raymond V. Dennett had beenefary of the Board of Directors, chairman of ohe
the most important committees, and an active ppaint in the innermost councils of the InstituteR&cific
Relations, at the very time during the war yeard iammediate postwar years when this institute wasing in

its cleverest and most telling blows to further @@mmunist cause.[106]

Nor was this an isolated or unique instance ofctlypto-Communist rushing to Eisenhower's suppdneré is
plenty of evidence that this type of suppatiied to Eisenhower in the primary campaign,rgwhere in the
country that it was available and could be effex{il07] And the roster of left-wingers and supéetals -- not
necessarily Communists nor even properly suspeaftdeting Communists -- as well as of known and open
Communist sympathizers, who were raucously rooforgEisenhower, reads like the invitation list far
national ADA convention.

First, however, let's go back four years. The maemnto "draft" Eisenhower for the Republican nortiorain
1948 had not been allowed by the Communist bossgsttfar enough to demonstrate the kind of birfda-o
feather that he attracted. Eisenhower's lettergonard Finder, announcing that he was not a catejidas
mailed on January 22, 1948. It should be notedentlegless, that the man who spearheaded the mtuaat S
Scheftel, later was the campaign coordinator fa ‘tBemocrat, " Rudolph Halley, when Halley won the
Council Presidency of New York City, as the cantkdaf the Socialist "Liberal" ticket. And the ordg-called
Republican of any prominence to get on this shiptiiandwagon was the notorious Charles Tobey aff Ne
Hampshire, who had practically a perfect New Dexging record.

But when you turn to the list of those who -knowimgll what Eisenhower stood for and where he beddng

the political spectrum -- tried to make him the @ematic candidate in 1948, the flock is something to behol
Among its leaders were Adlai Stevenson, Millard ihgd, James Roosevelt, Frank Hague, Jake Arvey,
Franklin D. Roosevelt, Jr., (a vice-president of &imans For Democratic Action), A.A. Berle, Jr.,léfe
Gahagan Douglas (who had won high political offibeough Communist support and later lost it through
supporting the Communists), William O'Dwyer, Da@dbinsky (who had raised American money to help the
Communist forces in the Spanish civil war), Clatrdpper (of whom the less said the better), Ch&siedes

(of whom we may have more to say later), Walter aN@il, Drew Pearson, Eleanor Roosevelt, most of the
leaders of the Americans For Democratic Actionnd &idney Hillman.

Now most of these people were not Communists atTaléy were crooks like William O'Dwyer, political
opportunists like Claude Pepper,[108] extremeweftg intellectuals like Adlai Stevenson, and busyies like
Eleanor Roosevelt, who thought that either the avook their political careers, or their standinghmother
intellectuals, or their safety from prosecution,ulebbe improved by anything they could do to héle whole
left-wing cause; and they recognized Eisenhowea dsading kindred spirit. Of those who probably ever
Communists, Hillman died before the issue camedbavdown; Dubinsky was still classified as a Tkyit®,

or at least as a Dubinsky-Lovestone deviationistt there was some reason in each case why the Coistmu
strategy board, or the really top command, hadippéed off this particular individual that he wasvthg down
the wrong fairway, at the wrong time. Or maybe tilyg command was anxious to see what might happeh, a
just had not yet made up its mind. At any rate,rded Communist power never got behind this drare] just
before the Democratic Convention Eisenhower madadedr that he was not a candidate for that nonainat



either. The Communist top command had decided ttietchances of their reelecting Truman were good
enough, and their danger if Dewey was elected waal £nough, to justify saving Eisenhower for aagee
need.

But when 1952 came around, and the prospect tlegyftited was either electing Eisenhower or havidt 8s
President, they pulled out all of the stops. Aneytldidn't dare run Eisenhower as the Democraticimesen
against Taft as the Republican nominee. For indleetion campaign, as distinguished from the prymar
campaign, there would have been no possible selfast involved, on the part of the Republicanskdep
them from exposing Eisenhower's pro-Communist gkddot only, considering the mood the country waati
that time, would Taft have won in a walk by thedithat exposure was completed, but their most U'4efuo"
would have lost his usefulness for all future otwmas So they had to get rid of Taft, and put asros
Eisenhower, in the primarieb doing so, and in getting the Republican Pargy then the American people to
accept Eisenhower not only as a Republican, bat i@sonably conservative Republican, they putsiuods
of leading Republicans under a spell so incredifdé the word hallucination does not begin to dbscit. Just
the plain facts that were then known as to Eisemngwbeliefs and actions, and the nature of thieviahg
which was visibly supporting him, was enough to eaky high school student, who looked at the sdnat
honestly and objectively, decide that the whole ubdéipan Party had gone crazy. We'll skip the "dsliend
actions” here, because of an overlapping otherwisie other sections of this letter. But the chagacind
quality of the left-wingers who vociferously suppeat his campaign -- and with whom people like Sincl
Weeks and George Humphrey and Charles Wilson willimnd knowingly got in the same political bed --
should have been sufficient to make the whole s8dnaas clear as a raid on a Sunday School picpic b
neighborhood ruffians.

In order to finish dealing with this topic withoaeeming to belabor it unduly, however, let's lumip ione
catalogue those strange specimens on whom we turspwotlight as having supported Eisenhower in 1952
whether in the primary campaign, or after he wasinated, or in both stretches. We might begin tiecall
with Norman Thomas, Stanley M. Isaacs, Jacob Jagigm Clayton Powell, and Arthur J. Goldsmith --
although it is hardly fair to put Norman Thomas soch company. Thomas is only a bleeding-heart
exhibitionist, and professional windmill, who istreo Communist, and whose support of Eisenhower tha
time -- was only lukewarm. But the viciously pro+@munist records of the other four are too well knaw
need any delineation here; and they all put théioles weight into the Eisenhower campaign. Thera is
considerable body of evidence that Arthur Goldsraeithn helped to "mastermind” as well as financé/hat's
more, the support of all these men was well knowand in the cases of Isaacs, Javits, and Powglyh
publicized -- during the campaign itself.

Of the 1948 supporters listed several paragrapbsealmost were estopped from pushing the "Republica
Eisenhower in 1952 by the radiance of their Demacitabels. But, as Emerson says, when the hal g
the gods arrive. Among these gods of the entertamimand literary world, who shouted their headsfoff
Eisenhower in 1952, were Russell Crouse, Oscar Hastgin, Moss Hart, Quentin Reynolds, Richard
Rodgers, Arthur Schwartz, Howard Lindsay, Arthureo William Zeckendorf, Max Kriendler, Faye
Emerson, Humphrey Bogart, Lauren Bacall, and MitBamight.

It would be comforting to feel that our readers Wostay with us while we interpolated here anotibple
book, equal in size to this one, just to point g Communist activities and affiliations of somembers of
the above group; and to outline the ardent andtiloreg support of the Roosevelt-Truman-Henry Wallace
brands of "democracy" by the others. We do notiteeb we'll have to reconcile ourselves to a $isenpling
job instead.

Quentin Reynolds, already cited by the House Cotemibn Un-American Activities for his Communistrito
activities, had even been a sponsor of one Commarganization which had the Soviet agent, Gerh&arsier,

on its payroll; and had just taken the place, amedf the notorious United Nations Worldf Louis Dolivet,
when that alien Communist was denied readmissiotheoUnited States in 1950 as "a dangerous Stlinit
agent. " The_United Nations Worldad been so completely and consistently pro-Conshdhat even the
United Nations had disavowed it in 1948. Among Regs' close associates on that magazine were RBbert
Sherwood, the New Deal liar who admitted that he ben consciously and deliberately lying when hatev




Roosevelt's "again and again and again" speechTaathas Mann, with thirteen Communist front citaip
and a medal given him by Stalin's emissaries it Gasmany as late as 1949.

Crouse, Hammerstein, Hart, Reynolds, Rodgers, a@hav&tz had been original sponsors of the Indepgnde
Citizens Committee of the Arts, Sciences, and Rsadms, organized by the Communists in 1944 When th
front got too well recognized for what it was, itamged its name to the National Council of the A8tsences,
and Professions, and put on the Soviet-directeénfiic and Cultural Conference for World Peacethst
Waldorf Astoria in 1949.[109] Humphrey Bogart, oot the yellowest as well as reddest of Stalintelit
helpers in Hollywood, and Lauren Bacall, had led dlelegation of movieland Reds to Washington totlhel
government and the American people just where gayoff in trying to do anything to the ten Hollyod
Communists who had been arrested. Michael Stragghtotégé of Felix Frankfurter, and who had bah#tat
Harold Laski was the instructor who had influendeth the most, was the owner of the pro-Communist
magazine, the New RepubligViliam Zeckendorf had contributed four thousamullals to the Democratic
Party for the 1950 election alone. Max Kriendlesvaacontributor to the National Committee For ArfeEfive
Congress, a letterhead organization through whactthlannel money and help to defeat anti-Communist
Senators. Of the Committee which put on the MadiSgnare Garden spectacle to ballyhoo Eisenhower's
campaign, which included many of the names in idteabove, at least one-third of the members ajrdwdl
Communist-front citations to their credit. And iaw/this whole medley of left-wingers, and worsepwlere
actually giving the most vociferous support to than whom the American people were electing forvierey
purpose of exposing and cleaning up such left-wiflgences.[110]

Or maybe we should mention that Jacob Potofskycessor to Sidney Hillman as president of the CIO
Amalgamated Clothing Workers, had been a longtinteautspoken booster of Eisenhower for the Presigden
and still was. (He had once grouped Eisenhower Wehry Wallace and Claude Pepper, as among thergad
he really counted on to save the country by "pregjve reform.”) Or Charles Marciotti, the Pennsygiaa
lawyer still registered as a Democrat, whose pemicf@a representing underworld characters had niache
famous or in famous, as you prefer. Or Alvin Jomderesident-Emeritus of the Communist-slanted "New
School" in New York -- of which Gerhardt Eisler'sother Hans was a member of the faculty. Or Sanford
Griffith, a former broker now barred from Wall Sttebut a big shot in the Anti-Defamation LeagueJ@seph

E. Davies, of_Mission To Moscovame,[111] the most blatantly and brazenly pro-Gamist of all the
ambassadors appointed by Roosevelt or Truman.[112]

These men were all snorting and tearing to getribigeer elected.

Or let's turn to the field of journalism, and itosh scintillating stars. Drew Pearson, of courss, at all
deterred by his past interest in whom the Demoanatsinated, was now all out for Eisenhower, for the
Republican nomination, and then for his electiomw#s John Franklin Carter, better known as Jagkfirg a
former avowed Fascist and then a ghost writer éh lRoosevelt and Truman. So, of course, was Elbasrs,
who had headed the OWI during the war years, whah dgency was more completely loaded with actual
Communists and close fellow travelers than anyrogjoeernment department. (I gave page after paghaeof
Communist make-up of ElImer Davis' OWI_in The LifieJohn Birch,published in 1954.[113] But I'll not stop
to repeat that documentation here. ) Or Ted O. Hiegc editor of the Daily Compassuccessor to PMand
generally known as "the uptown edition of the DMWprker.” Among the staff writers for the Compassder
Thackrey's management were Jennings Perry, Joh&teel |. F. Stone, and William S. Gailmor. Inttha
paper, on August 19, 1951, Thackrey wrote: "Asoalaly, there is but one man outstanding in the pubéw
who meets one and all of these qualification resquents [for a Presidential candidate] .... This nedrourse,

is General of the Army Dwight David Eisenhower. hdAthere isn't any doubt that Thackrey and hiovell
Communists knew what they were talking about, s@a$ahe qualifications they wanteare concerned.

When it comes to the publications themselves winehe all out for Eisenhower, besides the Uniteddwat
World and the Daily Compasshich we have already mentioned, we find also Malts=ield's_Chicago Sun-
Times;that completely pro-Communist magazine, The Chuath edited by Guy Emery Shipler, with eighty-
five(!) Communist-front citations; Max Ascoli's ThReporter the Saturday Reviewwhose Communist
leanings John T. Flynn exposed so well in While 8dept;and, moving into slightly more respectable circles
such sharply left-wing papers as the New York Pt Washington Posand literally dozens more like them.
To anybody at all familiar with the two papers, thet that the New York Posind the Washington Posbuld




support a man for the Presidency should have madeutterly impossible even for consideration as a
Republican candidate -and would have but for thdulvblindness and opportunism of so many Repuiic
leaders.[114]

Finally, let's take one brief look at the strangesner of all in this red-tinted panorama. Wayiupermont, in

and near the small town of Bethel, were the "rétfeaf such well-known Communists as Lee Pressman,
Nathan Witt, Marion Bachrach, and John Abt. Thees\a whole huge nest of them. And in 1952 a patriot
but not too cautious Vermont woman, Lucille Millbegan to point out, and to do her best to getrqibeple

to pay attention to the fact, that every one ofs¢h&€€ommunists was actively supporting Eisenhower's
campaign. She didn't make any headway, becauserited preposterous -- except to the Communistshaind
sympathizers. But three years later, in actiongdam other charges, before a federal judge whadhimadelf
been one of the objects of her criticism, and inciwiMrs. Miller was denied her constitutional righthe was
railroaded to St. Elizabeth's hospital for the mesan Washington.

Eventually powerful enough public-spirited citizensterested in the case, forced the hospital lowabn
examination of Mrs. Miller by outside doctors -- evhtated that she was just as sane as they warel -she
had to be turned loose. The smear and incarcerafidvirs. Miller, engineered ostensibly because Isther
advised soldiers being drafted in peace time tbttes constitutionality of the draft act, servednb@ke the
original facts which really got her into trouble gl@ssed over and forgotten. Forgotten, that isalbiput a few
of us, who were likewise disturbed in 1952 by tteertendous support of Eisenhower which we knew tofbe
Communist origin or Communist sympathies. And weehaecognized what happened to Lucille Miller,
however much it was dressed up ant disguised amt® tmalook plausible, for the warning it was inteddo
be; a warning to any and all anti-Communists, weethbe General Kirke Lawton, or Joe McCarthy rilds
writer --, not to get too close to Eisenhower witle truth about his Communist backing and pro-Comistu
activities.[115] For the truth is the one weaporahd the top conspirators behind him could not sté¢ghd. And
the full truth, just about the Communist suppod &ommunist-inspired support which he receivechan1952
campaigns -- if there were any way to get thishttotthe American people through their shell of ptarcency,
after crossing the smear barricade which the Conmstaihave erected -- would be enough to break thalev
Communist conspiracy in this country in six montBst, alas, there is no possible way to do it.



CHAPTER EIGHT
The Anti-anti-Communist[116]....

Eisenhower as President has initiated and sparkamh@nuing, unhesitating, and highly successfibréefto
prevent any real exposure of Communists high wpoiwrernment, and to minimize the exposure of Comstsni
in the lower echelons -- of either the Truman Adstiation or his own. Of course in both the strgtagd the
tactics of this operation he has been guided by taken orders from, the Communist bosses who aouhim
merely for the execution of their planning. Butths actual "Chief Executive" he has carried out ghanning
well, and willingly. He cannot put the blame on bagly else. For instance, even the usually pro-ribieeer

U. S. News and World Report, although it was alse-McCarthy, admitted on December 11, 1953: "Mr.
Eisenhower did not consult members of his cabinembers of Congress, or the Republican National
Committee before deciding to make an attack ondéas of Senator McCarthy. "[117]

That this crusade in suppression had nothing réaltlo with the personality, the methods, or thertslomings

of McCarthy is clearly shown by the fact that Eisewer was just as emphatic and heavy-handed ipistgpp
the exposures by his own Attorney Genekgrbert Brownell, of Communist activities undewiiran. The
chief difference was that, in 1953, in one weelerafBrownell began his intended campaign of public
information, with his exposition of the Harry Dext/hite case, Eisenhower was able to silence Brdviaye
direct orders.[118] In doing so, he made clearltotaer members of his administration and of trep&blican
Party, whom he could control, that the surest wathé presidential doghouse was to expose Comnsypiast

or present.

Eisenhower was not able, of course, to silence Mbt@aat that time. But by devious means and slipper
maneuvers dreamed up for him by the geniuses inbdekground, he was able to stymie McCarthy's
investigation, at a crucial period, for nine monthkis was long enough to prevent any revelatiowloére the
trail of treason actually led in either the Armydaits Loyalty Board or in the CIA; and long enoughensure
that McCarthy's investigations could finally be pgged altogether by a Democratic Congress - - which
Eisenhower helped mightily to make certain woulcelezted, as we shall point out in the next chapter

One of the straws which Eisenhower desperatelybgbin the earlier days of his administrationaaseans
of discrediting and slowing down McCarthy, was #rgcle by J. B. Matthews in the American Merc{t$9]

In that conscientiously documented article Matthearefully stated that perhaps ninety- seven pe¢rckthe
Protestant clergy in America were above criticisnthieir attitude towards Communism. (He was tocegeus
and too restrained, but that is another story.Q] But he pointed out the damage that was being dynat
least some of the other three percent who wereviig the Communist line. And it was Eisenhower
personally who set the stage and made the arramgerive the terrific blast against Matthews whidat only
destroyed the effectiveness of the article, buteniaa political necessity that Matthews be dropfredh his
new staff position with the McCarthy Committee.[121 fact Joseph Alsop openly boasted, in the NewkY
Herald Tribunethat Eisenhower had taken steps to stimulag¢etelegrams from clergymen of the Protestant,
Catholic, and Jewish faiths, which prepared the Veayhis outburst. "The White House actively soutie
opportunity."[122] Alsop said, "indeed created thgportunity. ™It surely did. One of the clergymbkad not
even read the telegram to which his name was signldt appeared in the newspapers!

Many of us supposed, at the time, that the danadatthews and to McCarthy was the whole purpodhisf
maneuver. Since then | have followed the work ofekdyLowman, in Cincinnati, and of Edgar Bundy, in
Wheaton, lllinois, who have been concentratingrtiséiidies on Communist infiltration into the Prdoted
ministry. It has now become evident that the Comistariong ago decided to use this medium of infageon
public opinion as one of the most important chasioéltheir propaganda. Their tremendous succedsing so
has not, | believe, been so much through Protestamsters becoming Communists as through Commnist
becoming Protestant ministers. They have convestede, who were already ministers, to Communism, of
course. And some young men with leftish leaningsng through the already infiltrated theologicahasals,
have been made into full fledged Communists onatag. But probably more important than either grbape
been the young men who were already dedicated Comstsyand hence believed that the end justified an
means, who have gone through these pink theologichbols and then become ministers and bishops.



suspected of nothing worse than eggheaded liberaliowman published, not long ago, a list of 2109
ministers, of the Methodist denomination alone, velne either Communists or fellow travelers.[123}4g/s

his forthcoming lists for several other denominasi@re much larger -- the Unitarian list, somewtatrally,
being relatively the worst of all. Bundy, who waghwthe Army Air Force Intelligence for seven yeft24]
states categorically that, as bad as the Communfilétation in the field of education has beene thercentage

of Communists and Communist sympathizers amongPtio¢estant clergy is twice as large as it is among
educators.[125] So it may well be that turning ¢lyes of the American public away from any good lebkhis
quietly dangerous development was as importanthénminds of Eisenhower and his bosses, as the mor
specific immediate purpose.

As to the Army-McCarthy hearings probably littleeds to be said here. That the whole factitious g@ding
was cooked up inside the White House was revealdlde hearings themselves.[126] That Secretaryeftev
had originally intended to cooperate with McCarthhadly and diligently, in weeding traitors outtbe Army,
was obvious. It was equally obvious that he grdgiwcdlanged, under pressure from the White Hous#, inn

the hearings themselves he reversed himself omarybrazenly with full White House approval. A velyle

and patriotic U. S. Army General, Kirke Lawton, fmuthat he had sacrificed his career by merely glbis
patriotic duty in trying to help to expose the Coomsts under his command at Fort Monmouth. Lawtais w
relieved of command and retired, not just to satisé vengeance of George Marshall and Dwight Eieer,

but as another warning to those Army officers whghnhwant to emulate his brand of patriotism. Alltbe
artificial storm and fury, from which you might heathought -- and were supposed to think -- that 8Mtgy

had committed every crime in the book from arsoriréason, eventually boiled down to the questiora of
censure motion against McCarthy for language anthools supposedly unbecoming a Senator.[127] The
censure motion was itself written, down to the hastrd and comma, by agents of the Communist-loaded
National Committee For An Effective Congrg$88] and was introduced by a former supporterthod
Morgenthau Plan and the Nuremberg trials, a badhfused Senator named Ralph Flanders, whose laaguag
and methods have frequently been worse than amytfiwhich McCarthy was even accused. Then the &Vhit
House crew went to work, by subtle means and soohesm subtle, to influence the attitude and votea of
sufficient number of Senators.[129] How many werwah by this White House pressure, against thein o
wishes and their own better judgments, to votetHercensure of McCarthy, it is impossible to deiaenBut
even Flanders has since expressed his repentadeceranrse for doing so.[130]

From these and many other items of evidence intadlén the occasion it was clear that Eisenhowes wa
frantically determined, in whatever way and at welat cost, not only to liquidate McCarthy's invgations
and McCarthy's influence, but to humiliate McCarggysonally in such vicious fashion as utterly iscdurage
any other patriot who might be tempted to takehgdame torch. The later blacklisting of McCarthy &is
wife from the White House social functions was rintmy opinion, just the result of a vengeful desin
Eisenhower's part to humiliate still further a degésl enemy. It was a coldly calculated way of impieg on
would-be crusaders just what would happen to anybwtho dared become serious about exposing
Communists.

It was not enough, however, just to scare off theestigators. It was important that any who didodre be
ridiculed, frustrated, and blocked at every turmelocking method which the Communists had dewsasl

the Truman security order of 1947, which prohibi@mhgress from access to government files on tyedtipof
personnel. Another was the 1948 directive by Pesgidiruman, forbidding government officials to give
information to Congressional committees without Whilouse permission.[131] It was under the autharit

this second order, for instance, that Major Genklilds Reber, in September, 1953, refused to telClithy's
committee who gave security clearance to certaimyaremployees the Senator believed to be
Communists.[132] Eisenhower had allowed Trumantective to stand, as he also had the earlier order
concerning access to government files. Both orderg clearly designed by Communists, for the ptaieof
Communists. But worse was to come.

On Monday, May 17, 1954, the U.S. Supreme Courtledrdown its decision requiring desegregation lin al
public schools.[133] The attention of press andlipubere excitedly focused on that event for thetrmaany
weeks, as was easily foreseen that it would beosdhat same day, with the brilliant timing whidhet
Communists always make a part of their strateggetiower quietly clamped a dictatorial embargolen t
supply of any informatiorby govern ment departments to investigating comeest which made the Truman




gag rule look almost cooperative, and which hashbeeeffect ever since.[134 ]One illustration waasily
show the significance and effect of that directivel1956 the known strength of Communist influeircehe
National Labor Relations Board was a matter of eomdo several congressional committees. The House
Committee On Un-American Activities, under Congream Francis Walter, decided to investigate. It
subpoenaed eight present employees of that agBatyone of them would testify, about anything. Ahdy
didn't have to plead any first or fifth amendmeimtach one of them simply presented a letter, dicbtd him

by the head of the NLRB. Each one said that therléd him had been written after consultation ey head of
the NLRB with President Eisenhower. Each letteectithe Executive Order of May 17, 1954, to which we
referred above. And that was that. The committes Wealpless. Chairman Walter called the Eisenhower
executive order "incredibly stupid”;[135] but thaas, in our opinion, both an erroneous and anentioo
generous description.

It will be remembered that of the three commissisngho first ran what is now the NLRB when it was
established by Roosevelt in the 1930's, one lat@rea to be an out-and-out crook, one later praeede an
out-and-out Communist, and nobody had to wait tovkmwhere the third member, Frank Graham, stoochen t
guestions with which the board dealt. He was adelyra@escribed by an eminent lawyer who had masgsa
before him. "Frank Graham is not a Communist, 5 fhwyer said. "He is entirely sincere. He is sinible
most gullible jackass in America. "

It was this precious trio who had set the pacethadgpattern for the NLRB. As Senator McCarthy peshbut,
"no federal agency during the last twenty yearshi@bsmore influence upon the economic and soadiattsire

of the nation than the National Labor Relationsioa The continued subversion of that board hasynally,
been a prime goal for the Communists at all timdesl they have been decidedly successful. The Corstsun
have been placing their agents in top-level jobshet agency from the beginning.[136] In 1940 a $&u
Committee, headed by Representative Smith of Magineported that the NLRB was heavily infiltrated.
McCarthy knew well how heavily infiltrated it waa his day, but never reached the chance to do iagyth
about it. Congressman Walter's committee tried faied.[137] Other committees are well aware of the
situation today, but know they can't get anywheith &n investigation, because of Eisenhower's ptate of
the Communists with his gag rule.

"The National Labor Relations Board, " as Dan Smemys, "has the power to make -- and does make --
arbitrary decisions which affect the lives of evpgrson in the United States. " We know that thsnay in the
past has been infested with, and at times dominage€€ommunists. There is plenty of disturbing kfexnge
about its pro-Communist slant right now. But we aoé permitted to find out just how badly infilteat it is, or
how many actual Communists are inside the Boardiggiits activities, because Eisenhower says dfserof

our business -- or of the business of Congress|[138

This attitude and this executive order now stopdcalt every turn, any investigation of Communigts i
governmentThe order is also stretched to prevent the revgalf other information which the Communists do
not want revealed, as in the hearing of the (old)CMIllan Committee early in 1956 on the 1954 exgeut
agreementmade by Eisenhower's Administration, to relax caston free-world trade with Soviet nations.
McClellan was able to get one or two small bitgeheral testimony from a couple of courageous iets.
They ventured that much, at the risk of their jdiefore refusing to answer more specific questidhg. first
testified that he believed one of the items takéhtlee embargo list was "the heart of our military
communications system. " The second, that beyorebtopn the easing of curbs on the sales of eldctron
devices to the Reds had given them a "war advantaged McClellan more or less verified, by inditen,
what everybody concerned already knew, that theeagrent had cleared the way for the British to Selliet
Russia seventy-four million pounds of copper witdch Russia so badly needed for its war machine.

But as to any and all details which would have é&ththe committee to make any report or take atigmcthe
witnesses clammed up, on the authority of this 0jti@9] For the order, as we have said, was noitdinto
personnel security matters, but prohibited govemtrndepartments from giving Congressional commitaes
information. This Presidential directive works as a completieldh behind which the Communists can do
anything they wish, in any department, with impyhd without fear of exposure.



However, we have considerably more ground to covénis chapter. We are trying to show the intemtand

result of some of Eisenhower's maneuvers to hedpSbwviet cause right here in America. After thischmu
consideration of his success in preventing the sxoof Communists, the next place to look is ataations
in connection with the Bricker Amendment. And fbat look we need a small bit of preparation again.

There are three paths of procedure by which ther@amsts might eventually take over the United Staf@ne

is a sufficient degree of infiltration to seize pawby a peaceful coup d'etat, as they did in
Czechoslovakia.[140] A second is through civil waith the infiltrated Communists and their dupeded,
when the time comes, by all of the military miglittioe Soviet. This would be analogous to the metthay
used in taking over China; and it seems clear fedihof their past history that they would not atfgnthe
conquest of so powerful a nation as the UnitedeStarom the outside, without a sufficiently strofifth
column inside our country to convert the attack iativil war.

The third path, however, and the one which seekedylito be relied on most heavily in their presplans, is
more in accordance with Lenin's long-range stratédyis would follow the course of inducing gradual
surrender of American sovereignty, piece by piaud step by step, to some international organizdikenthe
United Nations. These small separate bits of sdeenf sovereignty can be made to subsidiary afikiasdd
organizations of course, such as ILO and UNESCOWHR®D, as well as directly to the parent organizatio
itself. Simultaneously with this course, and equatadually, the Communists would be getting corgle
working control of this international complex ofganizations. Both sets of steps, short and inssladufirst,
would be steadily increased in both length and dmwaess. Until, even tually, a world-wide policeteta
absolutely and brutally governed from the Kremiuould become a visible and accomplished fact. Eipediy
growing purge of the Kremlin's enemies and tighignof its controls would then soon make the autarra
tyranny of a Communist dictator as complete astwatsof Genghis Khan.

In this connection, therefore, Eisenhower's violepposition to the Bricker Amendment, in the fadehis
willingness to compromise and negotiate with theukdican leadership about almost every other pice
legislation up to that time, must be added to tbms which support my thesis. For the whole fingi years of

his administration the only matters concerning White showed any dynamic leadership whatsoever, or
concerning which he gave any appearance of evelly rearing what happened, were the exposure of
Communists, the Immigration Act (which we'll dissusuch later), and the Bricker Amendment.[141] @& t
last issue, as on the first, he went all out. Hedusvery ounce of the power and prestige of hise#ind every
measure of personal cajolery by himself as Presiderpersuade Senators -- even those who hadaligi
sponsored the Amendment -- to change their prelji@miounced positions and vote against it.

One Senator, who has read an earlier and shontgiomeof this letter, which contained twenty nundzkeitems

of argument, told me that the one item most conmméo him of the truth of my hypothesis was Eisanbr's
course with regard to the Bricker Amendment. And tdonviction arose from his own personal expeescd
observation. This man who, as Congressman, or @oreor Senator, has been in high public officerfare
than twenty years, said that in all that time hd haver seen as urgent, unreasonable, and unceassgure
exerted on the members of either body of Congrgsslg President for any purpose, as Eisenhoweomptiim
and the other Senators to defeat the original Brigkmendment. And he was entirely willing to accapt
explanation that, it having been absolutely impeeafior the Communists to stop the building of tteadblock
across the flow of American sovereignty into theiteth Nations, Eisenhower was carrying out Communist
orders to stop it -- at any price.[142]

One cost of this course, among many, was such nainfyygocrisy on Eisenhower's part as alone to hased
a lot of eyebrows, had the eyebrows not been spdtand stuck with so much Communist mud alreacywnth
into the eyes of the American people. For, as Merdart has emphasized, the Constitution gives aidR¥st
no part whatever in the amending process.[143]rBie@er was not only well aware of this, but hadefal
back on that principle to save himself embarrassnmeconnection with a proposed constitutional admeant
limiting individual and corporate income taxes, @fhhad been introduced into the Congress in Jantaba.
He didn't want to show his hand, as actually béarghe Marxist principle of ever higher taxes, dtterly
opposed to any such amendment, so early in the.g&anagehe knew his opposition would not be necessaoy
on February 18, 1953, he wrote a letter to a memb&ongress, in which he sanctimoniously sidesdppe
guestion of his support of this H. J. Res. 103follews: ". .. | feel that it would be inappropreator me to



express my views on a proposed constitutional ament| since a joint resolution proposing an amemdrize

the Constitution is not presented to the Presiftamiis approval."[144] This was a clear and sostatement

of a well recognized principle. But the principleeamt nothing, not too many months later, when lad t
influence he could possibly muster was needed featleanother proposed amendment, which was more
dangerous to Communist plans.

Another place where Eisenhower has played extremvelly on the Communist team has been on the phony
"bookburning™ front. An outstanding example waseoéd by his widely publicized speech at Dartmouth
College.[145] There he brought his best brand sindenuous subtlety to the defense of the pro-Comsthu
policy of USIA and our information centers abrodtiese information centers in various foreign caestare
not "public” libraries. They are supposedly suppdrby American taxes for the specific purpose wédwer
idiotic -- of presenting in formation favorable ttte American way of life. These information centeasl been
shown, despite every obstacle placed by Eisenhs\®¢site Department in the way of Cohn, Schine,cther
investigators, to be loaded with books by Commuaighors presenting the Communist viewpoint.[148lefy
still are today.) But in his Dartmouth speech Eisenhower madédrchat anybody who would even suggest
removing these books belonged to the book-burrkingwledge-destroying, persecution fraternity thiomgt
history -- of which Hitler has been the most spotlighted contaagy example. This speech, which
tremendously supported Communist attitudes everygyh@mounted to a clever but exact following of the
Communist line, a deliberate confusion of the Aeami people.

By 1955 at least some of the conservative and midfithe-road Republicans who had so mistakenly
supported Eisenhower for the Republican nominaiegan to be disillusioned and disturbed by whagifth
man" was doing. They were actually surprised. T$teguld not have been in the least. While posingnaanti-
Communist, Eisenhower has at all times been ontbeoimost vigorous and vicious anti anti-Communists
American public life. His whole course, right henethis country, had always cleverly followed thauous
Communist paths, and there were plenty of visiblkars of the course he was traveling, for anyboatip
would take the trouble to look. To point out a camgtive few of these markers we need a flashbaekd-a
separate chapter.



CHAPTER NINE

The Pro-Communist....

Perhaps the first of the strong indicators of Hisewer's pro-Soviet stand in Ameriareally found in Europe.
In the fall of 1945, when the Russians were stgrtmshow their postwar hand, many newspaperseittited

States began to call the obviously imperialistic§an plans to the attention of their readers oi leditorials

and news columns. So Eisenhower, with his exaltsitipn guaranteeing wide publicity, let out a vies blast
against the "crackpots” who were critical of Rusgigplomacy and actions.[147]

Also, while he was still in Europe in 1945, Eisenieo accepted the invitation of Anna Rosenberg, @malf of
Sidney Hillman, to be the featured speaker at tirmial CIO Convention in 1946. Anna Rosenberg was th
running around Europe as the "personal represeatati President Truman. Hillman was already plagrio
promote Eisenhower for the presidency, with thé folce of the CIO and its Political Action Comneitt
behind him.[148] Eisenhower accepted Anna Rosergergtation despite the vigorous protest of margh-
ranking American Army officers. These officers wdritter at the strikes, stoppages, and slow-downs i
American production, engineered by Communists enGhO afterthe second front in France had been opened
and Stalin was safe. Such actions had seriouslgdieqh the last years of the war effort, when Staknted to
keep the war on the Western front going just ag s possible. At that time, also, the CIO wadiaféid with

the World Federation of Trade Unions, which evenAlir of L was denouncing as Communist dominated. Bu
in due course Eisenhower stood before the CIO Bé&sgin convention assembled, identified the Cl@h wi
"American Labor, " and praised their patriotism reve the extent of saying that they rightly shamedhe
laurels won by American troops on the battlefi¢ldl9]

At about this same time (1946) Eisenhower accefttecannual Churchmaaward. (He had already received
the so-called_Page One Awamf the Communist-controlled New York Newspaper I&Gui)[150] The
Churchman which we have already mentioned before becausisdbter support of Eisenhower for the
presidency,15% was edited by the "Reverend” Guy Emery ShipleerEat that time Shipler already had forty-
eight citations in government files for his afftiens with Communist or Communist-front groups. gt the
magazine and its editor were playing as adjuncthéoCommunist propaganda apparatus was so obumus,
anybody who would take a look, that even Haroldetck- after first accepting an invitation to therér,
before he took that look -- withdrew his name frim dinner committee and publicly blasted the spms
152 But Eisenhower went all right, as the guest ofdipand received the award; and his attendanckeeat t
dinner was used to start a campaign for $250, @Odntrease the activities of this pro-Communist
magazine.[153]

And before we leave the matter of awards, we shaoltbubtedly give him credit for the one he recéiue
1945 from_Freedom HousProbably the less said about Freedom Halisdoetter. You either know about that
motley blot on American decency, or it would takdirely too many pages to put the "Reverend” Leon M
Birkhead and some of the other managers of ityioefactivities in their proper setting.

(We can't resist this much, however. Birkhead viesrhan who, with Rex Stout as his partner in rugmnire
"Friends of Democracy, " hired the notorious scaehdvedis Boghos Derounian, alias John Roy Carlson
pass out anti-Semitic literature for three monthggdod Americans, so that he could bring chargeantif
Semitism against any who accepted it and seemedesied.[154] -- And | once found myself in a posit
where | had to introduce Derounian, to a large enck, as the speaker of the evening. -- Birkheadal& the
boss or guiding spirit of a man named Buchanaregettimes convicted as an automobile thief, who g to
Congress, became chairman of the Buchanan (Ine#isiiy Committee, and was probably the foulest
individual who ever used his Congressional autiiddtpersecute patriotic and upright Americans. Bat is
too long a story, also. And there have been plehtther activities of Freedom Hougsst as bad. )

At any rate, the presiding officett the Eisenhower award presentation was Rex Stwater editor and part
owner of New Massesn official Communist Party weekly.[155] And toasv you the kind of man Birkhead
and Stout felt sure they were honoring, let me {poirt that among others who have been recipientseo$ame
award are Roger Baldwin (who once publicly stat€dtimunism is the Goal"), with forty-two Communist-




front citations in government files; and Norman Wior, radio director for the United Nations, who Haeen
officially cited sixty- eight times for his Commustifront affiliations.

In 1949 Eisenhower became a member of the boatkdeo€Carnegie Endowment for International Peaces Thi
board had, very reluctantly, and because they caoaldonger flout public opinion so openly, accepthd
resignation of Alger Hiss as president. They hatteld as his successor Joseph Johnson, who hgdais
been the right-hand man of Hiss in our governméhén on December 12, 1949, this board, with Eiseseno
now a member, passed a resolution deploring thétigad pressure” being exerted on Dean Achesonrhfsr
defense of his friend Hiss. Eisenhower did notofelthe leads of his good friends Acheson and Fratef, in
serving as a character witness for Hiss, probabbtabse his presence in Europe during the peribtissf most
important activities would have kept the testimdrom being of sufficient value. But in November 489 he
did go out of his way personally to vouch for tloydlty of Philip Jessup, in a telegram to the Mc@ar
Committee, when that committee was investigatirey melly activities of Jessup in the Institute atifc
Relations.

It was as president of Columbia University, howevkeat Eisenhower got in some of his most effechieavs
for the cause. Best known of these was his acceptaithe grant, from the Communist puppet goventroé
Poland, of thirty thousand dollars as an endownienta "Chair of Polish Studies. " He was warned by
Columbia faculty members, as well as patriotic $tokitizens in this country, that the endowment sa@sly
for the purpose of setting up a Communist propagamhter at Columbia. Dr. Arthur P. Coleman, amsteas
professor in Columbia's Slavic Languages Departrf@ntwenty years, resigned in protest. But Eisewdro
was not to be deterred. He accepted the grantbls$ted the Adam Mickiewicz Chair, and appointed Dr
Manfred Kridl to fill it. Kridl was known to be anbted Marxist. " How satisfactory the whole trarisatand
the appointment of Kridl were, to the Communist@mment in Poland, was revealed on August 21, 1948,
gloating report of the official Communist Polishelary weekly, Odrozeniayhich said: "Our government
entrusted the Chair to the excellent scholar, Danfved Kridl. "[156]

On June 8, 1949, Eisenhower, as a member of theafidonal Policies Committee of the National Edumati
Association, had signed a report issued by thatnaitiee stating that Communists should not be altbwee
teach in American schools. Right at that very timewas arranging to accept the Polish Communisit doa
Columbia, and it was just a month later that DrleGwan resigned and Dr. Kridl was appointed to tb&i@bia
faculty. But this was hardly more than a strawhi@ wind. Somewhat less substantive but equallyalexgwas
the well-publicized visit and homage Eisenhowerdpai Professor John Dewey, the founder of "progvess
education” in this country, and the idol of evergn@nunist and pink in the educa tional world. Weslly
mattered, however, was the comprehensive proteetnmh coddling by Eisenhower, during the years sf hi
active presidency of Columbia, of the whole giantr®nunist complex in that institution.

The truth, | believe, is that, had Columbia noeatty been such a haven for Communist professorseartdr

of Communist influence, Eisenhower would neithervehavanted, nor been offered, the job of being its
president. Certainly he left it more Communist-gg@inthan he found it. At one time he was givensa dif
eighty-seven people on his faculty who had recastisaffiliation with Communist or Communist front
activities. Some of them undoubtedly were just dufgut among them were such notorious, persistamd,
industrious workers in the Communist cause as W&ttenstrauch, Dorothy Brewster, Bernhard J.nSter
Mark Van Doren, Gene Weltfish, Robert S. Lynd, @srlLamont, Leslie C. Dunn, Abraham Edel, Paul F.
Brissenden, Phillip Klein, Harry Grundfest, ErndstSimmons, Boris M. Stanfield, Donald G. Tewkegbur
Edith F. Claflin, and Goodwin Watson.[157]

For any organization to be officially classified ggvernment agencies as a Communist front, therowas the
evidence had to be conclusive -- and practicallpdiohg. Yet at that time the first five names omsthst
already had citations in government files for mapation in 62, 38, 31, 19, and 33 Communist frpnts
respectively. Stern, under an assumed name, hatenva Marxist book put out by the official pubiist
subsidiary of the Communist Party. Miss Weltfisll teeen president of one organization classifiethbyU. S.
Department of Justice as Communist. And so it weaoit,only with these five but with others namedstJor
one more illustration, the pro-Communist activitegsGoodwin Watson, the last name on the list abéiled
sixty-four pages in the exhibits from Congressidmedrings. All of these facts and full informatiooncerning
all of those listed were supplied to General Eigsvdr.



It was not easy to do. At all times he angrily éehand aggressively resisted any implication thetet was any
taint of Communism in the Columbia faculty at &h August 18, 1948, the New York Starried on its front
page a feature story, authorized by Eisenhower difmks opening sentence was: "Dwight D. Eisenhpwe
president of Columbia University, last night vehehe denied that the University, its staff and téxtbooks
bore any taint of Communism. " (It is an interegtaoincidence, pointed out by J. B. Matthews, timagnother
feature story on the same front page of the sarperpalger Hiss vehemently denied that he was er éad
been a Communist. ) Further along in the samelaffisenhower was directly quoted as follows: 'lirid no
traces of Communism among the deans, professailgharrest of the staff at Columbia, and | met thadin"
You can explain this any way you want to, but aalyathe easiesexplanation is that it was simply a brazen lie
to protect the Communists.[158]

A few months later, in February, 1949, the Ameridaagion officially appointed a delegation to cal o
President Eisenhower of Columbia University andeghim the facts about Communists on his faculty.
Eisenhower refused even to receive the delegali®®}[His attitude remained the same during his whol
administration. Despite this resistance, the fulbimation concerning the eighty-seven faculty merabwas
given to Eisenhower, and did reach hide ignored it. Every one of the eighty-seven, musKridl and a few
others, were still teaching at Columbia when he b far as | know, except for Rautenstrauch andadhers
who may have died natural deaths in the meantiney, @re still there today.

Eisenhower himself claims, however, that his gitaiecomplishment while at Columbia was the orgeion

of Arden House and its program. The American Asderfii60] If he had said his "greatest accomplishment
for the Communist cause, " as he undoubtedly ilmdrngbme of his readers to understand his meanag, h
would probably be right. The facilities of this asmally luxurious brainwashing emporium were dodaie
Columbia by Averell Harriman. But its organizatiohsix-weeks courses of extremely clever indoctrarafor
carefully selected American business executived, @nits American Assembly technique, was worked ou
under the direction and with the approval of Eisemér. These business executives are kept incomiadmic
mixing and talking only with each other and theffsteor the whole six weeks. The combination of swa
surroundings, intellectual flattery, "inner circlatmosphere, "pro foundly authoritative" lecturaad subtle
thought guidance, is so skillfully contrived thabsh of the "graduates” come out as enthusiastimmlu
believing exactly what it was intended for thenb®dieve, willing to put their names and lend thmestige to
the "reports” they have been steered into prepaengd anxious to sell other business executivesdie of
seeking the same wonderful experience. The fatthiese "reports, " which are collectively publidhe book
form and widely distributed as objective studiemnehow end up following the exact Communist linetios
subject covered, escapes them entirely. And by time they are so beautifully brainwashed and sgugl
superior that they only get angry if you point iitoThe net result is an increasingly powerful kpbbf
supposedly hard-headed business men, for such Coisiraims as strengthening the power of the United
Nations (it is a United Nations flag, not an Amandlag, that hangs over the main entrance to Akdiemse);

for recognizing the value of more trade by the EdhiStates with Russia, Red China, and the satelitens;

for understanding the inevitability and desiralilief Red China's admission to the United Natiors; f
increasing American foreign aid; and for other laagge programs dear to the Communist heart.

The American Assemblig given plenty of buffer activities and proteetigoloring. There are other sessions at
Arden House, such as those dealing with produaiioinusiness management, which do an excellent e e
(usually) an objective job in their respective are8ut for the last word in clever and "authoritati
propaganda, permeated by "scholarship” and beansignia which make it above suspicion -- espegiall
suspicion by those innocents who helped to prodiueeArden House is the elite studio among propeaiga
factories.

Eisenhower is entirely right. It is quite an accdistpnent. Anybody who, through long study, knows true
essential facts of developments in the Far East twe past twenty years, can see just how clever an
accomplishment, by reading the book turned out bg American Assemb]ycalled_The United States And
The Far Eastwhich was published in January, 1957. Not sincereace Rosinger "And Associates” put
together their The State Of Asitor the_Institute of Pacific Relationsas there been anything equal to it. The
conclusions, brilliantly arrived at after so maragps of ostentatious scholarshipd logic, could all have been
set down in advance, in ten minutes, by anybody liew the Kremlin's propaganda line in that arethat
time. And on April 2, 1957, I, as a director of tNational Association of Manufacturers, receiveahfrThe




American Assembla letter quoting, and endorsed by, the DirectahefEducation Department of the NAM,
offering to send me free The United States And Hae East and other publications of The American
Assembly on request.

Then, in March, 1958, | received from The Ameridsssembly, Columbia University, New York 27, N.,Y
notice that | could have the "Final Report of thgelith American Assembly" also free on request. This is
described as a 200-page book, prepared under diterial supervision” of Philip C. Jessup (concagivhose
pro-Communism see Page 219 of this treatise)itliéssis ATOMS FOR POWER: UNITED STATES POLICY
IN ATOMIC ENERGY DEVELOPMENT; and of the seven aatk listed in the contents, the place of honor is
given to J. Robert Oppenheimer! [161]

Arden House is indeed an accomplishment, in tHd 6&propaganda, which would call for my admiratid it

did not intend my destruction. In my opinion MrsBnhower and the Communist bosses can well be mfoud
what they have achieved, from their point of vieat, Arden House. It was his greatest pro-Communist
achievement as presideoft Columbia - though exceeded by far, in ultimeédue to the Kremlin, by another
enterprise he initiated during the same periodJ162



CHAPTER TEN
The Republicarf163]....

We need a change of pace. The continued expostidnanalysis of Eisenhower's pro-Communist aciviti
can wear out both reader and writer with their mong. So, while we have skipped any reference $ hi
greatest single contribution to the Soviet causenduhis “civilian" years, let's leave that itemr fa later
chapter. In this one we ask you to look with useteat the political and ideological record of tin@an whom
the Republican Party accepted as its candidatesalddo the American people -- in the first cangpaanyway

-- as a reasonably conservative Republican.

The story begins on November 9, 1909, in Abilenangas. Dwight Eisenhower, then nineteen yearswade

a political speech at a rally of "The Young Mensnibcratic Club. " He declared himself a Democratxed
oratorical in showing why any "intelligent young miavould become a Democrat, and accused the Reubli
Party of "legalized robbery."[164] He has been anberat, of the left-wing New Deal variety, evercen
During his years at West Point and as an armyafficaturally he was inactive politically. Or reaably so.
But whenever his political coloration did come dltough his uniform, it showed him to be a Roosevel
worshipping Demo crat. In 1944, on his own statedm@ccording to Washington correspondent Arthur
Sylvester, who heard him make it), he voted for $&aelt against Dewey.[165] He also persuaded otloers
vote for Roosevelt, among them Dr. Daniel Poling. BPoling has said: "I've voted the Republican dicht
every single election except 1944, when Generatrifiswer personally prevailed upon me to cast mg vot
against Governor Dewey of New York and vote for 8aelt and the New Deal. "

There is plenty of proof that, in thus plugging Reeelt and the New Deal, Eisenhower was not doimg a
violence to his own beliefs, even with regard t@ damestic economy. At a private dinner at the Sfeet
Club in Washington, in 1947, at which several Rdijpah Senators were present, the question of ioflavas
discussed. Eisenhower offered his solution to tleblpm. Inflation could easily be licked at any ¢éinhe said,
by a simple action on the part of the industrialetd other business leaders of the nation. Theglyneeeded,
by joint and voluntary agreement, to forego all figgofor a year -or for two years if necessary.[[L66
Eisenhower's ignorance of the functioning of theefican business system could have been as colssais
would indicate but his ignorance of human naturel¢mot. Here was bitter and deep-rooted hostibtyhe
American business system, advanced under the uabifabgnorance. That a man either holding suclelef
or pretending to do so, could ever have been dgiverRepublican nomination, for the Presidency eflimited
States, is a sad revelation of the venality andodppism of a lot of Republican politicians. It @lproves
conclusively that Eisenhower's proper politicaksiéication was in the red fringes of the Democr&arty.

In 1948 Eisenhower was entirely willing, up to thst stretch, to be nominated by that party. WilliRitchie,
former Democratic Chairman of Nebraska, said Eisemn told him personally on the Monday be fore the
Republican Convention that he was ready to actepbDemocratic nomination. He then withdrew on tiaecs
and for the reasons, we believe, that we havedstiatearlier parts of this treatise. But Harry Tiam with
whom he had been and still was in very close contiasught of him unquestionably as a Democrattrighto
the fall of 1951.[167]

Now it is perfectly all right for a man to be a Decnat, even an A. D. A. Democrat, if that schoopofitical
philosophy expresses his own honest beliefs.dtds true that the terms "Republican” and "Dem&aed not
precise, and that their ideological boundaries wererlapping, even in 1952. But they had not oygrél
sufficiently for men of the political affiliationand known beliefs of Milton and Dwight Eisenhowerdall
themselves Republicans. Both words still conveysrthan clear significances to the American peoglen the
seeds of confusion planted by Earl Warren and Wajoise on the West Coast, for the purpose of mattieg
principles and positions of the two parties indigtiishable, had not yet borne sufficient fruit ® df much
moment anywhere except in their respective stalésoughout the rest of the country people generally
recognized Republicans as Republicans and Demasgddemocrats, almost as clearly as they recogmmesd
as men and women as women, despite a certain nuofbeeuters and indefinables in both sets of
classifications.



But in 1952 Dwight Eisenhower suddenly announced tte was a Republican. And his campaign manager.
Henry Cabot Lodge, rounded out the pretense byadagl that "Ike" had been a lifelorigepublican.[168] In
plain language, both statements appear to havedsemated and deliberate falsehoods, made foptingose

of stealing the Republican nom ination from Rob¥aft. Lodge was at the best a sleazy politiciaas-the
people of Massachusetts had already fully discaveréooking for a political victory. But Eisenhowand his
more intimate backers had much more far-reachingpgses in mind. One of them was to destroy the
Republican Party as an organizational crystalliaethe anti-socialist and anti-Communist strengththe
United States. And their progress in that directisince Eisenhower usurped control of the partg, been
steady, determined, and increasingly successf@l][16

During the 1952 campaign Eisenhower lied constaantigt unblushingly about his beliefs and intentiorise
record is all there for anybody who wants to gokbaed read his speeches.[170] About the only pheceold
the truth was when he assured the people of Tee@dbat TVA would have his hearty blessing as Begdi
He had even warned his "liberal” associates aNWW§O headquarters in Paris not to be disturbedrytrang
he said during the campaign; that after he wadesleihey would find he was just the same Eisenhdiey
had known in the pastl71 During the first year or two of his administratitirwas expedient for him to tread
lightly in matters of domestic legislation. Findisgecious reasons to delay the removal of the exuesits
tax, making sure that the corporate tax remainddtattwo percent, otherwise putting on the bralegminst
any real return to American principles of taxatenmd of government in general, and simply holdirg New
Deal-Socialist fort against the expected curretatcés, was about all he dared to do for a while.

The record will show that he did hold onto mostie so-called New Deal gains, giving up very liileund,
even temporarily, until he and his fellow sociaistould start marching forward again. And he althye
suspicion as to what he really was about, by pagorgstant and flag-waving lip service to Americaoreomic
and political principles. But, to anybody who wowdthnd off and look at developments objectivelys tip
service was proved by every turn of events to b&ast hypocrisy. Eisenhower invariably came ouhwibme
bombastic phrase, to the effect that we must atkvike dogs to stop creeping socialism, at theytene when
he was most ardently supporting those men and tinesesures, of his own administration, which weteveky
helping socialism to creep upon us more insidioaslg further than ever before.

By the end of 1954 his increase_in domegtiwernmental spending had already started. It ivedisa billion

dollars more than for 1953. His first extensiorSokcial Security coverage had already been accohneglisThe
mouthings of his Secretary of Labor, the attempsdottle the Taft-Hartley Act, and the obvious Inekihe-
scenes support by Eisenhower himself of the toprléaders and of some of their most ambitioustiica

plans, were already so revealing that one highingnkfficial of the Department of Commerce resigned
disgust. He then told an audience, of which thigewmwas a member, that the incredible supporheflabor
bosses, at the expense of management and of thecameeople, stemmed straight from the White House

By 1954 Eisenhower and his advisers were constamtiping for points of weak resistance, at whichyth
could put over some new advance of statism. Duhagsummer they tried hard to get the Federal Guonent
into the health insurance business, through a sueance fund;"172 They had already established the
Department of Health, Education and Welfare, whibk Republicans and conservative Democrats had
successfully kept the A.D.A. crowd from doing undéher Roosevelt or Truman. They had set up tbdtller

of the inefficient and truster of the untrustworttay paternalistic monstrosity known as the SmaliBess
Administration. In the President's economic re@rthe beginning of 1955 he urged that the couatoept a
Keynesian doctrine now known as the "compensatadgét theory. " By this plan, budgets would hattteli
or no relation to the money actually needed tothengovernment, but their size would be determimgdhe
need -- in the minds of the central planners --dither expanding or contracting the nation's engnat a
given time.

Within the first two years of his administrationsEnhower accumulated a deficit of over eight bihldollars,
against a deficit accumulated by Truman, in sewathgets, of only about five and one-half billiopildrs, with
the Korean War going full blast under Truman. (Ettea thinly balanced budgets for a year or twoedh€er,
achieved by George Humphrey and Harry Byrd andrsthespiteEisenhower, used all the additional tax
revenue of a growing economy, without leaving socimas a measlpillion dollars for reduction of the
dangerous national dehptl)73 He had already given his encouragement to a pegjgarogram of spending for



public works that is making anything Rooseveltiaigd look like peanuts. Within one more year, pthe end
of 1955, the government investment in surplus fproducts was almost six timegat it had been at the end
of 1952, when the Eisenhower Administration toolerofd74] A similar expansion of bureaucratic reactu
power, although done as quietly as possible, wdsdalace in every area of our national life. Tdoatinuous
efforts to emasculate the legislative branches wf government, to subordinate the judiciary to toai
purposes, and to concentrate more power in theuéixedranch, had already begun. All of these dgwalents
were directly opposite to the principles of Amencgovernment which Eisenhower had been elected to
maintain and restore. What's more, they were exadtiat he was still claiming, in pious generalities be
trying to prevent. And this was just the slow staytglide, the innocent-seeming getting-under-wafythe
toboggan ride to come. We shall have just a littte to say, about that toboggan ride we are nqunamlater
chapter.

Simultaneously with this massive ideological movatm® the left there had been a much sharper galiti
drive in the same direction. The ruthless weedingad the followers of Taft, and of conservativasgeneral,
from positions of influence within the Republicanganization, had started the minute Eisenhower was
elected.[175] At the same time Eisenhower did &ecéfe job of dragging his feet, a very clever Jold one so
extensive as to provoke widespread comment anidisnit, in not giving jobs to Republicans at alljt mwven
jobs which, despite Civil Service regulations, wepen and supposed to be available to a new adraitiis

as favors to the party faithful. The magazine, HaorBaents charged on September 15, 1954, that no federal
administration in history had so strikingly disredgd party loyalty in this respect.

It was not until the mid-term elections of 1954wewer, that the clear intent to sabotage the wRelgublican
Party became evident to anybody who wasn't blinlgdvishful thinking. The violent opposition of the
administration to McCarthy and to the Bricker Ameraht brought on, first, a lethargy in what weremaity

the hardest working units of the party machinetyisTshowed up especially in a failure to raise nyorend
they brought on, second, a stay-at-home tendenctherpart of millions of conservatives on electudey,
which visibly decided many of the important outc@néConsider Joseph Meek's candidacy for the U. S.
Senate, in lllinois, for one clear-cut illustratiohboth factors at work. )[176] These results,eréweless, could
have been considered incidental and even unintadtid he striking failure of the Eisenhower Admtrégion

to "take care of the party, " in patronage, coulthat timehave been put down to stupidity or ingenuousness.
But not so the plan, directed from the White Housepurge conservative Senators and Congressmtrein
forth-coming elections, which plan was well-knownthin high ranks of the party as early as March of
1954.[177] By September it was known that the Wiitaise had been making overtures to "liberal" GOP
Senators to work for the ousting of Knowland as tbdipan leader in the next session. And also byeSeber,
Leonard Hall, National Chairman of the GOP, who wagg his utmost to hold the party together despit
these disruptive maneuvers, was being given thehboif by White House assistants, and having aremly
difficult time in ever seeing Eisenhower at all.§17

Nor can there be any slightest question about theimtion of, and damage to, the party being inoerat.
Eisenhower not only refused to do any campaignorg dr to give any White House moral support t@ th
Republican Senatorial and Congressional candidategh the single exception of the Communist-supgd
Clifford Case of New Jersey. He left their campaigermanently disorganized through his deliberatayihg
tactics with regard to his expected support, wisighport was never forthcoming. Then, at the vesyrdanute,
he went through face-saving motions, of which akgghool politician would have been ashamed, with h
fantastically childish scheme of chain telephoriesca

The notorious James Michael Curley of Boston badistisat the end of his first mayoralty campaigrahd his
henchmen spent the night, after the last rally axaex, waking people up at their homes all overditg On
finally getting somebody to come to the door at twiclock in the morning, the Curley henchman would
identify himself as a friend of Mr. Kenny, Curlegpponent, and then ask the newly awakened marooraw

to be sure to vote for Kenny the next day. Natyralery one of these people was so angry thacheléy
went to the polls next day, whether he had intertdadb so or not, in order to vote agaiksinny; and he got
all of the friends he could to do likewise. Whetsemebody in the Eisenhower entourage knew ofpiblisical
trick, and the chain telephone campaign was stantguart because of the reverse effect it mightehan the
fortune of those candidates thus "supported, " a@tdknow. It seems unlikely, because Eisenhower laa
advisers well knew that the "you call ten peopld ask each of them to call ten people and so arfinigue



would actually peter out before it had any meaderaffect at all, except to provoke ridicule. Bhistwas the
contribution -- the sole contribution -- which aeBident of the United States offered in supporthef party
which had elected him as its standard bearer evdyyears before.

To anybody who observed Eisenhower's conduct irl®t Congressional campaign, objectively and witho
any preconceived confidence that he was a loyauBl&gan, his treason to the party was unmistakabie
defeated Republican candidates, stunned and disap@ogenerally attributed his action to politicediveté.
But that is a commodity in which Eisenhower and duilvisers are singularly lacking. And if these dédd
candidates, or anybody else, had looked at whaspieed against the supposition of this paper, theyld
have found much to disturb them.

It is true that a conclusion that Eisenhower wd$ingi tool of the Communists, based on that campailpne,
would have been utterly unjustified. It is true,colurse, that there is nothing in this whole chapteich proves
any such conclusion, and which cannot be explainedther ways. But it is also true that if his lgpia
politician owned by the Communists is accepted a®iking hypothesis, then everythingthe whole chapter
is completely covered, and made immediately irgglle, by that one explanation. The Communists e@nt
Eisenhower as President, standing out in singleygibove a repudiated Republican Party. They wartted
work with him, a Democratic Congress -- the moreftiving" the better. And the final blocking of Joe
McCarthy by that Democratic Congress was just dnée many objectives they had in mind, to be acte
by the combination.

Owen Lattimore once advised our State Departmenétt&China fall to the Communists without having it
appear that we pushed it.[179] We believe thatrdoerd reveals a similar intent on the part of &msaver,
with regard to the Republican Party.[180] The pggof himself and his bosses was to get the Regaubli
Party destroyed without their appearing to have draghand in its destruction. We shall return lyiéb the
story of that attempted murder, which was clevetgnned to look like suicide -and to the "resuimect of a
substitute corpse -in the next chapter.



CHAPTER ELEVEN
The Modern Republican ....

One of Eisenhower's admirers has pointed out tiwat) the summer of 1945 until the end of 1948, dreatest
preoccupation was with demobilization, as rapidiypassible, of the American armed forces. We are sus
was true. For as long as the United States had tseistendous armed might, ready at hand to be &tatn
could not breathe altogether easily about his bngtiaquests in eastern Europe. He had sufficiesghtrolling
influence over the Truman government to be ablediont not only on its acquiescence in these bausaro
betrayals of Poland, Yugoslavia, Czechoslovakia ather nations, but on Washington's active hetplir
could not be entirely sure, however, as to whathindgvelop in the 1948 American elections. If a ke
Taft should become President, with any considerabiitary power in Europe still at his disposal as
Commander in Chief, then some of Stalin's planpe@slly with regard to East Germany, might become
impossible to carry out.

With every American division broken up, therefongth every trained pilot sent home without re plaeat,
with every million dollars worth of American war teaiel deliberately blown up or sunk, Stalin félat much
more secure against any reversal of the fortunehlwvas favoring him at every step. And Dwight Elsaner,
probably more than any other one man, brought sstaleefforts to bear to make Stalin thus feel seétom a
military point of view -- with respect to those cuests which Dean Acheson, more than any othemntare
was helping him to complete.

Then, once the American machine which won World Wéiad been destroyed, once we had gone through &
period of comparative helplessness so far as grétmncds and conventional weapons were concernegtitg
1948-1952), then everything was ready for the reep. This was the rebuilding and redeploymenthef t
armed forces of the United States in such wayscaslly to help the Communists in their future @aiihe
whole NATO scheme was a major part of that step.NA& now spent on NATO more than three hundred
billion dollars, for which we have absolutely nathito show except the ill will of our NATO allieg§1] The
energy and the billions devoted to this most giganbax in all history would easily have been st to
make the United States invulnerable against anyeawgable enemy. Instead, more money than our total
admitted national debt has been cunningly pouregndine NATO drain. One purpose was simply to create
that debt. Another was to put confusion twice canfted throughout the whole community of Westerionag

in the place of any real opposition to the Commiumiditary potential.[182]

This whole development is chiefly interesting hdrewever, because it has been so closely paraltsiedhat
has happened to the American Republican Partyfildteobjective of Eisenhower and the Communistsess
as we have tried to make clear in the precedingtehawas to destroy its actual and potential gfiteras a
bulwark against the advance of Communism. This readly been completed by the time of the 1954
Congressional elections. Once the Republican Padybeen made an innocuous wreck, and Joseph NigCart
had been smeared and hounded to his death, thevasygleared for the next step. This was to rebaifb-
called Republican Party, after the image of therydf@aruman Democratic Party; so that, even thougbrided

of political offices and strength, it would actyadind positively help the Communists in their plemsake over
the United States. This Eisenhower has already fprtewards accomplishing, under the influencéhef pro-
Communists around him.

The story really begins in 1950, more than two ydaafore he was elected President. In that yeae thas
formed a tenuous organization known as RepublicdmaAce. Among its official founders and unofficialt
enthusiastic sponsors were John Davis Lodge (oih€aicut, brother of Henry Cabot Lodge), James Duff
Clifford Case, Christian A. Herter, Clifford R. HepJohn Heselton, Jacob Javits, Walter Judd, JolsteF
Dulles, Russell Davenport, Walter Williams -- andchiard M. Nixon. This organization was given both
financial and moral support by the Americans FomiDeratic Action! Russell Davenport was a leaddnoth;
and Francis Biddle, one of the most new-dealisRadsevelt's cabinet members, publicly stated teatbuld
like to see Republican Advance and Americans Fond@atic Action become formally affiliated, sindeoth
are working towards the same end.[183] Biddle wateqight, too; and that end, despite the ignoeawicthis



fact on the part of some members of both groups, tha gradual communization of the United Statena&e
easier its absorption into a world-wide Communmpee ruled from the Kremlin.

Then, in 1952, the "Citizens For Eisenhower" grawgs organized. Among its founders and leading tspiri
were Stanley M. Rumbough, Jr. (son-in-law of Mmseph E. Davies), and Walter Williams.

It issued a policy statement much along the lineghat previously issued by Republican Advance, but
somewhat less brazenly worded as to its socidhigictives. Gradually these two organizations woroggkther
and pulled together until they became one and @dhgesthing; and until the combination, with Eisenkowas
both a front and a tool, had a grip on the metamaspd Republican Party even stronger than theaaftthe
ADA over the Demo cratic Party.[184]

In the 1956 elections the planned nationwide cagmp#o elect Eisenhower by a huge majority, whilehat
same time to defeat or weaken Republican candidatedbe Senate and House, was pointedly succes3ful
the four Republican Senators specifically marked porging, only Welker of Idaho was up for re-
election.[185] He was defeated, and an extremwileft Democrat elected in his place[186]-- mainlyotigh

the efforts of the Eisenhower following -- right thie time that Eisenhower himself was carrying taly a
comfortable margin. Also, since Eisenhower had anned in advance -- through Paul Hoffman's articlie
October 26, 1956 issue of Collier's,[187] througlbbBt J. Donovan's book, Eisenhower, The Inside
Story,[188] and even more by his own actions -thatand his views were far more important than the
Republican Party as a whole,[189] the very sethiackrthodox Republicans, which his own left-wingnga
engineered, was hailed by him as a mandate frormpebple to get on with the revolution.

It was from the results of this deliberate treaBnthe Republican Party that Eisenhower's bossgsirad the
brazen nerve to have him begin openly preachingpaiihg into practice the more extreme and undssgyii
tenets of state socialism. What the Wall Streetrda[190] and other diehards of the faith complding as a
"change in direction” on the part of Eisenhoweeshed from the assurance given the Communist planne
and their collaborators by the 1956 election. Thecess of Republican Advance, Citizens For Eiseenow
Committee For An Effective Congress, Americans Bemocratic Action, CIO-PAC, and other organized
supporters of the revolution, in glorifying Eisember himself while making monkeys out of all thosbown
dared oppose him and his machine of "modern” Régand, was the climax to four years of more wideagr
intensive, continuous, and unbelievably dirty bekhine-scenes political activity than had ever befbeen
dreamed of in America. Nor is any slightest cessatf this knifing of the conservatives, or of kiog and
stamping on those already down, in sight or inteéndes of September, 1957, the Citizens For Eisemnow
treasury had a war chest of seven hundred thousalfats.[191] Although $160, 000 of this money bajed

to the GOP National Committee, the Citizens Foe&mwer boldly refused all demands that it pay deist.
Here was the nest egg for a much greater campaighfor the same subversive activities in the 1858 1960
elections.

Actually, there was no change-in-direction whatsveafter 1956. There was merely a quickening ofpihee,
and a new boldness in revealing the direction irclviEisenhower had been moving, as fast as he gdalteaf
the time. For now he and his bosses were not hawiryick a Republican Party. They had destroyeanid,
reconstructed it, so that the new Party was orteeoinstruments for building their socialist state.

We are not going to make any attempt here to meathar extent of the socialization of our countrytbg
forces working through Eisenhower, either during fbur years when he had to keep a wary eye on the
conservative political support he was double cragsor since he has been able to thumb his nabe aitterly
routed real Republicans and move "forward" withatge ease. To do so would require a great dealbofrious
research. And the degree of socialization is irgirgaso rapidly that the results would be out aédzefore the
research was completed. But the reading of a féf@rdnt gauges here and there, as of differentsgdfist as
those readings happen to come to hand, is bottestteg and revealing.

As of the summer of 1957 the federal governmentemmmree million more acres of land in the conttakn
United States than it had when Eisenhower was unaed. It had already owned the equivalent ofttital
areas of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massactsjsebnnecticut, Rhode Island, New York, New Jersey
Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, Soutardlina, Florida, Alabama, Tennessee, Kentucky, tWes



Virginia, Ohio, Indiana, lllinois, and Mississipif this seems incredible, check it for yours&fur authority
is Tyre Taylor, General Counsel Of The SouthernteStdandustrial Council.)[192] Three million acres i
comparatively a very small increase in this tothlsiightly more than four hundred million acres,t lihe
direction should be sharply the other way. [193]

In 1952 Eisenhower, as a candidate, told the pewipleennessee how much he favored TVA.[194] In 1953
paying lip service to conservatism as a part ofaisfor the whole nation when he first went inPassident, he
called the TVA a good example of creeping socialiirhis 1957-58 budget, he asked for 14.7 millimtiars

of new funds for TVA, against 5.3 million dollarket previous year. And the drive both to expand TVA
(especially in its steam plants) and to create NgW's really got under way.[195]

Despite the futile and frustrating effort of EzrafffBenson to bring some common sense and horndstyhe
farm program of the Eisenhower Administration, tbeces controlling that administration have pustieel
government ever further into socialistic follies ialh cannot even be accounted for, except with tenigu
cheek, by stupidity. Typical of the criminal comii@ions and coercions engaged in by the Agriceltur
Department have been its actions in the field aflgpp raising. During the three years ending ineJuB57, six
different government agencies poured out more thaty-five million dollars to encourage increasgoultry
production. But during that very same time a sdveagency spent thirty-six million dollars buying sprplus
eggs, to remove them from an oversupplied market;the Department of Agriculture was con stantlynigg
chicken-and-egg farmers to curtail production.[196]

It is the Soil Bank scheme, however, enacted iaw ih 1956 and now in full operation, which makbks t
paternalistic controls of American farming planrsdnewdealers Henry Wallace or Charles Brannan lidek
the "reactionary" policies of McKinley -- both asthe substance of the present law and in the dibigsgrof its
administration. A House inquiry has revealed fasmerceiving government payments for crop failunesamd
where they were paid not to grow any crops ataill] cases where government-owned land was leased t
private operators, who were given more under thié BBk provisions for letting it lie idle than thevere
paying rent to the government.[197] Such detaésthemselves important, because of the delibenédation
they show to bury all common sense under the itieficies and controls of a mushrooming bureauciaay.
they are far overshadowed by the total effect ef Swil Bank plan and other modern Republican pesicas
best illustrated by Eisenhower's own boast -- federal subsidies, of one kind or another, now actdor
one-half of our total farm income ! [198]

Coupled with a shouting for ever larger appropoiasi "for defense" have gone such treasonous iresftiy
and exorbitant waste in the spending of militaflidns as to make a deliberate "intention to sqeahteyond
guestion. In fairness it should be stated that tileisd was already strongly in evidence, as thbultding" of

our armed strength got under way in the latter ye@athe Truman Administration. But it has gonef@onow
that the Navy's having on hand a 72-year supplgaoined chicken and a 60-year supply of ketchupridoes
even surprise anybody. When a 60-year supply obliagers for the whole American Army was locatedrie
depot in New Orleans, and reported to an AssiSantetary of Defense, it turned out that the Arrag lost all
track of even having such a depot, and didn't kitoexisted. In 1955 it was disclosed that the Dséen
Department was paying thirty-three million dollgrer year in interest and storage charges on thitiéenb
dollars' worth of excess clothing it could nevere{99] There is no question but that the colossal
wastefulness, of which these are but isolated elesnfs far greater and more widespread, today.ifNthrere
any question in this writer's mind that it was @#dy planned that way by some of the sinister fereehind our
"great military President" -- the same forces whisbre at work in this field before he ever became
President.[200]

As the Wall Street Journal said on March 29, 198% federal government has aided education siraeepr
days, when certain sections of land were set dsideipport schools. But only in the past two ydss there
been serious consideration of using federal fundgéneral aid to public schools. " (Italics miR&V) But the
pressure for such federal aid, under Eisenhowes,deen continuous, dirty, frequently based on stiegi
proved to have been utterly false, and is steaddseasing. [201]

A fifteen-man Study-Committee of the President'sid®ommission on Intergovernmental Relations suleahitt
a 154-page report on Federal Aid To Education, visaid: "We have been unable to find a single stee



cannot afford to make more money available to disosls or that is economically unable to support an
adequate school system." [202] Yet in the face hait report Eisenhower presented to the Eighty-Fourt
Congress a Federal School Aid program that woule lzast two billion dollars -for an entering wed{#03]
And Eisenhower has pushed relentlessly since thiethe back door, front door, and all side doarsgdt the
federal government really embarked on the subgidizaand consequent control, of public educatibever
there has been a stacked deck, it was the so-oAllett House Conference on Education. At that Cemiee
its head, Neil McElroy (now Secretary of Defensegd; or condoned and permitted the use of, thetlgtri
Communist tactic known as "group dynamics, " fore tlpurpose of extracting the desired
recommendations.[204] The actual case for "Fed&i@dl is so demonstrably poor that even this wedlgstd
maneuver was not decisively successful. But no anolufacts, arguments, or opposition has keptriisaver
from leading the socialist pack in yelping everdeufor increasing federal subsidies of every kiAdd the
pack is steadily gaining on its goal.

On June 30, 1954, the Federal Housing Administnatias holding the bag on eighteen billion dollarstth of
mortgages on private homes, with only about a tercgnt reserve to protect the American taxpayean fro
having to ball it out of its liability (somethingif which any banker would go to jail). | don't knake total
today, for it is about as hard to get up-to-dageifes out of our government as it is to get holdhefinternal
telephone book of the United Nations (which indiseceveals the structure of its administration ahd
character of its personnel). But | do know that @ngount has increased materially since 1954, arsdupped
by more than two billion dollars in the summer &5Z alone. (All of this outlay, incidentally, is teely
outside of appropriation controls, or the budgetl kence outside of the admitted national debt. )

The expansion of Social Security under Eisenhot@h in the number of people covered and in theusrnof
benefits paid, has been as rapid as Norman Thomawvem Earl Browder could possibly have asked. By
December, 1957, the monthly payments under OASiealeere ten times what they had been in 1947; laad t
modern Republicans were boasting that they haddadsemillion persons to the Social Security r¢ifi85]

While this mushrooming process continues unabde®nhower has now taken a vigorous personal lead i
expanding unemployment compensation to cover thirtg weeks of idleness instead of the usual twsixty
and to land the federal government with both faethe middle of responsibility for such payments Kday

23, 1958 the NAM News properly asked how the feldgoaernment could lend unemployment compensation
money it did not have to states not needing it; pomted out that Eisenhower's proposal would alade
about one and one-half billion dollars to the fedlefeficit for next year. Even the Boston Heraldpat as
namby-pamby a defender of our once free-entermtsmomy as Leverett Saltonstall or Irving Ivestesta
editorially on March 27, 1958:

"The proposal of the President for an extensioar@&mployment compensation looks an awful lot likeave

of the future. It seems to forebode the time wheerye person on reaching an employable age will
automatically become eligible for pay for the resthis life whether working or not. " Actually thishole
move is just one more tremendous step towardslestiay in the United States the Marxian principfé'from
every man according to his ability, to every manoading to his need" -a principle which the Comnstmi
found utterly unworkable for themselves in Rusbiat, are doing their utmost to impose on us as oa&ns of
breaking down our morale and sabotaging our pragistrength.

In 1950 the federal government had 1, 863 agenaiéls,1, 961,029 civilian employees. By the endl865 it
had 2, 135 agencies, with 2,362, 142 civilian enppés. Most of this increase, of approximately gight
thousand civilian employees per year, had takeceplider Eisenhower. (It included the addition roé avhole
new department, Health, Education and Welfare, ke Republicans had successfully prevented titee a
time when it had been advanced by Oscar Ewing aadyH ruman, but which Eisenhower put over for his
ILO pals in this country. ) We cannot tell you whia¢ total is today; and we would trust no staisstiiven us
until we knew how much of the total had been byspdsand omitted, as outside of some official clasgion.
But just in the 1957-58 budget alone there was ipiav for the open addition of 31,500 new federal
employees, and the advertised additions are nobriles we have most to fear. For every time you tear
Hoover Commission (sincerely but gullibly) praissdéhhower because his administration has followesl af

its suggestions and dropped five thousand fedenpl@yees, just look around carefully. You will finbat,
simultaneously, it has quietly added ten thousameéducrats somewhere else. {The State Departmest{gr



one illustration, has been carefully giving evemypahe impression that it had about thirteen thodsa
employees -- and will probably keep on doing sot &arly in June of this year, 1958, Bryton Barrdated
under oath that the State Department had moretthdg-four thousand employees, and nobody daréatee
him.)[206]

By the spring and summer of 1957 Eisenhower's I3pghe 1956 elections behind them, began letting hi
really play his hand. His proposed budget for 1987called for domestic spending of 30. 9 billionlais,
against the highest figure under Truman (for 198 19.7 billion dollars.[207] Almost all of thisicrease
was involved in federal "welfarism" of one kind amother, despite the high level of prosperity attime, and
the fact that there were seventy-two million jokaikable. As to the proposed 1958-59 budget, Iitdeds to be
said here after all of the hubbub (almost entifelyle) which it has caused. The important poinbaibthe
present outlook and trend is not a budget for the fiscal year of something approaching eightidsildollars
-- plus tremendous sums authorized in ways to Isgplae budget -- but the fact that even with apjabpns
of such magnitude it is almost certain that Eisevdroand his busy helpers will achieve a deficithis next
fiscal year of at least ten billion dollars.[208h& we say "achieve" advisedly because we beliegdalgest
deficit they can manage to pile up is their deéigbal and purpose.

The hypocrisy Eisenhower has shown, with regardviery action we have outlined, has been beyonafbeli
were it not for the complete documentation avadaland has been exceeded only by his hypocrispen t
conduct of foreign affairs, which is not our conteit this point. There is not a single step, os toad to
complete socialism we have so inadequately degtrigsewhich he has not studiously proclaimed onegth
while doing exactly the opposite. We have refraifrech showing this monumental hypocrisy at evegpdty
guoting his own words directly out of his own mausblely to keep the length of this chapter frorttigg out

of hand. (Such quotations fill one whole foldewour files. )

But we'll at least illustrate how daring and hovazen this hypocrisy can be, by referring to it ammection
with a final item which more or less epitomizes theme of this particular chapter. On June 4, 196 he
Conference of Governors at Williamsburg, Virgiriasenhower picked up and expounded the years-otfhsl|
of the NAM, "bring government back home" -- withpof course, giving the NAM any credit. He asked th
governors of the forty-eight states to join witls Bdministration in creating a task force to dtamsferring, or
recommending the transfer of, various functions m@sformed by the federal government back to thtest
He al most drooled at the mouth in advocating thetflow of money to Washington and then back todtates
(with the inevitable leakage and "freight chargds®)stopped or greatly reduced. This was to bederd'that
Government remains responsive to the pressing rdfeti® American people”; "that, in meeting thoseas,
each level of Government performs its proper fuorct- no more, no less"; and that "thus we willpasa to
those who come after us an America free, strongjdamable. "

The real purpose of this nauseating bombast wdstact attention from the fact that in the vendget, right
then before Congress, Eisenhower was recommendohgr@ing the longest steps ever taken towardscnegu
the states to mere handout and administrative tobkhe federal government. The sugar-coated poison
which this atrophying of states' responsibilitisgnainly accomplished is called "grants-in-aidn"1B30 there
had been one federal aid or handout program innglthe states, and that had to do with highways.du
June, 1957 there were already sixty-seven suchrgmmgyoperating, under which the state governmefsy;
turning over their own proper food to Washingtdrert looked to Washington to be fed. And in the longget
about which Eisenhower was concerned when he mad&Vhliamsburg speech, there was provision for
fourteen entirely new grants-in-aid programs, bngghe total of such elaborate participations ligy tederal
government in strictly state affairs to eighty-oMéhat Eisenhower was saying, in a speech obviquisiyned
carefully for him, as to both timing and content,His Communist bosses, was exactly the oppositehat he
was using all the prestige of his Presidentialceftio accomplish at that very minute.

The total of federal grants-in-aid to the statesrduthe last three fiscal years under Truman rdrggtween
two billion two hundred million and two billion fethundred million dollars. By the fiscal year ofSBunder
Eisenhower they had climbed to three billion sindied million. For fiscal '57 they were estimatediell
over four billion dollars, and for fiscal '58 theye estimated at more than five billion.[209] Tehbws just
how much Eisenhower wishes to turn functions ofegnment and corresponding taxing powers back to the
states.



Contrary to some popular conceptions, in all ok timcreasingly rapid movement towards an all- pduver
completely socialistic central government, Eisenéiowas led the way, fought for the legislation hented
with every political trick at the disposal of a Bident, and has been successful largely througbupport, not

of Republicans, but of the left-wing Democrats ion@ress -- and outside. Holmes Alexander pointedau
May 13, 1957, that on every one of the fourteehaalls on the 2.8 billion dollars for Health, Edtion and
Welfare in the then proposed budget, the Demodrathe House voted to sustain this spending and the
Republicans voted to cut it. The whole Eisenhowegddet that year was emphatically supported by Harry
Truman, Adlai Stevenson, and G. Mennen Williamsariag on the support of the leftists in the Dembicra
Party, in connection with the 1958-59 budget, aneryghing else Eisenhower proposes, has now goee ev
further. Eisenhower now even believes, obvioudiat tbefore too much longer, with the full suppdrthcs
modern Republicans and the Walter Reuther Demo¢ahtsost indistinguishable) he will be able to ilpo
price and wage controls on the American economy.Wule we have been at war with Russia for thimtee
years, it is only now when that fact can be usedpgeed up the rigid socialization of this countnatt
Eisenhower has decided this is war, and that wenareenjoying a glorious peace for which he himelé
been chiefly responsible.

In April, 1957, Norman Thomas, six-time candidate President of the United States on the Sociatket,
stated that "the United States is making greargdest toward socialism under Eisenhower than evefeu
Roosevelt."[210] His gloating was well justifiedl[P] To Roosevelt's mind, his steering of this coptward
socialism was only a piece of clever political @mery. To Eisenhower and his bosses it is a delibend all-
encompassing purpose. And in some expressive wdarawe can assure Mr. Thomas that "he ain't seen
nothing yet, " as we shall further emphasize iatarlchapter.



CHAPTER TWELVE
The President Of The United States...

We return to the record of betrayal of America'teliests, and of help to the Communist cause, on the
international scene. It cannot be called incredibéeause the acts and events which constitutegbatd have
actually occurred. But there is no word, shortn@ireédible, that is strong enough to describe it.

On January 20, 1953, Dwight Eisenhower was inaugdras the thirty-fourth President of the Unitedt&s.
He thus became, automatically and immediately,asapnd quarterback of the free-world team, inftget
against Communism. In our firm opinion he had bekamted in that position, by Communists, for thepose
of throwing the game.

We are all familiar with this technique in the sigoworld, despite its fortunate rarity. Contraryab sporting
instincts and moral principles, and at the experisgisioyalty to teammates with whom the traitorynteave
worked for years, ball games have been "thrown'hfogreater incentive than a money reward. It iseexely
shortsighted to assume that the most cunning, tigee@nd ambitious gangsters the human race has ev
known would not, with world rulership as their goabntrive to have their opposition double-crosaedome
stage by the leader of the opposition.

There is nothing new about this kind of calculabetrayal, even in statecraft. It was only eightpeyations
ago that fascist Sparta set out to conquer alhef®reek world, including of necessity democrattbehs.
Sparta was a slave state, with only a very smatigmgage of its total population in the citizensslaand with
those citizens rigidly ruled as to their every antd thought by an oligarchy at the top. In the Ishgggle
Sparta made full use of satellite city-states, iigig with its neighbors; of pro-Spartan groups anfittration
in other city-states, including Athens itself; anfdan ideological appeal which made as powerful oy a
weapon as communism is today. The comparison ofaing continued struggle between Sparta and Athens
with the present one between Russia and the UBitaidks probably affords the most exhaustive andotaim
parallel in all human history. And when that earb&ruggle culminated in the Pelopponesian Wanas the
treason of Athens' own great politician-generalgiBihdes, which brought about her defeat and capiyr
Sparta. Alcibiades, rich, famous, honored, and plulevas the one man most Athenians would havadoait
most difficult to think of as a traitor. But thenéil sentence in the otherwise very poor biograghilcbiades
in the Fourteenth Brittanica is well worth keepingnind: "Superficial and opportunist to the last, owed the
successes of his meteoric career purely to persnaghetism and an almost incredible capacity faeggon.

Here was famous historical precedent, though rebtily one, for the Kremlin's use of Eisenhowed¢gceive
America. But to assume that this double-crossingldvmot be subtle, hard to spot, even harder togrand
disguised as a valiant fight against the Communistmselves, is sheer stupidity. Not only wouldytihvant a
clever actor, possessed of great personal magnaetistine role -and they have one -- but they knbuat the
convincingness of any actor in any drama depends lemge extent on the "stage props" and the stipgor
performance of other actors. That part of the deémegheir propaganda machine and infiltrated orgton
were all set to supply, through long preparatigiple they ever undertook such a stratagem.

So, to return to the football analogy, Eisenhowierribt, in January, 1953, pick up the ball and irdrately
start running down the field in the wrong directidrhis was too long a field, with the game extegdaver
years instead of minutes. Long before he reachedWwn goal posts he would have been tackled byl loya
members of his own team, and then kicked out ofgdmme. Instead, he has managed repeatedly to leve h
team thrown for huge losses, while always pretegtiinbe planning the plays, giving the signals, affering

the leadership which should result in ground gaifeedour side. Many of his most showy end playsehav
resulted in disastrous setbacks for our side, aadynof his forward passes have been interceptethdy
enemy, with resulting large gains for their sidés kbutine line-bucking day-by-day plays merelyatedhe
same results more slowly. These results have beaibad to tough luck, or poor support, or supegioemy
strength, or anything else but the true explanat@hich is not only that Quarterback Eisenhower &lasys
made sure the signals called, for any play, weseotighly caught and understood by the enemy béferplay



was started. The truth is that, as a usual ruleast been the enemy who has told him which plagatb So
naturally they were prepared to meet it. The adwgmtfor the enemy has been added to the furthethate
Eisenhower himself, and a varying number of othlalygrs on our varsity squad at different times, ehav
actually been trying to lose ground, so far as ttmyld do so without letting that intention becoapparent. It

is not surprising, therefore, that our team hasnb&teadily pushed back, crippled, and demoralizeil, u
without a decisive change for the better in botiedup and management, ultimate total defeat is justva
matter of time.

To give the full story of all those plays of thespéive years, to explain the extent and methotheftreachery
involved in each case, and to appraise the loggafnd, of players, and of morale resulting froraheplay,
would take many books the size of this documenprédper and reasonable presentation of just thiglesin
section of the Eisenhower story would, we belidgaye no slightest doubt that he has been undesahigol

of the Soviet management since he first got int® game. But we have to be practical, in every move
undertaken to defeat this conspiracy; even in ffetedo convince an inner circle of patriots o iéxistence
and frightening progress.

So, except for an occasional flashback, we'll abarttie football metaphor as no longer useful. Witply
string together, in this chapter and the next, mmtation of some of those acts and events, to whie have
made generalized reference, with a minimum of hekfround and explanations which should also bengiv
And we believe it will make for both concisenesd atarity if we number the items.

1. It has been a well-nourished impression thatdiéderate failure of our forces to fight the KaneWar to

win it, or even to seize victory when it was ourw the taking, is solely chargeable to the Truman
Administration. This is simply not true. On Marcl6,21955 General James A. Van Fleet, who had been
Commander of the United States Eighth Army in Kareghe spring of 1953, all but charged treasothi
White House in a speech which was given very ligiteention in the American newspapers. "Victory was
denied us back in April and May of 1953, when wd tiee enemy on the run, " Van Fleet said. "Wedbalve
won here and we should have won. " [212]

The period referred to, it should be noted, wasedtlio four months after Eisenhower had been inatiggr It
was also just two months after the death of StalinMarch 5, 1953. So the disingenuous excuse ofeawming
to pursue or even to accept victory, lest it prevdlke Russians to start a third World War, was evene
transparent than it had been. The United Natiossluéon of October, 1950 had stated that the catiibn of
Korea was the object of our fighting.[213] The dh&g which, after the Inchon Landing, had keptfnasn
driving the Communists out of all Korea, and achigvthat unification, was the Communist influence i
Washington. After Eisenhower's election that Comistunfluence was even more decisive.[214]

2. After the death of Stalin, and because of variother factors which we shall touch upon in duerse, the
Communists were extremely anxious for peace in &oféey were delighted to have the American Preside
make a trip to Korea, and suggest by his actioas itk was practically suing for peace -- which &ssver
obligingly did -- both for appearances in Asia, d&tause this made it more plausible for them tcefon us
the ignominious terms and arrangements which wer tcepted.[215] But in the United States Eisermnow
claimed credit for bringing about the peace. Thehtris that the Communists were calling the tumd a
Eisenhower was merely going through the appropriaigons from this end.[216] If the Communists Hmed
wanted peace, for their own reasons, they woulldbgtifighting.[217]

3. Eisenhower's chief of our negotiation team ainanjom was John Foster Dulles' law partner, Artbean.
By the most favorable possible interpretation af prievious career, Dean was both a hopeless fdtdrghan
unconscionable liar. We'll comment briefly on tlchiaracterization in another connection. But evehneifbe
given the benefit of every doubt concerning hisalby-- which takes a bit of doing -- putting ArthDean in
this spot was like sending Little Red Riding Ho@dnhake a deal with the wolf. This is something ribbo
would do unless he was on the side of the wolf.

One illustration of Dean's perspicacity was hiseptance of the so-called Neutral Nations Superyisor
Commission for enforcing the terms of the trucegpmsedly in both North and South Korea. Althougé th
Communists had insisted on the appointment of@@simission, they never did allow it to do any indpe



in North Korea at all. But for two years after tinece, and although Syngman Rhee had refused egmexe its
authority from the beginning, members of this Cossiun went all over South Korea, and sent reportbé
Communists on everything that was taking place.tfaor of the nations which Arthur Dean had acceped
neutrals between the Communists and non-Communists, fos t@iommission, were__Polanand
CzechoslovakiaEisenhower not only gave every sign of approthig idiocy; but two years later, and fifteen
months after Dulles had promised Rhee faithfullygta this monstrosity out of his country, Eisenhoas
Commander-in-Chief allowed orders to be issuednmeAcan soldiers to shoot Koreans, if necessargrder
to protect these Communist spies from being bqulityout of South Korea.[218]

4. Our treatment of the so-called prisoners of was exactly on a par with Eisenhower's repatriatiarelties

in Europe in 1945. These men were not regular peisoof war at all. They were anti-Communists watahe
risk of their lives, had deserted from the Commuim@ops into which they had been impressed, antecover

to us on the strength of our specific promisestdiem go where they would be safe when the warovar.
We had dropped leaflets to this effect month aftemth behind the Communist lines, and most of these
prisoners had shown up clutching these leaflethair hands, to demonstrate their faith in its pis@Es. But we
had put them in stockades. And at the time of Mse&hower's truce we physically forced them to sulbon
interrogations and so-called "explanations” of Camist agents, of so brutal a nature that an offisraerican
observer, writing in the_Saturday Evening Pogtioted a Swiss lieutenant with the UN Repatriation
Commission as saying that he had rather have deef these prisoners shot outright than subjedtethe
ordeal we made them suffer.[219]

Everything about the Panmunjom negotiations wasgded to weaken our prestige, and the confidence in
either our strength or our honor, in Asia, whilemhanced the prestige of the Communists, andasetethe
Asiatic's fear of opposing them. And nothing abihie whole proceedings served this dual purposerbigian

our cruel breach of faith with these prisoners. fButthe courage and honor of Syngman Rhee, iratarglly
releasing all he could at one swoop -- despitectistigation he knew this would bring down on hiach&om
Washington -- Mr. Eisenhower and his pal Nehru wolbdve had their way. Every one of these prisoners
would have been turned back over to their Communisters. And this would have been especially tfue
those fifteen thousand Chinese prisoners who signeetition in blood to be sent to Formosa ins{e20)

5. From a strictly American point of view, the actiwith regard to our own men who had been takeoper

by the Reds was even worse. The final official ega® in Korea occurred on July 27, 1953. But frmenths
later, at the end of 1953, the official figure fallied prisoners, still unaccounted for, was 3, 42t least
ninety percent of these were Americans. This saitling of the 20, 000 South Korean soldiers and080,
kidnapped South Korean civilians, held in North &r- and still held there today -about whom weehaever
even voiced a mild protest. This figure did notludle any of our boys who, according to irrefutaéedence
gathered by Mark Clark and confirmed by other Amesmi generals, had been deliberately murdered oh col
blood while defenseless prisoners of war, and damp® trenches dug for that purpes22l The Defense
Department, on the basis of a report from Generdéj\/Ray, had already given the total of capturedtéhhi
Stateamilitary personnel who were thus murdered by tben@iunists as eight thousan2i22]

The figure of 3,421 referred to Allied prisonerssamed to have been alive on July 27, 1953, whanbabeen
returned in accordance even with the shameful tmdaseh we did sign, and for which Eisenhower claime
credit as a great accomplishment. But not onlyElgenhower do absolutely nothing about having theses
returned, he visibly was a party to the attemgtawe most of the American people forget they edjstatil the
Chinese Communists themselves later brought theeissto the limelight for blackmail purposes. Then
Eisenhower further gave his at least passive Ivigdsi the release, at different times and by variagents and
agencies of our government, of the most confusitg af figures, as to how many prisoners were wea| that
most of us have ever tried to cope with in his@riesearcih223]

In the meantime these prisoners had been usedyarda still being used, by the Chinese Communiss, a
tremendously valuable pawns in their propaganda fweashowing the people of Asia how little the papedly
great American government was either able or vgltim look out for even its own uniformed soldieksd this
was done, in our opinion not over Eisenhower's alga, but by his willing connivance and help. Tdhere
three specific actions, as well as his conspiclethsirgy in the matter, to justify this harsh casobn.



First, one of the most important objectives of tbkinese Communists in this blackmail procedure was
accomplished in the long series of meetings, oegesty in number, between their Wang Ping-nan amd o
Ambassador U. Alexis Johnson. For such formal amdl yublicized meetings between one of our top
diplomats and one of their diplomats, with us ia gosition of suppliant, served excellently to téke curse

off our official non-recognition of Red China, sar fas their prestige in Asia was concerned. Al thad to do,
month after month, was to run pictures or news mspof Ambassadors Johnson and Wang at their lates
meeting. The Chinese Communists thus establishecapipearance, for those with whom they were most
concerned, that as a practical matter we must anegabgnize Red China as an equal, even as an fqoal
whom we have to beg. And these futile meetingsclvisierved absolutely no other purpose, could haea b
discontinued by Eisenhower at any time, and coeleneven have been started without his approd4l][2

Second, the Chinese Communists promoted thesenprisérom pawns in the game to major pieces, when t
brought the United Nations into the act. For thetéthNations has never officially admitted thatrthes any
legitimate government at Peiping either. But ite-@ommunist Secretary-General, Dag Hammarskjol8][22
went to Peiping hat in hand, begging on behalhef Wnited Nations -- as superior to the United &3tat for
some small crumbs of mercy in the way of giving Aitee back its soldiers. And a pro-American Presiden
with any guts would not only never have approved ancouraged such an abject pilgrimage, glorifyRegl
China and accomplishing nothing else; he would nbage permitted it.[226]

Third, Eisenhower made it perfectly clear to thenéee Communists that they could keep these prispaed
treat them any way they wished, with impunity. FoiNovember, 1954, when the Peiping regime wasgoin
through its cruel farce of spy charges againsttaéir of our men whom it had selected for that honor
Eisenhower announced that the United States Gowsrnmould take every step "within peaceful méans
obtain their release.[227] Eisenhower knew, justvall as the Communists themselves, how little raite
they would pay to anything except force; and thesvgimply a method of opening the door to all & th
diplomatic maneuvers, always implying recognitianaur part, in which they wished to engage.

It is difficult for the American public to grasp dhalmost incredible value of growing prestige, afidhe
appearance of success, to Communist plans andgssgrou have only to read the Communist press for
while, to see how they picture every little flanfeconcession by us on a huge fire of victory farttselves, to
realize the place of prestige in their thinking.eTGommunists proceed everywhere on the theoryiftlyaiu
seem to be winning, if you can make enough pedpt&tyou are winning, then you ava@nning. In today's
propaganda-enmeshed world, that theory has a Isbwfidness, especially in Asia. Nowhere is shesstige
so important as on that continent. And there ame fieings we have done that have helped the Chinese
Communists more to increase their prestige, widir twn enslaved subjects and with all of the offesple in
Asia, than this: We have let them keep, mistreiapldy, and make bargaining tools out of, our nreaniform,
after a truce had been signed in which they spmatiji agreed to return those men. Eisenhower ha®mlg
been a willing party to that play at every stagé, lie even found a way to let the Chinese Commangstp an
additional benefit from their actions, as we skak.

6. At the end of 1953 we consented to a meetirteforeign ministers of the so-called Big Fourp&held in
Berlin in February, 1954. That meeting could semepossible purpose except to build up Malenkaatise
and the Kremlin's influence. It was designed tovproon both sides of the Curtain, that Moscow hast |
nothing in forcefulness or diplomatic skill by ttransfer of power from Stalin to Malenkov. And Eikewer,
largely through his Secretary of State, helpedhat achievement in every way he could. Mr. Dullesreset up
a silly argument as to the proportion of these mgstto be held in the Russian Zone of Berlin. Hiel Sone-
fourth, " with the obvious implication that the Rians were just one-fourth of the Big Four. The @amists
insisted that one-half of the meetings be helcheEastern Zone. This would of course suggestwatahing
world that the Russian power and point of view wierée given equal weight in these conferences thibise
of the other three members combined. As soon aPMlfes had insisted firmly enough and loudly enowg
the "one-fourth" position, so that the whole woréhlly was watching, he then backed down and agreed
meet one-half of the time in the Eastern Zone, #xas the Russians had demanded.

Not only have we handed the Communists one diplenvattory after another, on silver platters intaagly
parade, since Eisenhower became President. Wedoagtantly gone out of our way, as in the above,ctas
make those victories more shining, and appear evere important than their actual substance woule ha



indicated. It bears repeating that the Communiwigéd on prestige and the aura of success, far itiame on
what they win by tanks or bullets. And we beliekatta detailed history of international diplomaceyidg the
past five years will show a clearly recognizablarmplat work, on the part of Eisenhower and our State
Department, to increase the Kremlin's prestigeviarye practicable way at every feasible opportunéggd a
parallel plan at work to wear down America's owregbige by attrition and erosion. This has been
accomplished despite the fact that a vast majofitthe employees of the State Department, who iatiecty
loyal citizens, have not consciously been a partthts treason nor aware of its occurrence. Inraggthat is
being "thrown" by two or three players, the othéayprs merely have to be hoodwinked as to what is
happening.

7. Accomplishing nothing else at this Berlin Comefare, we said over and over that we would not eveam

of having the so-called Big Four admit Communistr@ahto such a conference, as the Russians wewsdinsi
Washington, of course, had not officially admittidat this bunch of cutthroat rebels, which callegIf the
Chinese People's Republic, even was a governmenda@uary 27, 1954 Secretary Dulles proclaimedhéo t
whole world that letting them into such a meetinguld be an attempt to secure for Communist China "a
position in the councils of the world which it hadt earned."[228] He could have put the objectionfar
stronger grounds, but that hardly matters. For ¢imige weeks later, or on February 18, Dulles abgacked
down completely, and the announcement was madethibaieeting was to be held in Geneva.[229] And
Eisenhower used the fact that the Chinese Comnsuwiste still holding our men as prisoners, not asagon
for forbidding the conference, but as an excuseefmouraging it, on the pretext that we might thesable to
do something about their release!

8. So, in the late spring of 1954, we accordedGhmese Communists the de facewognition which was so
important to them, by admitting them to a Big Foanference at Geneva. And we met with these muslere
who were still brazenly mistreating our soldierst as belligerents to discuss their violationsha truce, but
as equals in a round-table discussion of the pnoblef the world. It is easy to imagine what thainal did to
lift the Communist standing in Asia. But far wonsas yet to come. For while we gave the appearahoeto
knowing what the Berlin Conference was leading aipnor what the Geneva Conference was all aboat, th
Communists were aiming at a very definite and irtgoar goal.[230] This was, to hand their agent, Ho C
Minh, the better half of Vietham. Their success waalloyed._Time Magazinsummarized it very well. "At
Geneva, " Time said, "the Communists got precisdigt they sought; a vast slice of Indochina, arsthace
from which to take the rest, plus formal recogmtiof their military conquests and time to do thieirther
will."{ 233 And even Kiplinger, the myopic purveyor of truttieat come up and bite him, put much of the
responsibility on Eisenhower, blaming Eisenhowerléak of either action or decisiveness at crustages in
the negotiations232 In other words, Eisenhower put on a good acthérble of being an easy mark instead
of a traitor.

But he did more. Just how completely we, the Unkealtes, were a party to, and identified with, foigher
surrender to Communist aggression, was carefublyndtized by some Dulles-type statements, this time
Eisenhower himself. During that same spring of 198t instance, while Ho Chi Minh was carefully
synchronizing his military action with the negoiteis in Geneva, and while Eisenhower was doing latedg
nothing towards relieving the fortress of Dienbieaphe nevertheless went out of his way to explaavely
that Indochina must not be allowed to fall to thEm@nunists, because, if it did, neighboring natimosild also
topple as surely as pushed domino233 And on June 30, he proclaimed emphatically, andtsstically: "I
will not be a party to any agreement that makedady a slave."[234] Then, only three weeks lateth \Wis
full blessing, a top official of our government sat without protest, at the establishment of aapth
ignominious truce, this one making very unwillingv@s out of thirteen million Viethamese.



CHAPTER THIRTEEN
Leader Of The Free World235]....

In the spring of 1953, for reasons which we haveaaly summarized, the fortunes of the Kremlin vatra low
ebb. Its straining bluff was having to be stretcinmach thinner than usual. And when the East Germases
against their Communist Masters, on June 17, 18%3; courage could easily have started a rollbafcthe
Iron Curtain that would have continued until theolehworld was free. Certainly they had every reasmon
believe, from our own loud professions of purpdbat they would receive help and encouragement fiwen
West. But this writer has received reports, whiehblelieves, as follows: That in anticipation ofghélom us,
leaders of the revolt tipped off secret agents wf government in advance; that these agents prgnapl
hopefully forwarded the information to Washingttimat as a result the Russians were informed by gk
of what was brewing twenty-four hours before theotestarted; and that this twenty-four hours adanotice
was of extreme importance in enabling the Krendircrtush the uprising, before it made sufficientdveay to
become a real civil war.[236] And we stood by asspaely, while these anti-Communists were slauglatdry
the thousands, as we later did when the Russidts tamith Mongolian crews rolled through the streets
Budapest.

From that time on the outlook of the Communistseoagain took a long trend of steady improvementtrgy
end of 1954 the Kremlin in Moscow, and all of titdd branch Kremlin's elsewhere in Europe and Asiere
busily consolidating their gains to date and immeating Moscow's new schemes of aggression and siqran
We continue for one more chapter our listing of sahthe ways in which Eisenhower gave major supgor
those Soviet aims.

9. The biggest consolidation job the CommunisteHaced, since the early 1920's in Russia itsal,been in
China since 1949. The psychological problem wasmoos. And the core of that problem was to get the
millions on the mainland to think of the Peipingirae as a permanent government, however unpopataer
than as a gang of rebels, however temporarily ssfge Eisenhower began the year 1955 by a mighty
contribution to the success of that undertakingorie of the most skillful, as well as most costig a@isastrous,
intentional "fumbles” of his playing career, he haat government announce, with his visibly enthstita
approval, that what we wanted was a "cease-firétienFormosa Strait.[237]

To the mass of the American people, utterly unfeamilvith the situation in the Far East or the baokgd of
this statement, it suggested another lump of peace,sounded wonderful. To the Red Chinese it was s
marvelous a propaganda weapon that their radicosgatould not refrain from gloating as they consta
rebroadcast and made references to this new Anmngpialicy. To all of the anti-Communists on thatesaf the
Pacific, the statement was a morale-shattering diggion of Chiang Kai-shek's official position, arod
everythingour alliance with him was supposed to mean. It ldk/dake too much room here to paint in the
catastrophic effects of that world-publicized rejatidn, so we'll simply paraphrase one small pathe long
and flaming cable which Life Magazinesrrespondent, John Osborne, sent from Hong Kbiegsaid — in
effect, and quite correctly -- that if the Uniteth®s had deliberately dropped a hostile bomb aarghKai-
shek's government buildings in Taipei, we could lnate done more damage to the whole anti-Communist
cause throughout southeast Asia.[238]

Then, just to supply substance to back up wordssuggesting an attitude which Peiping was gleefully
proclaiming as our gradual "abandonment” of Formasa government compelled Chiang to give up the
Tachen Islands. The evacuation by the Nationalishé€se, of both their troops and the civilian inkeatts of
the Tachens, and the surrender to the Communistheske islands -- right off against Chiang's oagin
birthplace and home -- was a bitter blow to thel@mand prestige of the Nationalist government.ds fiorced

on the Nationalists against their will and, desgibene specious excuses given, for no sound reas@pteto
help the Red Chinese boasts that they would eviéntake over Formosa as well. The boasts were thegher
abetted by the purposely equivocal position we satbpvith regard to the defense of Quemoy and Matsu.
These islands were actually saved by Chiang, makinkar that his troops would fight for them twetlast
man, regardless of what America did. The Commumstses in Moscow and Washington were not willing to
bring the issue to a head, and endanger all of gheady progress through diplomacy, by a miliiamasion.



But Eisenhower had engineered a very serious gaiiMbo and Moscow, and loss of ground by Chiang and
ourselves, through one of the most disingenuous myest effective pro-Communist acts he has ever
perpetrated.[239]

10. The Country now defined as Austria is about-fidths the size of our state of Ohio, in both arend
population. Its industrial output and total incomwe, of course, much smaller fractions of theirapels in
Ohio. But from 1945 to 1955 this little country wlasted by Russia of half a billion dollars worthal and
industrial equipment, plus untold amounts of peas@noperty and goods seized by the Red Army. Ruittis
time, offsetting the Russian looting so as to kéeppeople from starving, we poured into Austria dilion
dollars of foreign aid. Then, on May 15, 1955, Jélmster Dulles signed the Austrian Peace Treaty.

This treaty not only accepted and validated athefprior Russian robbery. It decreed that Austriest further
pay Russia over the next ten years 320 millionadslivorth of oil and manufactured goods. It turpgdr to
Russia all property in Austria belonging to Germansn though most of it had been acquired prioth&o
anschlusof 1938 -- estimated to be worth one and one-bidllbn dollars. For certain of these properties to
which title was thus handed to Russia, but whicispdally were left in Austria, Austria was obligdte pay
150 million dollars. The treaty required that theited States withdraw all troops from Austria, teevering
the connection over the Brenner Pass between NAJCe$ in Germany and those in Italy. It left Austri
ringed by the Red Armies in Czechoslovakia, Hungangd Yugoslavia. It specified the kind of orgatizas
which should be allowed to exist in Austria, requgrthat all "Fascist-type" associations -- whidhcourse
meant any organization that was remotely anti-Conistwor even honestly neutral -- had to be dissbiVédne
treaty, in its wording alone, was pure Communistotiand propaganda all the way through, which méaait
the United States became officially a party to ¢hegpressions of the Communist viewpoint. It gave t
Russians practically a first mortgage on all of #ias and put the country under Russian shacklesake sure
that the Austrians worked for the next ten yea#f)J2inder Russian slave drivers with their armigbtrbehind
them, for the benefit of the Russian economy. #rgal the door almost exclusively to Communist tiraiion,
indoctrination, and the usual political coerciontb& Austrian people during the next ten yeargult four
hundred thousand refugees at the mercy of the Caonstsufor "repatriation. " And it did all of thisnder the
guise and pretense of giving Austria its sovergigmd freedom.

This is the treaty which Eisenhower helped the Rmssto ram down the throat of a helpless smalhtrguand
which he glorified to the American people as a greetory for the Weat -- a victory due to the gessity of
the Russians and their new spirit of goodwill. Is message to the United States Senate, when heittet
this treaty, Eisenhower wrote that "the reversgboticy by the Soviet Government. . . has now p#sdithe
conclusion of an Austrian Treaty and has won feeffom another important triumph.”"[241] He railraddte
through the Senate under such a demand for haasteetten O'Mahoney of Wyoming spent half an hour
objecting, and emphasizing the Senate's reluctemaet so hurriedly.[242] During the total debatdveo and
one-half hours, one Senator interviewed twentyisfdolleagues. "They had either not read the Treatyad
only a glimmer of its contents.” [243] Nobody Haatl a chance to read even the Senate Committpeid omn
the treaty, for the report did not come out urié hext morning.[244] But Eisenhower insisted omexdiate
ratification, and got it, by White House pressund ay assurances from both Dulles and himselftthiattreaty
was in the best interests of the American goverrtmen

If this incident had stood alone, it could be clear¢p stupidity. But it did not. The Austrian Treatas just one
part of a steadily repeated pattern of aid to thei€d cause. If the treaty had been forced on iseribower's
handling of it could be put down as the normal ahgry of a politician in self defense. This was thet case.
Our government had taken the lead in bringing alimsttreaty, or had been a very willing party toWwe do
not like epithets or harsh language in this letbecause we are aware that ordinarily they weakercase. But
there are occasions when only plain language, wendtarsh or not, will adequately or accurately dbsca
situation or an act. The plain simple fact is tR&enhower's assurances about the Austrian PeaegyTto
both the Senate and the people of the United Statre brazen lies, as anybody who will take tloalite to
study the background and read the treaily see for himself. And that factimsportant.[245]

11. No matter how the Kremlin line has shifted, manat the line has been for any particular period,
Eisenhower has adjusted his policies, and theipsliaf our government so far as he could contrehthto tie
in with that line. Make due allowances for the Khers long and brilliant adherence to "gradualisim'its



plans for world conquest; for its firmly maintaingulinciple of never going too far too fast. Theroko
objectively at the whole panorama of Eisenhowest®oas and his (frequently contradictory) words.uMaill
find that in the role of Judas goat assigned hinthieyKremlin, he has pranced just as nimbly anthfidiy to
any current theme from Moscow as have Earl Browdé&ugene Dennis.

The most striking illustration of this enthusiastidjustment to the Moscow mood was during the hbipildf
sweetness and light leading to the Summit Confereaad then that conference itself.[246] Eisenhwer
characterization of the Austrian Treaty as a geceatcession by the Soviet served the extra purpbielping

to brew the so-called "Spirit of Geneva. "

The Treaty was ratified on June 17, 1955; the Sur@oinference opened in Geneva on July 18, 1955tHBat
was only one small light turned on to show the beatipeaceful coexistence. Another was the orsleued to
the F. B. I., in July, 1955, to make no arrest ofrnhunists during the Summit Conference. Much waevas
the action taken with regard to the shooting dowmor Navy plane, on June 23, 1955, off the coa#tlaska.
The Navy had absolute proof that this plane wagekdtely attacked, well out over international evat--
which meant that our flyers were brutally murderéde Russians not only did not deny it, but adrdiiteby
conceding that they "might have been wrong. " Ththtwas that they wanted the whole world to kndwhe
incident; to see what they could do to the Unit¢éates with impunity and still have the U.S. Prestdeome
smilingly to meet them at Geneva. This was apphrehe actual purpose of the attack. And it wasrelyt
successful. The U. S. Navy was asked by the Whatiesd, which of course amounted to an order, toresgp
the news, until aftethe Geneva Conference, lest it sour the "warmrd€@xpected there.[247]

But the really huge light of this same kind waseisower's radio-television talk to the nation oa évening

of July 15, 1955. This was, as he said, "within attar of minutes" before he was to leave on a trip
"unprecedented for a President of the United Staltésscalled it a trip "to engage in a conferenéthweads of
other governments in order to prevent a war." Farrdlong he stated that his purpose was "to attemit my
colleagues, to change the spirit that has chaiaetkthe inter-governmental relationships of thelavduring

the past ten years."[248] Here was a plug for freateful coexistence" line which was then the dhigflen of
Moscow's ballyhoo, that could not have been sugzhby Khrushchev himself.

Later the speech moved into its tone of glowingim@m as to what might be expected from this
conference,[249] when, as Eisenhower put it, soynzdiners had accomplished nothing but propagandthéo
participants. Not propaganda for the Communistse,nout with blame clearly and equally placed onass
trifling with men's hopes in order to engage ingaganda. For Eisenhower well knew that his speexiidibe
carried in newspapers all over the world. But ttomference was to be different, he said, because il
earlier conferences one in gredient had been ngis$imat was "an honest intent to conciliate, toarathnd, to
be tolerant, to try to see the other fellow's vieup as well as we ace our own. " Then came thesaas
pitch, expressed as one of the causes of optimasnigllows: "Another item. Did you note this morgithe
speech made by Premier Bulganin in Moscow? Evengl\he said was along the line that | am now spegkin
He talked of conciliation and tolerance and underdting."[250] We think it unlikely that Malenkowar
whoever was the real boss and planner at the Kmehmdid both of these speeches, the one by Bulgairthe
one by Eisenhower, written by the same person.itReould be hard for one person to get exactly rigat
slant of the appeal to two such different audienBes we haven't the least doubt that each speashwritten
according to specific instructions from the Comnstirdictator, and that the context, timing, and héau
meshing together of the two speeches was all pthrm#ihe Kremlin.

As to any reality in this promise of a world freiedm the Cold War, or even as to Eisenhower's beli@any
such possibility, that is an incredible absurdiye knew what had just happened to our Navy plarteéhat
exact time, as he and Dulles both well knew, Mose@s giving a hundred million dollars to Ho Chi Mifor

the specific purpose of stirring up more troubldridochina. At that very time, as he also knew, Kihemlin
had_alreadyaid the trap, which the Summit Conference wasrtable it to spring on Adenauer. And one of the
very reasons he was proclaiming for believing i@ tiew conciliatory attitude of Moscow, the Austriaeace
Treaty, he knew to be a complete fraud in thateesBut Eisenhower went right on playing this sdRossian
game when he arrived at the conference itself;again, with all of America and the world listeninvghen he
returned home. At Geneva he told the assembledepmimisters, and hence the world, that he was Gpiradly
convinced" that the Russians desired peace, just alsd. He dwelt at length on the need for fridmpland "a



new spirit"; and he talked so much and often aboiltling a "bridge" between East and West that @mecal
reporter said he sounded like a general in the £offEngineers.[251] He refused to get down toress in
any negotiations at all, stuck to generalizatiom®uad making progress wherever possible, and exudec
exhortations for everybody to get together .

And get together, of course, they did. It is doubiff there has ever been another conference ad$etstate
and top-level diplomats at which there was so minatseplay, drinking, exuberant good fellowship rda
photography.[252] All of which, of course, was ethaavhat the Russians wanted most! Plus, to be, same
agreement for the meetings immediately to followth& ambassadorial level, " including those betw&hou
En-lai's assistant, Wang Ping-nan and our U. Aléxisnson, to which we have already referred. Plieh s
minor dividends as a deal to stop the launching Buviet territory of bible-carrying balloons, byl James
Hargis, "in order to carry out the Eisenhower-Buigaplan of peaceful coexistence." But it was thé-fellow
well-met acts in front of the cameras that madeShemit Conference the most valuable single propd@a
event for the Russians in which they had ever eedjag

Neither Eisenhower nor anybody else in our delegashowed any clear idea of anything that we hadind

or wanted to accomplish. So far as they were comckithe purpose of this conference was to hold a
conference. It does not take hindsight to see,emed in the spring of 1955 it was perfectly cleaplenty of
people besides McCarthy, that there was absolutellfing America could gain or even hope to gainmfro
Eisenhower's attendance at the Summit Conferenoe.wAthout his attendance and blessing, obvioustyd
would have been no conference. In our football @palthis was a forward pass thrown directly irte arms
of a waiting enemy player with a clear field inrtoof him. As a consequence, the Communist gaing we
tremendous.[253] With minor exceptions they stemmtitely from the boisterous spirit of camaradeviech
prevailed, and the indisputable evidence of thatdgtellowship in the thousands of pictures, thatdenshe
whole conference a field day for the camera med][®8e'll list briefly just a few of the major beritsf of the
Communists.

A. Most important was the firm foundation laid aerigva for Communist claims that the West welcomed
peaceful coexistence, and gladly accepted it & fedue.[255] For fear of revolt among their sutjes an
ever present and stern reality in the minds andsptd the lords of the Kremlin. Here was clear ptbat even
Eisenhower himself, the head of the one Westenomat which the enslaved peoples put most hopleetd,

had abandoned any thought of "liberation, " and mafact a bosom pal of the very tyrants they wdrt
overthrow.[256]

A year later one of the best intelligence servides,information from behind the Iron Curtain, ped this
paragraph:

"Our correspondents in Moscow and satellite capitaport that every possible boast is being maaleBtitain

and America have accepted the 'new Soviet regimerefore 'Russians' should support their own gowent
and satellite peoples should back their Commumgtnmes; also, it is useless for refugees to hopehie
support and sympathy of Western governments siheset capitalist powers 'have made peace with
communism' and therefore the refugees would debtttreturn home."[257]

This campaign was designed not only to break thet g resistance and revolt in both Russia and th
satellites, but to discourage any attempt everstagge; and to help to persuade everybody behin@uhntin
that they might as well accept the inevitable, mideebest of a bad situation, and fall in line apdfully as
possible with Communist planning and the Communedésms that they can produce a better life.[258las
been so successful that, in their resulting asserah greater safety, the Communists have beentatdéow
considerably more freedom across the Iron Curtaimbaries in both directions. And by far the grsasengle
factor in producing that success were the pictofdsisenhower practically with his arms around Kdirchev
and Bulganin at the Summit Conference.

The campaign which was started so effectively by dgiheat show at Geneva has produced such defeatisr
among Soviet bloc anti-Communists almost everywlhiesethere is now, according to all reliable répoonly
one practicable way it could be overcome. This wdad by the United States breaking off diplomagiations
with Soviet Russia and with all of the Soviet-doatad satellites. Such action, and only such actloa anti-



Communists say, "will convince us that Bulganintsd aKhrushchev's claims of American support are
false."[259] And our readers can easily imaging sv much chance there is of that taking placéorg as
Eisenhower is President.

B. There has been an equal and parallel effe¢cteoBummit Conference, and of the "spirit of Genewviith it
inaugurated, in discouraging anti-Communism amanty khe peoples and the governments outside dfane
Curtain.[260] In fact, the evidence of a "rappracieat” between the United States and Russia hadriseso
convincing by one year later that leading publmagi all over Western Europe were speaking openlihef
United States-Soviet Alliance. " On May 16 1954, iftstance, DefSpiegel,a paper in Hamburg, ran a story
about diplomatic European developments. Its headbin that story was the startling phrase: "The Acam-
Soviet Alliance. " And this was no rare excepti@6]] Perhaps it should be pointed out, too, that th
Eisenhower government had not allowed any gragsaw under its feet in encouraging that feeling:urope,
by various other acts since the Summit Conferevweecould list several, but space and time forbid.

C. The real significance and effect of the Sumnonférence has less understood in the United States
anywhere else in the world. This was because ofalsely favorable light by which this performantike so
many of Eisenhower's steps of conscienceless catpemwith the Soviet, were shaded to look like ettures

in idealism. And not even McCarthy often dared empout the true import of the acts of the Presidemself,
because it was too difficult to make that imporar] through the fog of pseudo-idealism with whibk
Communists and their dupes had surrounded hime®en in America the Summit Conference did makeit u
mistakable that the plank in the 1952 Republicatf@im, calling for efforts toward liberation ofdlenslaved
peoples,[262] had been formally and completely atded. Eisenhower had already been referring to any
attempt of Chiang Kai-shek to liberate his fellomuntrymen on the mainland as "aggressive warwhich he
would have no part.[263] "Aggressive war" was, ofise, the exact term by which Moscow wished toehav
described any attempt at liberation,[264] by anyhahywhere. The Summit Conference went further and
made a much weaker form of the Truman-Acheson yabic "containment, "[265] now called "peaceful
coexistence, " our visibly official policy. The Ragican Party and the American people meekly aeckfitis
callous betrayal of one of the very principles thatl helped most to get Eisenhower elected. Scetief the
world, duly observing, henceforth proceeded onjtiséified assumption that the American people, afl as

the American government, had simply washed theidkaf any concern about the whole tragic problem.

D. The Summit Conference was completely responéinlércing on Konrad Adenauer a tragic reverddiie
policy and of his whole previous course. Among ey disastrous results of our folly in participgtin that
hypocritical carnival show, none was more harmbulhte anti-Communist world than the effects in Gamgn

For there Adenauer had personified the whole aati@unist position. That position was one of soétlisal

to consider the tyrants in the Kremlin as withie ffale of civilized human beings, or to deal witarh on any
such basis. He had done a superb job of standimgdgainst all of Moscow's blandishments and pressu
Then the leaders of our government, and of Englamd France, engaged in their boisterous display of
friendship with these same tyrants -- with the kglot of world publicity turned on the exhibitiofihis cut the
ground of public opinion right out from under Adeea. "Why, " the Germans now began to ask themselve
and each other, "if the American President and rokinghest officials are willing to treat the loradd the
Kremlin as boon companions, and find it advantagdouraternize with them, does our Chancellor igeia
such obstinate, unrealistic, and harmful aloofness?

The Kremlin, always masterful at timing, had inditddenauer to Moscow just before the Summit Comieze
began. When the conference was over the invitagtdhstood, and was pressed anew. Adenauer fousid h
position more and more untenable. Finally he detitlevas best to go. But only after he and the oédtis
delegation were in Moscow did the Russians put tteids on the table and reveal the clever traghvtiiey
had prepared. Without an iota of shame they anremltitat, ten years after the war was over, thdyhstid
9,626 German soldiers and officers as prisonergy Mould send these prisoners home if Adenauer dvoul
agree to the exchange of ambassadors, and to tdiaigsment of regular diplomatic relations betwdle
Federal Republic and the Soviet Union.

It was a tough spot in which to place any man. Knemlin had been willing to go to great lengthsdan
undertake long and careful planning, in order ttawbthis diplomatic recognition by West Germanwt &



was a bad mistake on the part of Adenauer to hame tp Moscow. He had been tricked into a nastg,haid
had to face the consequences. He did not feelhbatould go back home empty-handed, and leave thes
prisoners exiled any longer at the mercy of thanblarian captors. He agreed to the Russian terms.

It was a far more important concession than mightirat appear. The deal not only seriously weaklene
Adenauer's prestige and position, in his relatiaith the Kremlin. It practically forced him into situation
which has made his former unyielding stand againsgotiations” and appeasement far more diffitalt
maintain. And it put the Kremlin, which thus becathe only government to have ambassadors in botst We
Germany and East Germany, in the center of theedtagts constant juggling with the most explosisgue in

all Europe -- the unification of Germany.[266]

The renewal of publicity about the great personaénfiship between Eisenhower and Zhukov, the
discouragement by Eisenhower of any hope on thé @aEden and Faure of getting any concessions
whatsoever out of the Russians, and many othectspethe Summit Conference deserve comment,Henét

is much other ground still to cover. So let's ledive Geneva carnival with one final remark conaggnis
bearing on our main theme. It simply was not pdediir Eisenhower to agree to, and then attendStimamit
Conference, and put on the exhibition which he afidraternizing with the Kremlin tyrants -- for tireto
publicize all over the world -- without being fulgware of the harm it would do the anti-Communeatise
everywhere, and of the tremendous help it woultbkide Kremlin in all of the ways we have mentionadd

he did everything he possibly could, in the exeamubf his assignment, to increase that harm onsaeand
help on the other.[267]

Any adequate effort, however, to continue this eeration of Eisenhower's actions undermining the- ant
Communist cause since the 1955 Summit Conferenoeldwbe almost endless. So at this point we'll stop
separating such items by giving them numbers, anglg summarize the developments in this area eslpr

as we can.

The real key to both the purpose and the resulsnoérican foreign policy, as conducted by Eisenhoared

his State Department over the past few years,esittent to which they have contrived to make timéédd
States hated, laughed at, and held in contempt Europe, in the Middle East, in the Far East, fric4, in
South America, everywhere. The evidence of thidiffgearises unmistakable on every hand; from the
statement of Prime Minister Karamanlis of Greecs juefore the elections in that country in 1956t tho
Greek politician could say a good word for Amerigdahout the risk of being hurt politically,[268] tthe
treatment accorded Vice President Nixon and hie wif their tour of South America in the spring 858.

Ventriloquist Edgar Bergen once asked his createdracter, Mortimer Snerd, a very frank question.
"Mortimer, " Edgar said, "how cayou be so dumb?" "Well, " drawled Mortimer, "k8ll you. It ain't easy! "
And we are sure that John Foster Dulles, who sdenfave been assigned the Mortimer Snerd role m ou
international puppet show, feels the same way.[ZB®]stage-manage an unending series of betrayals o
America’s allies and of our country's best intexeahd to have those betrayals accepted one afb¢hea as
mere stupidities, obviously has not been easy. 8chnexplanation and background would be requimegut
each of these dozens of "blunders” of the Eisenh@wdes act in its true light, that we shall ati@nmothing
more here than an indication of a few spots whaedight might profitably be focused.[270]

Since the claim has been so loudly and adventiyjalsouted by the liberals, that the resentmenhefUnited
States and its Vice-President in South America @as to our parsimoniousness in handouts to South
American countries, the reader might consider tilwing exhibit. Greece is, both in area and papah,
about twenty-five percent larger than the islandCaba. Into this non-industrialized, poverty-staoksmall
country we had poured ap proximately one billioarfbundred million dollars in foreign aid up to &u80,
1957.[271] And Greece, at the time James Forrégtdl in 1949, had become a solidly dependable meofbe
the anti-Communist bloc. Yet in the last six yearsenhower and Dulles have succeeded, by dozeoarely
perceptible steps, in finally and almost completelyersing the orientation of Greece, until todast tast non-
Communist country of the Balkans is ripe for then@aunist plucking whenever the Kremlin thinks thepmer
time has come. It wasn't easy, even with so mucheyto spend in the wrong ways and to put in thedbaf
the wrong people, to alienate so many good friewfd8merica, and to weaken the anti-Communist leader
among the Greeks themselves, to so disastrous tenteBut the results are plainly visible; and evba



cunning steps by which these results were accohguli€an be discerned and analyzed too, by anybbdy w
has the time for the study required.

Much of the clever "fumbling” by which the Unitedags has helped Communist aims with regard torothe
countries, however, has been easier to identifgemeral it follows the same formula which we héved to
make readily recognizable to our readers. Thisistgsf loudly proclaiming a United States poliayposition,

in "unalterable" support of some anti-Communishdtéavorable to one of our allies, until the whalerld,
including the ally in question, knows that thighe official and announced policy of the Americavgrnment;
and of then sharply backing down from and abandpthat policy, so as to give disastrous and eveisie
importance to our reversal. And recent historyingody loaded with illustrations of this formula abrk.

During the winter of 1957-58, for instance, thedaisower Administration loudly and emphatically sted --
especially to the chancelleries of Europe -- tllmhew summit conference or other United States taikh the
Soviet Union were admissible without an advanceewtdnding of some kind concerning progress towards
German reunification. This was the sine qua abany conference at all. Yet on March 12, 1988yianila (so
that the statement would get tremendous play imihidd press and practically none in the Americapgrs),
Dulles announced that the United States would ngdoinsist on the reunification of Germany evem@pgut
on the agenda of the expected summit conferen@.[Pffis statement cut the ground right out from emd
Adenauer, who didn't even try to hide that he lielthad been betrayed. It stimulated a tremendsusgence
of the spirit of "neutralism” towards Russia, inr@any; and was one of the clear markers of thenoagg of
the fall of all Western Europe, into a state ofuimalist® dependence on the "good will* of Russia $uch
autonomous existence as its nations will still gnjo

The same kind of double-crossing of France and dmylthroughout the whole Suez episode, had already
prepared the way for our repudiation of Adenaudseg@ven more impressive to all of Europe. Dulé#) an
overbearing arrogance towards allies which wadf itsdculated to weaken anti-Communist unity, hasisted
that France and England leave the whole troublk Wasser in his hands, for him to have settledutdincfull
American support of a Canal Users' Association. iMhé&nally became plain that he had no slightagtntion

of living up to his promises, England and Francdarked on their ill-fated invasion. It is almostteén that
this step was encouraged, and sold to the Britngh French governments, by Communist influencesiwith
those governments, because the Communists knewcthag use Dulles and Eisenhower and the poweneof t
American government to convert the invasion inttragic fiasco.[273] The net results were: (1) tokma
England and France look like silly third-rate posyen the whole Middle East, where their influetea been

so strong for so long;[274](2) to glorify Nassertihe eyes of the whole Arab world, as the natehvho had
reduced the lions to slinking cats;[275](3) to ¢teem both England and France a hatred and distiutite
American government, especially among the real-@athmunists in those countries, which later actions
would make even more fatal to any defense of Wedterope.[276]

Not only, as is now well known, were all of theseps and results planned in advance, at leastr dmtk as
the Twentieth Congress of the Communist Party irsddav, in February of 1956; not only were the result
successfully achieved; but Dulles and Eisenhowgiezhout their part in the Kremlin-conducted dramigh
consummate skill. Eisenhower even added to therb#gss of the most patriotic British through maeyspnal
touches. He orderetthe British and French to pull their armed forbask out of the Suez territory, as if they
had been tributary powers;[277]and he rubbed salihe wound by using "cavalry barracks language" in
confirming these orders personally to Anthony Edeer the transatlantic telephone.[278] When Edeagxd
to be allowed to come to Washington to state thasBrcase, Eisenhower at first agreed; and thdsligy
humiliated Eden further by canceling the conseifivrgethe British Prime Minister could catch a pla2é9]
As to Dulles, anybody who thinks we are hard o tiremlin-serving hypocrite ought to read the Briti
newspapers of November and December, 1956. Theg n@r excoriating him because of disagreements
points of view, but because of deliberate lies & told members of the British government, on whieky had
depended as truth.[280] The London magazine, Puater,summed up their whole attitude in a long lbitigr
article which ended with the "discovery" that Mrull2s was a schizophrenic. "There exists within ,hinit
said, "a vigorous majority in favor of guaranteetongell the approximate truth between 11 A. M. &d. M.
on Sundays, Washington time. By other bits of hins istill felt that . . . such a concession woulttermine
the entire basis of Mr. Dulles' position."[281]




It is with regard to our hand in the French troslle North Africa, however, that we find both tHearest and
the most recent example of our government's malfuskdetermined, and brazen service to the So\® We
have given all kinds of encouragement and suppmrthe Communist-controlled F. L. N. (Front de la
Liberation Nationale), which is committing the atitees and stirring up all the trouble in Alger{2) We have
pretended to be trying to help the French setdsdhroubles, even to having Mr. Dulles' right-hamah, Mr.
Murphy, insist on telling the French just what tf2B2]-- and what they must do, to retain Ameritsupport"

-- in Tunisia and Algeria. (3) Eisenhower personatused the fall of the Gaillard government, bgspeally
demanding its acceptance of policies of appease(mdnth of course only made matters worse, as ey
intended to do), and by making our intervention ldatant as to precipitate a crisis in the French
parliament.[283] (4) And the net results are that Murphy in particular and the American governmant
general are associated with miserable failuregchhy the most patriotic and anti-Communist Freremror
having really caused those failures, and have sseteup the whole situation that there is littlarcde even de
Gaulle can keep it from getting worse. The cardalliof North Africa are completely stacked on béloathe
Communists, and an objective study of the developsinere over the past three years will show amivély
that Eisenhower (and Dulles) have played a leagimg in stacking those cards. The brutal pro-Comstun
pressure exerted on Gaillard's government, andctineent double-crossing obstructions to any praspec
Gaulle might otherwise have of working out a soamti-Communist solution to the Algerian affair, ralgr
clime: a long and successful series of Eisenhowegsferences in North Africa on behalf of Sowaéins.[284]

And let us repeat, in final conclusion to this deapthat the three or four "shows" to which wedawned our
dial are simply illustrations of what is going dh@aer the world. On the other side of the plainetn Paris our
government, after turning a very cold shoulder lie tebels in Sumatra against the Communist digtator
Sukarno -- whose power in Indonesia we largelytecedy driving the Dutch out for him -- our goverem
has been openly selling arms to Sukarno. Thesamaadd to those being received from Russia anddRéath,

to put down the anti-Communist revolt. And justni@ke our pro-Communist position clear, our ambassad
recently gave a dinner for Sukarno. All SoutheasibAhorrified, views this discouragement of opposito a
Communist dictator now consolidating his positiand this deliberate demonstration of high regardiltie
dictator himself, as a further huge step of betr&ydahe anti-Communist cause. Even the Nation&isinese
press in Formosa has stated caustically that iseme misunderstanding after these incidents aghiere the
sympathies of the American government really lie.

They are right. There should no longer be any ndetstanding of where Eisenhower's sympathies ie, b
anybody -- even by good Americans who were foatisbugh to support him for the Republican nominaiion
1952.[285]



CHAPTER FOURTEEN
The One-Worlder[286]....

It was at least forty years ago when this writestfihrilled to Tennyson's lines:
"Till the war-drum throbbed no longer, and the leafiags were furled

In the Parliament of man, the Federation of thela@vor

"There the common sense of most shall hold a fregalm in awe,

And the kindly earth shall slumber lapped in unsadaw. "

The poet paints a picture which every human befrgpod will and good conscience would like to seedme

a reality. The desire for permanent and worldwidage, maintained by a just and honorable worldwide
government, has become increasingly stronger duhieagecent centuries while the world itself wasvgng
increasingly smaller. A federation of all natios,ong enough to make warfare between differenbnatas
infrequent and unlikely as warfare between the Acaer states, has become a great ideal.[287] And the
Communists have been just as quick to prostitute dndent longing to the service of their conspiriat
purposes as they have every other humanitariamnsamit or noble dream of modern man. The Communists
want a world government, all right. And they ardlimg to work towards it through every form of "fexhtion”
(like the United Nations)[288] and "parliament"k@i the International Labor Organ ization) that damn
devised. But the "one world" government they wantimonolithic tyranny, ruled from Moscow through
administrative satrapies -- as they have made dwdmingly clear, by both words and actions, forrowerty
years. The "federations" and "parliaments" whiclythave been so instrumental in setting up, orogsuth
lengths to control, are regarded by the Commumstsiltimately nothing more than additional agencied
forces, manipulated by them to hasten the surreafi@ational sovereignties to the Kremlin's intéiozal
police state. And among the silliest of all the-sielceptions of the Western nations is that theymay along
with this game, hoping against cold reality thag¢sd organizations will somehow prove to be, or lban
converted into, something other than Soviet pawns.

If a group of honest men were to play poker, atchhheir lives were the stakes, with a group ofinarooks
determined to snuff out those lives, and were tacede to the crooks the privilege of cheating a&rgvwrn,
while the honest men bound themselves by ethiealdsirds and the rules of the game, the stupiditthef
action would be beyond all understanding And tb&tourse, is what appeats be happening in the United
Nations, UNESCO, ILO, WHO, and in all the rest lboé tinternational monstrosities. It is what appearbe
happening in the countless moves by the UnitedeStainilaterally, to gamble our substance and soymty
against unsigned checks on a nonexistent bank atodduture good will. But if a sufficient percexge of
those supposedly "honest men, " and the most milaBieamong them at that, are really stooges ofctioeks,
using their influence and leadership to make paditon in the game by themselves and their frieselsm
plausible, then the mystery disappears and onlyfdhkeodor of treachery remains. And it is only whinat
interpretation is placed on the efforts of the Bs®mver Administration to promote one-worldism tisatch
efforts make any sense at all.

This is not the time or place to point out the amunng flavor given the United Nations by Alger Hjg89]
ILO by Albert Thomas,[290] WHO by Brock Chisholm9P] or to document the effective domination of all
such organizations by the Communists and their syhigers today. But we must take a few pages toliligt

a fraction of Eisenhower's most important contiimg towards the creation of a united socialistlaverin the
exact sense and for the exact purpose desired sgdho And among the greatest of these contributiass
been his determined drive for vastly expanded, paent, American "foreign aid, " to be slanted manel
more directly in favor of Soviet satellites and eegencies.

Just to analyze our foreign-aid program adequatelyld take many volumes.[292] One of its intringicd
vital long-range purposes, a socialist egalitasanbetween nations, has seldom even been discirssed



American press. We are all aware that socialisenué and implies a leveling process, as to bothgrtg and
income, between the individuals within any natiobaundaries -- except for the special and tremesdou
prerogatives of the police-state bureaucrats whothe show. Most of us realize that the progressive
confiscatory income tax, for instance, is one @f tilany Marxian tools designed to see that ultigatel man,

no matter how much more industrious and ambitibas this neighbors, has more of anything than deetho
neighbors.[293] But we are inclined to forget tdtat the Communists demand _is internatiopatialism,
under which no nation (or area, or province of Mwgcwhich had once been a nation) would have mbére o
anything than any other nation.

As the Communists get ever nearer to their godbtafl world conquest, they are visibly putting mairéve
behind the subsidiary goal of egalitarianism betweations.[294] For just as a socialist economyhivit
national boundaries, that denies individuals thelpge of bettering their own lots except througghvernment
rewards, makes it much easier to rule any people ureaucratic tyranny, so will a socialized etyal
between nations and races make control by the tEsgs the top far easier to maintain. In thetrg means
bringing the poorer and less industrialized natiopgo a certain level of property, production, gmdsperity.
In fact, of course, and as all human experienceshasvn, it means bringing the richer nations dowrorne
level of poverty for all. But the Kremlin gangsten®e not especially concerned about that. It i8lelreling of
the differences which is vital to their plans. Tdonstant pouring of American billions into the peocountries,
if the stream can be made large enough, is inteadeal psychological even more than a substantege sf
huge import in the direction of ultimate equalipati

But there are many intermediate purposes which Araeirforeign aid is intended to accomplish for 8wviets

in the meantime. The key to the short-range purpbrthe whole program lies in the supposedly subtle
arrogantly esoteric, arguments by which it is sufggb Americans by the millions say to each othehghings
as: "l can't follow the reasoning in giving plariesTito”; or, "How on earth our paying a Negro jaatist like
Dizzy Gillespie more salary than we pay the Pregidd¢ the United States, to take his band to Sgnd
Yugoslavia, does any good in the fight against Coamism, is beyond me"; or "With as much wastefulriass
the program as has been exposed, it is hard towsether the gains are worth the cost. " And the
summarization of all these comments would be: "Of@irse I'm not on the inside of all the diplomatic
bargaining and purposes involved, but from whes# inost of this foreign-aid business doesn't nsd@se to
me. " If these Americans could ever simply turnithminds around, however, and look clearly, plajnly
objectively, at American foreign-aid as a prograetilgerately designed, continued, and constantlyaedpd,
for the specific and conscious purpose of helpiregvtorldwide Communist conspiracy, the whole progeand
everything about it would immediately make veryigsknse indeed.

The fact that the very conception of American peat-foreign aid was inspired during the war by Earl
Browder and other Communists would not be too diffito prove. Some of the most important seedscabe
found in Browder's book, Teherapublished in 1944.[295] The part that Communigte Alger Hiss, Harry
Dexter White, and Frank Coe played, in getting usb&ked on this program, is already fairly well
known.[296] The way in which, from the very begimgiwith UNRRA, so much of our foreign-aid money was
brazenly steered, to direct help of the Commup83] by men like Dean Acheson and Herbert Lehnsall

a part of the record.[298] The fact that the miduet of this program was identified with the naofié&eorge
Marshall is significant; it was a tip-off to theptdlight Communists everywhere in the world as toatvwas
afoot.[299] And today, although a great numberathbvisionaries and practical politicians have beeguiled
into supporting foreign aid, the strongest, mogtifewous, and most persistent pressure for itsicoahce and
increase is coming from the extreme Left -- witlsdfihower leading the pack. | have never seen omé wo
against our foreign aid program in either The D#igrkeror the_National Guardiamor, for that matter, in the
two great newspapers whose editorial points of viglew those of The Daily Workemost closely, the New
York Timesand the Washington Post.

The truth is that, as the Communists well reakzen though the American people do not, thereieeenfiajor
forms of harm to ourselves in this scattering of billions. First is the sheer expense.[300] On ¢bg@ll the
other wild extravagances of our government, thagmm is doing its part towards taking us, withréasing
rapidity, into that cruel and crushing form of bamstcy which results from wiping out the value airo
currency.



Second is the effect of our incredible wastefulpe@ssnaking us the laughing stock of the world, jsabto the
ridicule of the very people whose friendship we supposed to be winning.[301] When just one ouwdwoften
foreign-aid offices in the small country of Iranjthvfifty-five employees including stenographerss Hdty-
three official automobiles and forty-one native uffieurs, we are not making friends out of the leasi but
overbearing fools out of ourselves. Yet this case sample par for the course.[302]

Third is the tremendous help we give to socialstegnments. They use our millions to cover up #sults of
their economic folly, to keep themselves in powerincrease the socialization of their respectiventries, to
fasten their bureaucratic grip more tightly oves ttaily lives of their citizens, and to createimneake ever more
favorable for the poisonous vines of Communism.[303

Fourth is the extent, already mentioned, to whighforeign-aid money is channeled into direct sdizsition

of the Communists.[304] The stock illustrationhe tmore than a billion dollars we have given TB0g] But
from the UNRRA funds which we handed Madame Sunséat and the Lublin Gang a dozen years ago, to the
ninety million dollars we gave Gomulka in 1957 ,Hsenhower's present demands for enormous regiiiar g
to all Communist satellite governments, the rearthis idiocy is continuous. Only this year foethrst time,
however, have the supporters of foreign aid comteitrat one of its purposes is to bribe the sagellit
governments not to revolt against the Kremlin.[306]other words, the Eisenhower Administration @swvn
shamelessly -- if not yet quite openly -- using Aicen taxpayers' millions as one of the effectiveapons of
the Kremlin for keeping its puppets happily rewar@ad under easier control. And the American pebple
been so brainwashed and befuddled, by the pro-Caonstnpropaganda issued right by our government, tha
they do not recognize this course as either idardyeason.

The fifth harmful effect of our checkbook invasiprisowever, is even more important and much more
fundamental. With our dollars, and our locust swamh agents to spend those dollars, we act exdkdy
foreign conquerors everywhere today. Tens of thedsaf our "occupying” forces, both civilian andlitary,

lord it over the natives of the countries whereythee stationed; and, as the very reason for thestence, go
about telling the poor benighted natives what tadd how to lead their lives. (In 1955, for instanwe spent
nine hundred thousand dollars in Turkey, organizang setting up labor unions, so that the Turksldvbave
better industriatelations!)[307]

The Kremlin-controlled Communist conspiracy is atfyithe most ambitiously imperialistic force thets ever
come into existence on our planet. But a key madfii@oviet policy is: Always accuse your opponeinstfand
loudly, of those very crimes which you yourself aoenmitting. And since they realized they could eremake

us appear to anybody, for very long, as impermlisy the sword, they have steered us into becoming
imperialists by the dollar. It is very easy for Ria agents and Russian propaganda to point tosus a
imperialists; to convince the natives everywherat twe are imperialists; and to get us hated andedea
accordingly. For we have actually become impetslimeddling in the lives, the economics, the msjtand

the foreign policies, of almost every remaining oy in the free world; and doing so as extensively
obnoxiously, and almost as damagingly, as eveadidesar who had taken over such countries bynbels

We even help the Communists' propaganda by giviagitnames on which to hang their charges. By adaling
"Truman Doctrine" for Greece and Turkey and therd'EBisenhower Doctrine" for the Middle East to a enc
highly respected but now easily distorted Monroectine, we have appeared to intend ultimately to
promulgate American "doctrines" which would defatyt establish us as imperialist "protectors" of ruiies all
over the world. Nothing could serve the Russiarpaganda and psychological needs today better tiean t
announcement, some eighteen months ago, of thalleatd&isenhower Doctrine.[308] It led immediatédy
newspaper headlines all over the world such as: RMRA SEEKS TO DOMINATE THE MIDDLE EAST. In
our opinion, it was deliberately planned and inthébr that purpose. The Eisenhower Doctrine efgizemnot
only the folly of our course, but the clever treasdhich determines it.[309]

Whereas Harry Truman was usually too dumb to redliwe specific purposes for which his name and his
authority were being used, however, Eisenhowerpsasonally played too clever a hand in the Comntunis
game, too long, in too many different sets of amstances, for any such assumption even to be rablgon
Especially has he had his hand, consciously, coatisly, and emphatically in the promotion of foremd
spending. In 1957 he threatened to call a speesdian of Congress if the foreign-aid appropriatienhad



currently demanded was cut by just the 13% whick wdicated.[310] Although a very suspicious segrec
about what was to be done with the money maddfituli for even Congress to learn any of the dstai was
possible to find out that this proposed new appadipn included fifteen million dollars of economaad for
Tito plus "some" military assistance, and many otirants of equally doubtful character.[311] Yes@&hihower
insisted that reducing this foreign-aid appropoiatwould put the interests of the United State®al jeopardy,
and strongly implied that the reduction by eveew millions would be a life-and-death matter for oational
security; 312 As the Wall Street Journaaid on August 16, 1957, it was almost imposstbldind the
President's statements about foreign aid even ldeedWe insist that they were quite credible andtequ
understandable, once you realized on which sideeofence he was working.

The repetition of that same drive for huge foregyth-appropriations in 1958, with the drive agaieapeaded

by Eisenhower himself, is raging right while th@sges are being revised. Its character can be guitige the

fact that on May 22 the chairman of a House Appatipns Subcommittee angrily called a halt to the
subcommittee hearings on foreign aid because of'uhprecedented pressure campaign” being exerted ol
members of Congress by the White Hou3#3]

The U. S. News and World Repadn hardly be called biased in this connectionefe@ry page of every issue
breathes its childishly unquestioning admiration Eessenhower. But on August 23, 1957 that magagaid:
"President Eisenhower's unusual interest in foraigin leading to White House pressure of a kindenarted

for any other legislation, is reported by some Rxipan leaders in Congress to be a mystery to tHémview

of the provable tremendous harm which our foreighpaogram is doing to the United States and thelevh
anti-Communist cause, such members of Congresbdin the 1957 and 1958 sessions) might well have
regarded Eisenhower's eternal pressure for itsnesxa, and for its frozen projection into futureay® as a
mystery indeed. But once you accept the perfeatipke fact of Eisenhower's real intentions, thastayy also
completely evaporates.

Next to American foreign aid, in promoting one-waisim, Communist style, has now emerged that
manifestation of peaceful coexistence known as 'tdtural exchanges. " And it was Eisenhower's
participation in, and actions during, the first SuihConference, which made this program even ptessHor

not until escape to America, or defection to thesWad any kind, had been made to appear hopelasajgh
the ostentatious friendship of the American Pretiaéth the Kremlin brass, did the Soviet Union elatart
letting its citizens out of the prison of its borsleto come to the United States in huge and ungndi
delegations of every kind. Then, when the flood guder way, these delegations received the sniiiegsing
and studied encouragement of Eisenhower at evaty tu

The real purposes of these visits are too obviand,the real composition of the delegations is taavwell
known, for us to belabor either point hergl4 Instead, we'll let one illustration simply projetie whole
argument. After the Russian crew of "housing autiest' had visited many other cities, it came tostdm. A
refugee friend of ours got an article into a lawalvspaper 315 revealing that one member of this gang, named
Manikov, really was quite an authority on housikig:t was second in command of all the slave labompsam
Russia. Mr. Manikov, learning of this article anfdtloe warm welcome awaiting him here from the Robsd
Lithuanian refugees, dropped out of his delegabiefore arrival, to join it somewhere later, anderedid show

in Boston. Actually he was typical of the kind ofisted hard-core Communist agents which the Krehmdis
been sending on these excursions, even thoughahtdstm have escaped the similar embarrassmerdiof) b
specifically recognized and identified.

One little-noticed effect, out of the maharmful results of letting all these delegatiohs<Communist agents
and spies roam the whole country, has been théidetampening of the anti-Communist ardor of vaso
refugee groups and racial minorities from the &ttehations. For on seeing how cordially such ting
Communists were treated by our government and llewong government example and urging -- by our
chambers of commerce and other business orgamzatibe Americans of Polish or Latvian or Lithuania
origin, and from many other ancestral sources, Hagun simply to drop their active anti-Communism i
despair. With the United States itself so visibljigd into the one-world orbit of Communist spyimgfjuence,
and governmental reach, they have decided it Ig fol themselves -and even greater folly for thelatives in
their respective homelands -- to fight against dipileading monstrous tyranny any longét 6]



But all of that is, in a way, only a plus on thalreeturns. A royal welcome is given to the "Chastministers"
from Soviet Russia, at the Council of Churches mgah Evanston.317 The Moiseyev Russian folk dancers
put on their show in Washington's Capitol Theaaed( many others throughout the country). "EveryBody
attends, including of course John Foster Dullestaadrother Allen. During the intermission our Bxary of
State visits backstage and chitchats with the ®oop how much happiness they are spreading amang th
American people318 As Fulton Lewis says, it was all very chummy, aod made any less so by the fact that
it was the very same evening when the Kremlin anned it had executed Nag$19 Nor by the fact that the
American guest conductor of this dance group plédde Fifth Amendment rather than tell whether les\&
Communist. 320]

A half-starving pianist from Texas, named Van Clilgus invited to play in Moscow, is awarded a priand
returns to be given a ticker tape parade and wedcdown Broadway -- to be sure the Russian gengrosit
appreciation of talent, sense of fair play, anditgbio make any American artist famouse all given the
widest possible publicity. Then Tovarish Van Clibugives a concert, in Washington's Constitutionl loél
course, during which the "distinguished" audienamds at rapt attention while the Communist Inteonale

is played. 323 (And how many members of Mr. Eisenhower's admiaigin thrilled to this foreshadowing of
the coming dawn when -- in the words of that anthtta Communist Internationale shall be the hunaae r -
nobody will ever know. )

Mr. Cyrus Eaton lavishly entertains Soviet scidntat his Pugwash estate, and Soviet diplomats dtdme in
Cleveland. 323 And Eisenhower himself is so anxious to show Igé megard for every loyal Communist that
he makes strenuous efforts to have representativéise Kadar puppet government of Hungary attersd hi
second inauguration, almost before the dead badite Hungarian fighters for freedom, killed bysie Kadar
Communists, have been picked up from the streeBaidépest.

From literally ten thousand such evidences that @amists are just the same as everybody else, ooig 50,
most of the native anti-Communist American patriats learning -- or we are supposed to be learritige
hopelessness of our cause. The spreading "goddoivitine-worldism, which not only includes the Coommst
murderers but which they visibly dominate, gainsmmeatum from these acts of "neighborliness” and
"togetherness” every day. And the support of Eieerdn personally, through both words and exampleafo
steady in crease in such visits and "cultural emgka" and "international courtesies"” of every sotthat also is
exerted almost daily, with all the power of thedddency behind his maneuvers.

The question of GATT and American tariffs is tomdp complicated, and bitterly controversial, fortasgo
into it here. But there is one specific angle aé thuestion which is directly pertinent and impattéo our
present discussion. It is being more and more aeédyitand will probably soon be boasted, by theftari
destroyers led by Eisenhower, that one of theilsggmathe complete wiping out of national boundsiite all
matters of economics. Now if we really could hawenpletely free trade, which was not a one-way ttree
between all the peoplesf the world, there are few Americans who wouldgeoch But of course what the
Eisenhower pack is seeking is something entirdierdint. They want the tariff barriers removed,tisat any
and every country in the world can dump their pagun the United States; while the currency liesnand
controls of foreign governments, and numberlesserotiestrictions including outright prohibition, meak
American exports to those same countries -- evegoofls or in areas where our technological advastag
would enable us to compete with the immensely obegreign labor -- utterly impossiblé823 And don't let
any sophomoric or dishonest "liberal" economisk yeu foreign interests cannot sell goods in Aneerior
American dollars without also eventually buying #rpiivalent in some form of American goods, forevttise
they would have nothing to do with the money. Thame at least two things to do with it, which then@nu
nist governments in particular, now dumping shoegrockery in America, or acquiring American dodlar
through other "exchanges" throughout the world] Bxtremely attractive. One is to convert it intdcag(which
they are allowed to do, though American citizers @ot), and withdraw that gold to spend anywheréhén
world. The other is to invest those American dgllar acquiring control or voice in American induesitr
enterprises. They have already followed both procesito the tune of billions of dollar824]

Here again we see the great "leveling” principlevatk. But we see something else at work, too, tiscof
even more interest at the minute. That is the pdypgfical conditioning of the American people to tbea of
weakening, and eventually eliminating, national raaries, When the United States becomes, in eca@somi



just an area, not a nation, it will have been takéong way towards becoming politically just amréwistrative
area in a Commu nist-socialist one-world. And Esemer is taking us in that direction, through theans,
just as fast as he can possibly contrive the prsiggs -- or his Communist bosses can contrive floetmm.

We have already touched on NATO, so far as it tdfeend defeats, any honest American defense agains
Communist military power. But again there is anotaed different point which needs to be spotlightede.
Briefly, the three chief features of the North Ati@ Treaty Organization are: (1) its incrediblesgq?2) its
acceptance by the American people as a substdute feal defense prograr825 and (3) its subordination of
American armed forces and American decisions tatmrol of an international organizatipB826 No. 3 only

iS our present concern.

Comparatively few Americans have even yet wakedauthe fact that the statute binding us into NATO -
which Senator Taft fought so vigorously and so laiwt was in several respects a direct repeal af ou
Declaration of Independenc&27 Our military secrets, our defense plans, and tepogition of our forces,
have been put into the hands of a "Standing Gréepmposed of officers of three countries, Frarain,
and the United States, with equal representationl Walter Lippmann -- who does know what goes ahian
very happy about it -- has gloated that "the degdeason for limiting the war to the Korean peuiasfor not
expanding it into China, was that American strategjr power is not only committed to the defensdahef
Atlantic Community but that it cannot as a mattetezhnical procedure be employed except with thleaind
willing collaboration of Great Britain and FranceWe have italicized the important part of thisabb The
United Nations can only argue, recommend, and kpingic and private pressures to bear, as to wieatiov
with our planes, ships, and troops. The "Standingqu@' of NATO can command.

Most Americans have forgotten that NATO was dreammgdand initiated by Dean Acheson, and fathered by
Harry Truman under Acheson's guidance. They ramay its "implementation” and leadership by Dwight
Eisenhower, without realizing that the significardehis fact is even more sinister than that @ dther two.
Nor do they realize that the surrender of any pbAmerican sovereignty to an organization of &ftenations -

- even though that organization was supposéalijmed for the purpose of opposing the Soviet dnois a
huge step, psychologically and substantively, @ direction of eventual surrender of more and nudrthat
sovereignty to one-world organizations increasirggigtrolled by the Communists.

The truth is that the Communists do not care whetthe dilution of American sovereignty, and thedkiag
down of the Americans' belief in and reverencetha independence of their action, is accomplishedur
participation in the United Nations, by our contest submission to NATO, by the activities of theitegd
World Federalists, by each of a dozen other instnalities, or by all of them working together. Bue
ultimate Communist Internationale is ntot be a federation of nations, and contemplateglamination of
national boundaries and national patriotisms. Eweepkening of such boundaries and such patriotisamd
especially of the United States boundaries andfdneerly fierce and proud American patriotism, is a
corresponding gain for Communist purposes. Anduhiher truth is that you cannot find one singlgortant
way or mean®f weakening our national sovereignty and ouris@enit for that sovereignty which Eisenhower
has not been using or promoting for years, to #ry best of his remarkable ability and the fullettof his
power.

On October 25, 1957, President Eisenhower and Rvimister Macmillan of England issued a joint sta@nt
in which they said: "The concept of national seiffisiency is now out of datg.'328§ We do not know just
what the British law covering such a situation rbay We do know that for a President of the

United States such a statement, and even moreohigless efforts to support it by his actions, tiute a
deliberate violation of his solemn oath of offigestifying his immediate impeachment; and thatldek of any
move for such impeachment itself shows the almobelievable extent to which he and his Communissbs
have been able to make the American people logedbscience, their courage, and their sense.



CHAPTER FIFTEEN

The Propagandist....

In 1949 Herbert Lehman and a group of associatesef an outfit known as the National Committee &Kor
Free Europe, Inc. Just how much Lehman knew or edatd know about fighting Communism is revealed by
his actions while head of UNRRA, when he channékedehabilitation millions out through such Comrais

as Madame Sun Yat-sen in China and the Lublin Gairgpland.

By what precise steps has never been quite clearwith the personal blessing of Dean Acheson dued t
financial aid of his State Department, in 1950 tkimbryonic organization grew into the Free Europe
Committee, Inc. This was a semi-public, semi-gorental agency (the government's participation amdrol
have purposely been kept confused and indefinabileis day). The Free Europe Committee then fatheve
offsprings: The Crusade For Freedom, which wouiseranoney; and Radio Free Europe, which would spend
most of it. In that same year the Crusade For FEn@edinder the presidency of General Lucius Clayndaed

the first of its annual gigantic fund-raising cangpe. (Clay had done as much as any other one maglp
Eisenhower to mess up the Berlin situation so fablyr for the Russians. ) As most Americans have now
forgotten, and most commentators and reportersigithie early history of Radio Free Europe seenratepto
omit, that first campaign was built largely aroutie pres tige and the synthetically created pojpiylaif
General Dwight D. Eisenhower. It got under way véathation-wide radio speech by Eisenhower, appgatin
the American public to support so noble a causesrdhlusiastically as he endorsed 829 And it was
Eisenhower's part in the establishment of Radie Eerope which, as indicated at the end of Chaptdrove,

we consider his greatest achievement on behalfeoKtemlin during his years as president of Coluanbi

In 1951 one of Eisenhower's closes/personal frieamtt$ political associates, C. D. Jackson -latebdoa
member of his White House "Palace Guard" -- moveds president of the Free Europe Committee. For th
next few years, in that capacity, Jackson conttotlee planning and dominated the policies of Rdeliee
Europe. 33Q To anybody really familiar with C. D. Jackson'ssphistory and actions, what then began to
happen would have been no surprise -- even if theerfican people had taken any slightest interestr af
putting up their money, in what was being done wtith

At any rate, the first country chosen to be restdrg the magic of C. D. Jackson and his Radio E@®epe to
the ranks of the free world was Czechoslovakiac&May 1, 1951 the powerful Czechoslovak statioRadio
Free Europe, near Munich, has been broadcastitigatocountry, in its native languages, for twenbuts a
day. To do the job correctly, Eisenhower's palksan, set up a so-called Council of Free Czechagiavto
conduct this psychological warfare. And the compasiof that committee was something to behold.

For in 1945 a group of Czech renegades had gothegen Moscow, formed a "national front" Czech
government with Stalin's blessing, and then hatbviedd the Red Army into Czechoslovakia, much as the
Lublin Gang had done in Poland. It was this groupct, through the positions its members were ablake
and the front organizations they formed, pavedahg for the Communists to take over the countriheacoup
d'etat of February, 1948. Yet, of the twenty-fivemon Jackson's Council of Free Czechoslovakiaytinlead
been members of this "national front" aggregatidfl]

The president of Jackson's Council was Dr. PeteklZavho had been deputy prime minister under the
Communist Prime Minister Gottwald. The foreign-stary of Jackson's Council, Dr. Hubert Ripka, had
written in a book published just the year befoidfe"are not naive enough to believe that our coucdry be
governed without the Communists332 In an earlier book he had written: "We Czechosksuaake no secret
of our genuine satisfaction that Soviet Russiaegitning to participate in European and world peditas a
strong world power;"333 An important member of Jackson's Council was Mad¥ajer, who had been
minister for food under Prime Minister Gottwald. d\the rest were all of the same stamp.

The actual broadcasting at Munich under Jacksoréstobn was in charge of Pavel Tigrid-Schoenfeldelf-
styled "former" Communist, who surrounded himseithwReds, and excluded every Czech patriot who had
ever shown the slightest hostility to Communism.i/back in the New York office, in charge of winaight



be called the "Czech desk, " Jackson installedif@nd Peroutka, who had been a leading sociahsicade of
Czech collaboration with the Communists before @@mmunists took over his couniry8334 Much of
Peroutka's "fighting” of Communism from New Yorknsisted of nasty remarks about Senator McCarthy,
General MacArthur, and Senator Taft, to be broadoasurope. In his commentary broadcast from Mhroa
August 3, 1952, reporting with obvious jubilatidmetdefeat of Senator Taft at the Republican Comwent
Peroutka proclaimed: "For Europe it is decisivd tha last remainders of isolationism have beerokad, and
that a sound policy has been carried to victpB885 And that, my friends, was nothing compared toubkeal
stuff you were paying for with your money, to be@dmicast over Radio Free Europe as a means of gusaak

the Iron Curtain.

Perhaps we should give you a really fair sampleotdfirm the above statement. The second countr§.dp.
Jackson's list for salvation was Hungary. His dedaeaf collaborators, agents, and committee mesfmrthat
operation was even worse than for Czechoslovaloaws'll skip the details here. And this bunch of
Communists and Communist-sympathizers really wendwn. In fact the pro-Communism of their broadsas
was so blatant that in 1954 the West German govemhntatching several of the leaders out of thenttgu
simultaneously, re fused to give them visas tobgek in, and threatened to throw the whole statigint off
German soil. For months these Communists werengagtround all over Europe, drawing pay from RadieeF
Europe for doing nothing, until the pressure frdra Eisenhower Administration on the German govenmime
was sufficient to get everything restored to i@tisd quo. But that's getting ahead of our illugirgtwhich
occurred on December 11, 1951. On that eveningwanfionths after this station of Radio Free Europeé h
started its crusade to encourage the Hungariattgein opposition to Communism, a Communist nameckIm
Mikes, using the pseudonym of Gallicus as he didhfioof his regular broadcasts, under the spomgoi@nd at
the expense of the American people, announced:

“In our 'The Living Hungarian Culture' column Humigaé poets will speak to the nation.... We shalirread
the poem of Laszlo Szabo, poet of the People's Reamy. It's title is: The Age Of Stalin. " Then,tlvihis
approval and admiration obvious, he read it. Arsl fo show you we are not fooling about what wantvee'll
take the space to give that poem in full, in aditéranslation. Here it is.

The Age Of Stalin

To the future generation taking our place and fvaimch the heroes of Tomorrow emerge

| dedicate my poem, to fix the rhythm and commern®otiae timeless creations of the Age of Stalin.

Never forget it: that which we start building tod&yery stone of it is a cornerstone on steel kaseon it our
new age is built, an age where work is a neceasitithe new Communist order reigns supreme.

| should start with him, who is always with us, wkeasmile beautifies all the young .. .

It was he who, for all times to come, defeatedekgloiters, and achieved final triumph for the sdccause --
Lenin.

But where Lenin is the branch, Stalin will be thenfer, when Lenin is the spark, Stalin will be fteanme;

And true to his solemn vow to the master, he nathfialy carries out lljich's testament, and wittnang and
sure hands leads humanity toward the final goelassless society. . .

My country, | am speaking to you now -Soviet blawas shed in glorious battles so you can becomeiatigo
. how at last the dreams of Doza, Kossuth andfPeame true and Rakosi is leading you toward tgrea
glorious goals!

In our country work has become glory and honor, aed/ heroes emerge from the work-contests; every
carload of steel is a month or a year in our fatiore that takes us ahead on our way to socialism.



Now eight hundred arms defend your peace, my cpuntand you are guarding the peace of eight huhdre
million ...

In the fire of class-struggle thus ripens and bddsnorrow, and the lame will walk and the blind lveike, man
will turn his back on poverty and disease, andieshines will topple the walls of class differences

This is the true empire of Truth, the one Marx waing about -- Marx the great prophet.

And over all of our days, like a torch on the maumtop, or a statue of granite, rises the greatdjaa of our
peace, Stalin, opening his arms wide -- to embtiaeg@eoples of the world!

This is the kind of propaganda for Americanism thvals going out over Radio Free Europe in 1951, unde
Eisenhower's close friend, C. D. Jackson. It iskinel that kept right on going out after Eisenhowecame
President. For instance, at 12:15 P. M., on Mayl353, over the Czechoslovak station, in the "Sunday
Comments of Ferdinand Peroutha™: "Eisenhower'srprogon the other hand, even though America's fi@sto
have not been nationalized, stands for the corafeporld socialism. There is no better way to désit. This

is socialism.... The aim of the program outlinedly President of the United States is to socidiiee[336]

That was certainly encouraging to the anti-Commntare$ Europe. As was this, on May 1, 1954, at 250/.:
"Today, on May 1st, we convey our greetings totatise who are dedicated to the faith in democratic
socialism."[337] To Communists, of course, May tresponds to our July 4; "democratic socialismthisir
own phony term for the Communist ideology; and sbebadcasts frequently end with the playing of the
Communist Internationale.

It is propaganda of exactly the same purport ~ ghosiightly more subtle -- which is going out o\adio
Free Europe today, under the direction of anoth&isenhower's close friends, Willis D. CrittenbergFulton
Lewis has been making that fact incontrovertiblgaclwith example after example, for months -- wsthwho
were not too willfully blind, or too indifferentptsee the truth staring them in the face. And adyhwho tries
to cut down on the money handed Radio Free Eurgpledogovernment (even though it is supposedlynafe
agency), or to reduce the public's contributionR#&alio Free Europe, or to change its policiesponaugurate
a Congressional investigation of the monstrosigs hun into and will run into the determined andious
opposition of Eisenhower, personally and as Presjdwery step of the way.

Of course a lot of milk-toast anti-Communism hasrbput out over Radio Free Europe. Of coursela li¢al
anti-Communism has been interspersed at rare alterv when, where, and how it would do the leastrh--
for the record. Of course the Russians have gaoeigh the motions of "jamming” Radio Free Eurofaishs
at times,[338] and of having such jamming widelplzized in the American press. After all, the Coomists,
engaged in winning the whole world with a carefull gradual deception as their major weapon, dengage
in such deception casually, or as a sideshow; nathdy often make the stupid mistake of overplaytimgjr
hand. They give each piece of deception the fudfgasional touch. They know it would be ridiculoos,at
least entirely too risky and foolhardy, to expdat American people to permit and maintain the s/ of
Radio Free Europe, unless when the crises arrivBoRéree Europe could pull some samples of acceptab
anti-Communism out of its records, and could gigmisplausible explanations for its general couBag. the
exhibits are not convincing, and the specious exgilans are not plausible, to anybody who looksefasugh
into the whole record.

The story of the United States Information Agenfiys made a separate bureau by Eisenhower after he
became President)[339] and of Voice of America[34Qlist as revealing. But every chapter of thiskbbas to

be selective rather than comprehensive. And therdveo other entirely different categories of Eisewer's
brilliant public - relations accomplishments foetkremlin that we wish to cover in this one.

First is the use of official Washington, and espligiof the White House itself, as a means of pibing and
glorifying foreign Communists and collaboratorsiwiommunists -- to the immense advantage of themsel
and discouragement of the anti-Communists in tregpective countries. The beginning of the breakdotv
the political control of Italy by the Christian Degrats, for instance, and of the development ofpitesent
dangerous power there of Nenni's Communist-coetiolleft-Wing Socialists and of Enrico Mattei, rgall



came with the death of De Gasperi on August 1941B6t it was given a tremendous boost by the ielean
April 29, 1955, of Giovanni Gronchi as Presidenttt# Republic. Gronchi, although a Christian Derab¢in

the same way that Eisenhower is a Republican), ededed with the strong and known help of Communist
support and votes;[341] and from the very hour isfihauguration speech he began pressing for tirerag
left-wing parties to be admitted to the governmeatan extent in this speech which, according ®® lew
York Times,"went beyond the wildest hopes of the Communistsfallow travelers. "[342]

Signor Gronchi immediately started encroaching o pjowers of his prime minister, stealing the ligtel,
advocating "neutralism" for Italy, and boastingwiés the first to advocate a so-called openingpédeft and |
am still in favor of it. " This, of course, was jube kind of man Eisenhower was looking for, taxtoin
Washington. In short order Gronchi was invited diviait of state" to this country, was royally erttened at
the White House, and was shown every mark of Emeehs approval and esteem. To the American people
this meant nothing. Even if they had ever heardGobnchi, they attached no significance to his being
entertained in Washington.[343 ]But in Italy oueatment of President Gronchi was of great impodanc
building up his prestige. (To add real body to itheubstantial pageant of our hospitality and favoe, World
Bank extended to Gronchi's government seventy aniltiollars -- the largest development loan it haar e
made in Europe.) And to the politicians of West&uarope, watching all of this with some lingering
amazement, it was made elaborately clear that #yetavgain the blessing and the help of the Whited¢ was

to collaborate with the Communists.

Nor was it necessary to be in any way pro-Amerioaattract the rain of Presidential favors from Wagton.

In fact, just the opposite, as the next exhibitthis preposterous parade of Eisenhower favorites twa
demonstrate beyond all doubt. For Achmed Sukarrnadnesia first came to the world's serious aanby
leading a mob which burned the President of theddn&tates in effigy, as an imperialist, in theests of
Batavia.[344] And although our government was the decisive factor in driving the Dutch out of Indsia
for him, in establishing him as the "president" amulv the virtual dictator of the so-called Repubdt
Indonesia, and is right now supplying him the atmgut down the Sumatran rebels against his Constuni
dictatorship, 345 Sukarno has never ceased being an outspokenty bitemy of the United States. Before,
during, and since he was accorded the honor -- and tremaerttklp to his personal position in Indonesiaf-- 0
the longest state visit in the history of our coynt346 Sukarno has excoriated the United States at euany
347]

When you think what an invitation to Chiang Kai-kter an official visit to America, and his beingtéd in
Washington, would mean to the whole anti-Commuaaise in Eastern Asia, and how easy it would be to
arrange; and when you then think how damaging eoatfiti-Communists and helpful to the Communists was
our lavish hospitality to, and fawning over, Sul@r848 then, just from that consideration alone you can
realize how definitely and deliberately the Whiteude and our State Department are giving everyaad
encouragement to our Communist enemies that thes 349 And increasingly they dare a great deal. For it
was not enough to have Sukarno spend nineteenrdagsng this country and being royally entertaiasdhe
guest of our government, or to have him addressnd eeting of both houses of Congress convenddsin
honor, or to give him all the publicity about hikmgous reception in America. (This was publicityhish he
immediately used to great advantage for the Comstsim Red China, during his visit to his friend dvidat
directly followed his visit to his friend Eisenhowe On top of these "routine” arrows for his prgpada bow,
Eisenhower arranged to give him a few silver-tippe@s as well -- such as sending Eisenhower's mparso
planehalf way across the Pacific, to pick up Sukarnd Brning him to our shores; and such as the higls@ra
which Eisenhower went out of his way to give Suk&nmemarks.35Q Nothing was too good, nor even good
enough, for the man whose troops, at that very,timege murdering wholesale the Christians of thdudoan
islands who had been our most unswerving friendsli@ceania for twenty years.[351]

Then came Mr. Nehru. His aggressive activities ehatf of the Communists throughout all of the foul
negotiations at Panmunjom should alone have beeugbnto get him recognized forever as the mortahen

of the United States352 If any reader will just brush aside the smoke réutralist” nonsense about Nehru,
blown so blindingly by his "liberal" friends in thicountry, however, and start looking at the adaetls of his
work with and for the Kremlin for more than thirygars, they cannot escape the conclusion that &dogal
viceroy of the Kremlin in India today. In the Noisue of ONE MAN'S OPINION[353] we gave many pages
of evidence to support our belief that Nehru wa] Bbng had been, a conscious wholehearted agethieof



Communists. We cannot repeat that evidence hettesiBee at least 1927, when Nehru became vicegeasi

of the first important world-wide Communist frorthe League Against Imperialisformed in Brussels;
through the late 1930's, when he was sending sdplof food to the Communist butchers who weren¢gryo
take over Spain; through 1949; when the whole ek of American correspondents, returning to tied
truth about what was happening in Indonesia, watraged in Bombay by an "accident" so convenient fo
Nehru's good friend, Sukarno; until the presentetimvhen he is brazenly using hundreds of milliofis o
American dollars to make India socialist in her @stic economy and Communist in her international
alignment; during all of this period Nehru's statas be most easily clarified by a very old illasion; 354]

Thirty years ago here was an animal that considiself a tiger, associated regularly and actiwelith other
tigers, and was accepted by them as a leader atgang. Since then this animal has never ceasémblolike

a tiger, act like a tiger, spring like a tiger, réike a tiger, smell like a tiger, or side withetkigers in all of their
raids on the lambs. What possible basis is thar®ashington's straining and pretended assumptianthis
animal might be a lamb today, acting the way itdaerely because it is afraid of the other tigers?

What's more, Nehru has continuously directed hss@Qummunist energies against the United Statedhies t
chief target of his enmity -- as any good Commuwistild. But he was invited to pay us a state wsis given
an immeasurable amount of free publicity in oursprand over the air, and was treated -- for thddwtor
observe -- with all the respect and cordiality tme great friend and ally. In fact, Eisenhowerspeally went
much further than even the most cordial formalitieaild have required.

For obvious political reasons there had been akbreahe parade of the captains and kings of Comsm to
our shores, from June, 1956 until after the electitat fall. But not long after; Mr. J. Nehru aed in
December, white riding breeches and all. Theraraliens of Asiatics whom Nehru wishes to reachthathe
kind of propaganda provided him by his glamorouweption in America, to whom a picture is literaliyprth
ten thousand words, because of their illiteracy.h®ohas skillfully made of the sloppy white pantalled
churidarin their Kashmir habitat) a trademark by whichdaa readily be recognized in any photograph. And
the cleverly contrived, brilliantly posed, pictw&Nehru, wreathed in smiles, rushing up the WHiteise steps
and practically into the arms of an equally frigndhd smiling Eisenhower, who was coming out theité/h
House door to greet him (so that the well known eedrly recognizable outsid# the White House would be
the setting of the photograph) -that picture alaas worth as much to the worldwide Communist pardie if
America had started dropping bombs on Bangkok aaghBad.355]

Mr. Eisenhower's gushing remarks about the "pmaland honor" thus given himself, of receiv ing Nelike
a long-lost brother, were merely additional divideron the performance, for the sake of Asiaticfiently
informed to be aware that Nehru was stabbing Amaencthe back at every opportunjt$56 But, as usual,
substance was added to the glory accorded oureelxgliest. Shortly before his arrival our governngate
him -- pardon us, sold him -- six hundred and fiftyo million dollars' worth of wheat, cotton, ricand other
farm products. At least, that is the price our gawgent had paid for the merchandise. We sold Nearu for
360 million dollars, on paper. Out of that 360 il we gave him back 54 million as an undisguiséd \§/e
allowed him a "long-term credit” for 234 million l&rs of it. The remaining 72 million dollars, &lehru was
actually paying for the 652 million dollars’ worthve were to take from India in goods we were thegive
away in other parts of the world3574 And this was all entirely aside from the "negatias” then being
conducted, for some long-term "loans" in real mgriewards paying the ten billion dollars estimatedt of
India's new five-year plan. If you will concede alaim that we are not here discussing this matseone of
the follies of foreign aid, but solely from the pbbf view of propaganda, we believe you will theamit that
just as the makings of pro-Communist propagandaeatar treatment of Nehru was pretty powerful stéfid
it was primarily Eisenhower's words, actions, anfluence which made that treatment something fer th
Kremlin boys really to write home about.

The magazine Human Event858 and other dependable sources of Washington infiamaconvincingly
stated it to have been the original intention afeBhower and his State Department to have Nehlawed in

this parade of Communist visitors by Tito, and thEto by Khrushchev and Bulganin themselves. And
Kiplinger, who can see neither the past nor theurtutexcept through the eyes of the Eisenhower
Administration, bravely announced on December 2861 "Tito probably will visit sometime in early 5ipg...
Washington and Gettysburg. Both are easy to comigainst riots and demonstrations. " It was discee




however, that the brainwashing of the American peo@ms not yet far enough advanced for quite saehngd
gestures of camaraderie with the top Communishtgrto be feasible. So those "spectaculars” innBiseer's
pro-Communist propaganda displays were postpongidtiue market was in a more responsive mood.

There is a third kind of pro-Communist propagandtvay, which Eisenhower has been carrying on, alihi
has largely escaped seriously critical attentiaor. the separate, apparently spontaneous pieceshieavetoo
little recognized as parts of a long-range delitegraumulative program. This program has two sasti®ne
might be identified as "The Spirit of Geneva ExtensCourse by Correspondence, " although it begag |
before the Summit Conference which was supposédve given birth to the "Spirit of Geneva. " -Thaer

could be called: "Pot Shots for the Pravda LinghgyPresident of the U.S.A. "

To illustrate the second section first, we ask youake a look with us at a fraud known as Theld.iRed
Schoolhouse of New York City. It is a private "pregsive” school, of which Randolph B. Smith is dioe. At
least Randolph B. Smith is one of the names heughe one for this purpose. Even under that naenbas a
Communist front record a mile long. His record efging Communists and Communist causes goes back a
least as far as 1940, and continues without brigk up to this morning. In 1952 he took the Fislnendment
rather than answer under oath as to whether heawasmber of the Communist Par359 Mrs. Randolph B.
Smith also used the Fifth Amendment, to avoidrgllwhether she was a member of the Communist Party
whether she had tried to recruit teachers for toem@unist Party when she supervised the N. Y. SAHRA
nursery school project, and a lot of other thin@60]

Associated with the Smiths in running the LittledR&choolhouse, either as teachers or as trustaes,ldeen
Hubert T. Delany, Norman Studer, Basil Bass, DrbBea Biber, Adele Lithauer, and other birds of shene
feather, all well known to bird watchers who tuheit glasses on the nesting grounds of the Comnsuriis

put it bluntly, the Little Red Schoolhouse is aoraius show place of Communist sympathies. Yet eoréary

28, 1958, at a dinner in New York celebrating thertty-fitth anniversary of Mr. Smith's pro- Commsini
educational enterprise, the highlight of the affaias a personal message from President Eisenhowe
commending the school for " searching out new peththe training of free citizens. "

As the VFW's_Guardpogtointed out, a congratulatory message from thei@at of the United States is a
prize eagerly sought after by many institutip@61 But, to the best of our knowledge, no other pevathool
in the country has ever received this kind of blesdrom Eisenhower. He singled out one which erihe
word "red, " as a brazenly revealing part of itemeaon which to bestow such a prize.

Of course the usual claims are made, even by thbhsecondemn this action on the part of Eisenhotat, he
was not aware of what he was doing, and was mepalyy of letting himself be imposed on by some bad
advisors. This is, in our opinion, as absurd aghleght that he didn't know what he was doing94@.when
he accepted the Churchman award, or in 1949 whemdialled the Communist-endowed chair of Polish
history at Columbia. And -- to look at a far morepiortant illustration of his potshot propagandde-was
equally aware of the significance and the ultinfaiepose of what he was saying when, in October6,188
defied the American Congress with regard to aid@ito. " My finding, " he announced, "that Yugoslavs not
participating in any policy or program for the Commmst conquest of the world is based upon thetfaadt the
ideology and doctrine of the Yugoslav CommunistyPappear to adhere to the concept that each nsiionld
determine for itself which kind of a society it Wwes and that there should be no interference bynatien in
the internal affairs of another."[362]

In that involved sentence there are three entiselyarate statements of "fact. " Every one of theetlwas
utterly false, and being daily proved false by Bitwords and actions at that very time, as Eiseehavell
knew. But more relevant to our present discusdnam this specious excuse for renewing military aidito
(which he was determined to supply anyway ) wasubes of the occasion to give a tremendous boosteto
current Communist propaganda line. The Kremlin wwagemely desirous of promoting the belief in the
Western nations that the people in the satellitentrties were glad to accept Communism, provideg trdt it
was "nationalist " Communism, "independent " of Ems. It was partly to strengthen this belief thatddow
had planned and provoked the Hungarian revolt. ddrecept of "nationalist * Communism as a means of
weakening the U. S. S. R. is a vital part of therlin's recent and present strategy of deceptioth,-aunder
Moscow's direction -has been played up by everyomamt Communist or Communist stooge in the woold f



the last few years. Eisenhower simply followed driders and did his part. And he had hardly sat da#ter
thus praising Tito's principle of non-interferenog one nation in the internal affairs of anothehew Tito
himself made a speech (November 15, 1956) pratsiagsoviet Union for having interfered in the affaof
Hungary, and saying: ". . . we must defend thegregovernment of Kadar, we must support it."[363]

Eisenhower's playing of the Kremlin's propagangeepifor the Communists naturally turns out manfedeht
tunes. One of the most effective, which he hasquaseveral times, has been his repeated and "gen&ro
defense of "neutralism, " as corresponding to thetnal attitude taken towards foreign entanglemégtshe
United States during the first 150 years of itssttice Nothing could be less like the "neutrabsifiservience

of Nehru's India to the purposes of the Kremlinnthamerica's rugged independence from 1783 to the
beginning of Wilson's second term in 1917. But Es®ver has not only helped the Kremlin mightilywihis
tune He has gone much further; and, by pointingiougupport of such wise "neutralism " the dandacing a
weaker nation in a military alliance with a strongee has frightened some of our own allies espigdidest
Germany into added doubts about its pro-Westeritipos

Parallel to this has been Eisenhower's supporhef'anti-colonialism " slogan, which the Communiste
used so maliciously to stir up trouble in Asia aifilica. He has enthusiastically compared the effat
Communist-led gangs in Indonesia or Algeria, t@eisth Communist-controlled satrapies of Moscovhiose
areas, with our own aims in 1776. For instancehis "State of the Union " message in January, 1957,
Eisenhower said that "today's expressions of naliem are, in spirit, echoes of our forefathergiggle for
independence."364 Nothing could have been farther from the truth, batter calculated to make the
Communists' propaganda line more useful againsalies and ourselves.

As Louis Budenz long since pointed out, the longgeaCommunist battle cry is "Peace " -- peace aywaly
course, on Communist term865 A contemporary offshoot of that hardy Communisatetgy is the drive for
disarmament. In fact, as this is written, and alnewgirely unknown to the American people, Mr. [2gllhas
already consented (at Manila, on March 14, 1958 teew summit conference at which disarmament lvaill
the only topic on the agend&66 In the noble cause of getting dsarmed Mr. Eisenhower is doing all he can
to help the Kremlin -- in propaganda as otherwi3e.May 22, 1957, he " served notice that he nowrsa
supreme effort to reach a disarmament agreemehttiagt Soviet Union. " He said that some thing t juss to
be done in the interest of the United States 'hitb the arms rage367 Admiral Radford, chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff, having summed up this nonsens@tbeeding Sunday with the one sentence, "We carunit
the Russians on this or anything368 Eisenhower issued what amounted to a sharp retuRadford. He
made it clear that he preferred the point of vidvie special disarmament adviser, Harold Stamens#id he
was prepared to meet the Russians halfway ande-iti¢he crux of the pro-Communist propagandaat his
chief concern was to make sure that "we are naedvgs being recalcitrant " or " picayunish. "

Standing on any principles whatsoever, in our dgaliwith Moscow, is in Eisenhower's language being
picayunish. And we are sure that is correct; forah@rinciples of any kind are, with him, most pioaish
considerations indeed. One of his most revealimpgganda forays for the Communists has been his hig
praise of, and bold attempt to give wider readgrshj Eric Hoffer's book, The True Believd@ihe whole thesis

of this book is that any man who has any real fasthbeliefs, or principles, to which he is willirig pay
anything more than lip service, belongs to the tign@inge. It cleverly holds up to ridicule thofgousands of
Americans, of whom this writer hopes he is one, wibb only believe there are certain eternal trwthséch
should guide the human race, but are willing toffipr that belief and to die for it if necessaifhe book is
visibly a part of the subtle but long-continuingdaincreasingly successful Communist efforts to bréawn
Americans' traditions, sense of values, and confiden the righteousness of their opposition totlasing --
including Communism. And Mr. Eisenhower highly rewaends it, as one of his favorite volunn&&9]

Along the same line was Eisenhower's at leasthigfided boost for The Investigat@7Q This long-playing
record, selling for $5.95, which held up to viciossorn not only Joseph McCarthy, but any and all
Congressional committees investigating Communésid, the whole United States Senate as well, wasewri
and peddled by one Reuben Ship. Ship was an ighttiember of the Communist Party who took thehFift
Amendment four times before being ordered depddedianada as a proved alien Commungtl When this
record came in from Canada, the Communist Daily R&ioplugged it with huge delight. (So, of courde] the
New York Times. )372 But a large part of its sale of around a hundnedisand copies -- at $5. 95 per record




-- was due to the fact that Eisenhower was reppéaed did not deny, to have enjoyed it immenselhé New
York Times:" A spokesman for the Little White House in AugysBeorgia, declined to comment on reports
that President Eisenhower had heard and enjoyedtioeded version of the program. ")[373]

But both the number and the range of Eisenhow&dg®to give a lift to Communist propaganda, abte and
abroad, are almost unending. On the only occasieenw have ever known him to speak with approval of
American scientists and their achievements (nowasg@dly so outclassed by their Russian counterpaknis
carefully went far out of his way to hold up as mExdes -- Einstein and Steinmetz! The first of thesmemost
Americans do not know, had been run out of Gerneaand/had come to America, not because he was Jewist
but because of his pro-Communist activities. Hetiooed those activities in this more complacentntoy

with increasing boldness, to the day of his de@tie second, Steinmetz, had been chiefly famougifopro-
Communist sympathies even in those distant dayswinest Americans thought Communism was some kind
of a foreign joke. And it is a standard, undevigtia and cumulatively effective -- practice of Conmmsts
always to glorify other Communists when you hawhance. -

At the other end of the range, it is interestingote that when "President " Nasser of the UniteabARepublic
arrived in Moscow this spring for his lengthy visiind greeted his hosts with " Our people knowSbeiet
Union stands for peace, " the whole sentence somebanded familiar to many Americans. It should énav
Those were almost the exact words Eisenhower hed msgreeting Zhukov, on arrival at Geneva in 1955
374 With illustrations in between those two we couldd book, if we were writing one on that subjectfact,
we could almost fill a book with Eisenhower's dggnuous confessions and implications that the pgaltion

of the Cold War was due just as much to our unregideness and selfish purposes as to any fauleof t
Russians.

But this chapter is already getting far too long.&t's turn only briefly, in conclusion, to theelititations "
department. Since as soon as he dared after henbeeesident, and with greatly increased frequemxy
cordiality after the Summit Conference, Eisenhohas poured out these countless expressions oklssmal
good will towards the Communist tyrants in Moscomd ahe satellite states. And of course their wide
publication behind the Iron Curtain has been o$iimeable value to the Kremlin, in discouraging threstless
slaves from dreaming of American aid for any revioity might start.

Not all of this visible favoritism to Communist gottates and diplomats has even been through witten
spoken words. There are other ways. It is unshak@atatocol, for instance, that when a new ambasJaoio

any country arrives in Washington, he can do altslyiunothing until he has been received by the iBees.
And when the extremely able Dr. Hollington Tongleged Dr. Wellington Koo (who was actually dearthas
Washington diplomatic corps ), as Ambassador fraatidalist China, Dr. Tong was pointedly and insigjty
kept cooling his heels for three weeks before beidmitted to the White House. But then came Mikhail
Menshikov, who had advanced his career by using WMRRA money, in 1946, to feed only the pro-
Communist Poles, while allowing the Polish patrimtstarve. When Menshikov arrived as the new asduhs
from the Soviet Union, Eisenhower all but met hlang. Not only was he received at the White House
immediately, but Eisenhower even arranged for aupscto be taken of himself and Menshikov together
deliberately and admittedly breaking all precedentsuch cases ), for the propaganda use of the new
ambassadqr375 Out of an infinite total of such "little thingsHave the Communists built up their prestige
which now blankets the world.

Also, the felicitous concern can be in the otheection, with equal gain for the Kremlin. At Genamal955
Bulganin told Eisenhower: "We hope you decide to again. " To be sure that statement was givencgarit
publicity, world-wide, as being unmistakably auttien Eisenhower himself repeated it to a meeting of
Congressional leaders when he returned to Washingtod Drew Pearson sent it on its we8iZ§ More
recently, another slippery left-winger, John Guntinho happens to be a biographer, admirer, aeddrof the
President, has given wide circulation to the obestson: "So far as | could tell, the Kremlin bossesre
strongly pro-Eisenhower, although cool to Nixon7T3 Again there was much useful grist for the Comisiu
propaganda mills in having it widely known, in thght places, that the Kremlin tyrants were enyirstisfied
with the friendly and helpful stooge whom their pagers had contrived to put in the White House.



But Eisenhower has given them plenty of more claatngrist for the same mills. On November 7, 1965,
instance, he sent a personassage to Kliment Voroshilov, "President " of 8wviet Union: " On this national
anniversary of the Soviet Union, | am happy to @nto Your Excellency and to the peoples of thei&ov
Union the best wishes of the people of the UnitiedeS for progress toward a permanent and jusep&@y 8]

Voroshilov, it should be remembered, is really famdor just one thing. When the city of Kiev sudered to

the Bolshevik troops, it was on the specific praami$ Voroshilov, advanced to induce the surrentdet the
thousands of loyal Czarist army officers in thay,civith their wives and children, would be allowmeeacefully

to leave for their homes or wherever they wantedydo Instead, the minute the surrender was complete
Voroshilov had all of the men shot forthwith, and their wives and daughters in brothels "for tlealth of his
army. " When he actually boasted of this foul treay fifteen years later to William Bullitt, and Htt could

not refrain from commenting on the treatment of w@men, Voroshilov explained it didn't make anylrea
difference that they too had not been shot at dioc¢hey were all dead within three months anyway9]

Eisenhower well knew all of this, of course. Heoaknew that November 7, 1955, was ting¢ thirty-eighth
anniversary of the founding of the Soviet Unionpastended, but of the bloody Bolshevik revolutitor, the
Soviet Union was not even founded until 1922. Bainds Hagerty, Presidential secretary, when asked wh
Eisenhower had gone so far out of his way to gateaedent of this kind, replied it was simply "besa the
President wanted to send a personal message tehilmwand the Russian people. " [380]

He set a precedent, all right. On January 1, 18%8President received direct, by commercial Gaipieetings
from " the Russian leaders, " extending to him tbeshes " from the Russian peoples and " from us
personally. " It went on to declare Russian ded@oato the "noble goal " of friendship and coopienat
between the American and Russian peoples. It staedonviction of these leaders that by unitthgir
strength, the United States and the Soviet Uniaridcbring about the "great, ardent dream of hunyani
"peace on earth " and "freedom from fear. " Eisevdrommediately sent a reply, reciprocating thesgirgs,
and expressing the earnest hope that the New Yealdvbring "a firmer and better understanding "Wastn
citizens of the two countries. He forwarded it bg$érn Union Telegraph. There was no going threatigfhor
formal diplomatic channels, you will note, when Isymalsy-walsy friends wanted to wish each othepfiya
New Year, " and to have all the world see just Ipalsy-walsy they were. [381]

Anniversaries, of course, of any kind, real or phdmave served as the most useful excuse for sedsages,
coldly calculated to give the Communist murderersara of the highest respectability, and to makéstance
to their power appear hopeless. And the Eisenhdestimonials have by no means been confined to the
murderers in the Kremlin itself. For example, oty P, 1957, he sent the following message to Adekker
Zawadski, " President of the Polish Council of §tdtwhose real boss, Gomulka, had only recentiisiied
putting down the Poznan and Warsaw riots: " Onadt@asion of the official holiday of Poland, | anmppg to
convey my personal greetings to Your Excellency nextend to the people of Poland the very goches
of the people of the United States."[382] Andhibsld be noted that the Polish holiday which Eisendr thus
glorified is in celebration of the day in 1948 whie last anti-Communist members of the Polish gownent
were ousted, and Stalin's Lublin Gang took overmete and formal control of Poland, making it affity a
Communist dictatorship and a Soviet satellite.

Or, for another example. On November 29, 1957, rfiseer sent this message to Tito: "I am happy toep
to Your Excellency my greetings and felicitationglao the people of Yugoslavia those of the peoplthe
United States on this anniversary of the Federalples’ Republic of Yugoslavia.'383 Since the most
important step in the establishment of the so-daRepublic of Yugoslavia had been the public muraler
Mihailovich, the best friend America ever had ir tBalkans and the staunchest anti-Communist, tiseae
especially nauseating odor about this bouqueteadntiicher of Belgrade384]

We'll skip all other examples, however, except ombat is Eisenhower's long-continued, tremendously
publicized attitude of esteem and affection for'bigddy, " Marshal Georgi K. Zhukov. That flirtatidnas been
used to serve many purposes, all of them for tinefiteof the Kremlin. 385]

An INS despatch of June 5, 1954 read as followsselthower Marks Tenth Anniversary of Normandy
Landings. The President cited the wartime coopmmaimong the Allies as an example of what can be



accomplished when nations work together towardranson goal, and recalled 'his pleasant associatitin w
the outstanding Soviet Marshal Zhukov. ' " In Ma955, Eisenhower let it be known that he and henét
Zhukov had been exchanging private letters. Ancerthewer continued to keep the press and the world
informed of the unbroken romance, at every feaspleortunity.

One of the results of this highly advertised coresdiip was to promote a feeling with the generalipubat

not all of the Soviet leaders are bad, that therddcbe good Communists and honorable Communiststtaat
Zhukov was one of those exceptions. Until finalgre came the time when Eisenhower's bosses dalee
him use his touted comradeship with Zhukov, whonmcaked "an honest man " even though "a confirmed
Communist, " as the launching platform for a rockét Communist propaganda that startled even the
complacent American people.

Having failed, temporarily anyway, in the plan tavke Tito and then Khrushchev and Bulganin visit
Washington, Eisenhower began plugging for the best thing to serve Communist propaganda purp@xes.
July 17, 1957, he told his news conference it migithelpful if his wartime friend, Marshal Zhukothen
Soviet Defense Minister -- would exchange visitthwour Defense Secretary Wilson. ( That he hagyian

up at all on the idea of bringing Khrushchev owebe¢ feted as our guest is shown by his statemdviarch of
this year, 1958: "By no means do | fear the resauit&\merica of a visit by Mr. Khrushchev."[386] Maally he
didn't say anything about the " result on " theé aéshe world, which would be the chief purposelad visit. )

At any rate, in the course of this July 17, 195Wseonference, Eisenhower -- naturally saying magtlabout
Zhukov's 1956 performance as "the butcher of Bustape- delivered the following almost incredible "
confession "

"I must say that during the years that | knew hirdhiukov ) | had a most satisfactory acquaintancg an
friendship with him .... We had many long discussi@bout our respective doctrines .... We triechdac
explain to the other just what our systems meanthé individual, and | was very hard put to it whee
insisted that their system appealed to the id&alist And | had a very tough time trying to dedesur position

Eisenhower then went on to explain Zhukov's pofntiew: That our system of government was matesiiel
because it allowed each individual to do whatewewhanted, and to look out for himself; while then@ounist
system was idealistic, because it insisted thatrttieidual give himself to the state and sacriffoe the state.
"I am merely saying, " he ended up in answer ta@ston, "that against that kind of a belief yon against
arguments that almost leave you breathless, yoli kioow how to meet them. "[387]

There is the completely phony ideological line loé tCommunists, put in its most favorable possilgbt]
brilliantly condensed into a few sentences of easkds, and reduced to an ad persorngpe of argument that
the man in the street can understand; given a humearest touch that magnified its attention-geftquality a
hundredfold; and spouted for the Kremlin, with theofound sincerity " the Communists so gleefuliyjagize,
under the most skillfully arranged circumstanceaseimormous publicity, by the President of the Uhi&tates.
It would have been interesting to sit in on theefang sessions at which his Communist bosses pedgam to
mouth their supreme argument with what was (foe®wer ) such unusual coherence and conciseness.



CHAPTER SIXTEEN
Associates And Appointments[388]....

In other places in this treatise we have alreadghed on Eisenhower's association with, praisarud, praise
by, high-ranking Communists. Of course we have taitmany illustrations -- such as his going soofair of
his way to invite Khrishna Menon to the White Housed to treat Menon as an honored frieB89]

Perhaps the most important and revealing of thtamees omitted takes us back some thirteen years. F
Eisenhower is the only maiRRussian or American or of any other nation, wreswever allowed to have his
picture taken with Stalin (just the two of them etiger) at the tomb of Lenin. We think it is higlsignificant
that an American would be willing to pay that kiolhomage to Lenin, or to let himself be thus "haud by
the Communists as one of their half-gods and heBesin this way and others Eisenhower and Stalkmne
presented as comradés,both the casual and the technical senses bteha, to all of the Russians, and to all
of the eastern European peoples whom Stalin's sigeete right then in the process of bludgeoning int
slavery.

Let's leave the we-belong-to-the-same-fraternispldiys, however, and turn to another kind of ass$iori of
Eisenhower with Communists -- in this case of a eslted level than his military and diplomatierzades. It
is equally revealing. For if you will look closeinough you will find that there has always been (@nenore)
very clever Communist right at his elbow, to guidm, to give him his orders, or to receive his mpoever
since he reached a position of any importance.ngutie war, for instance, Supreme Commander Eisegtho
had as press control officer of his headquartemsaa named Cedric Belfrag&9Q And very little comment
about this character is needed for those familidéin the more active Communist agents over the peastty
years. Sworn and uncontradicted testimony existshiib was a member of the Soviet espionage groagelde
by Jacob Golos, and that he was a secret party erewith a party alias39% After the war he wound up in
America as editor of the pro-Communist weekly, Metional Guardian.3923 About three years ago he was
deported as a Communist alien. And the fact thavé® not able to find some loophole, to stall @vent this
deportation as so many others have done, was gdyotlab to the wish of Eisenhower's bosses to sdfealge
out of any possible range of the renewed intereat@ongressional committee.

Another illustration is that during these same weaars Colonel Hans Habe, of Eisenhower's Psychmbgi
Warfare Staff, was his right-hand man in that nebslactivity. Habe, with half a dozen aliases usethe
Communist service, wound up in the chaos of post@armany, with a fistful of American money,
establishing, running, and subsidizing pro-Commiumesvspapers. We have lost track of him since.

Even for his book, Crusade In Eurofgsenhower's chief ghost writer was Joseph Fetad3a Not only have
Barnes' activities shown him to be a Communist, hrithas been independently identified as a Comrunis
agent, on their own personal knowledge, by Whittakieambers, Louis Budenz, General Alexander Barmine
Dr. Karl A. Wittfogel, and Hede Massingd93 Among those who also helped Eisenhower in conoeatiith

his book in one way or another were Gabriel Haéford Case, and Joseph E. Davied94 Hauge is a
member of the Bilderberg Grou@95 but we'll skip further mention of his suspiciowdiaties here, because

it would require too much time. We have alreadyctmd on the Communist support and connections of
Clifford Case. 396 As to Joseph E. Davies, his unceasing pro-Comrhagmpathies and actions are typified
by this statement, which he made to an audienc€hitago in February, 1942: "By the testimony of
performance and in my opinion, the word of honothef Soviet Government is as safe as the Bil#87 As it

had been only two years since the Soviet Union $@ided Latvia, Estonia, and Lithuania, in deliberat
violation of their most solemn agreements with ¢hesiall nations, and as Mr. Davies was well awéarhie
"testimony of performance, " he left no possiblelokoas to his own character or purposes. Nor havadtions

in all the years since left room for any reasonalmabt that Eisenhower's good friend, Joseph Dawes
working for the Kremlin at every turn.

To continue this chapter in this style, howeveregwlthere is so much material like the above avigjatkould
make it as long as this whole paper was intenddabid@so we'll skip all of the documentation and nufghe
comment in listing just a few more of the Commusjisiommunist sympathizers, or extreme left-wingéth



whom Eisenhower has personally been on very frietelims. Such a list would include: John G. Winant,
Harry Dexter White, Henry Morgenthau, Jr., Anna Rbsenberg, Sidney Hillman, Pearl Mesta, Jacobslavit
W.Averell Harriman, Milton Katz, and Harry Hopkins.

The American people have not yet waked up to tearckvidence that Harry Hopkins, instead of behwy t
fumbling half-mystical do-gooder for which they tobim, was one of the most successful Communisttage
the Kremlin has ever found already planted in tlmeefican government, and then developed to suprepe t
level usefulness398 By the time they do, if ever, one piece of thatleuce, strange to say, may well be that
Dwight Eisenhower called Hopkins one of the grdadesl_most loyaRmericans he had ever knowB99]

Eisenhower's praise of Harry Hopkins is not neadyrevealing, however, as his almost incrediblegulof
Ralph Bunche. As far back as 1936 Bunche was wrigiowingly of "the principles of equality and
humanitarianism advocated by the Soviet Union,d aas working in close association with James WdFo
Archibald Roosevelt has produced and distributdd-page detailed study of Ralph Bunche, showingbey
doubt that Bunche has been consciously and eneafigtiworking for the Communist cause for more than
twenty years.[400] And yet, on September 25, 1#i8enhower stated in a speech, made as president c
Columbia University, that Ralph Bunche was "theatgst statesman this country has ever producgelL]’[

Another exhibit of Eisenhower's close personal imement with the Communists and near-Communists is
be found in the story of the National Committee Por Effective Congress. This organization, consathéy
left of the Americans For Democratic Action, wasnfied in 1952. Of its thirty-nine officers and lettead
sponsors, more than thirty were either known ComstsinFifth Amendment Communists, or fellow travele
who invariably follow the Communist path.[402] Th@ommittee (which later, incidentally, actually vgo
every word of the Censure Motion against McCartihgt tSenator Flanders introdugedp3 raised money
during the 1954 campaign for the support of Sesattumphrey and Taylor and other extreme left-wiagsr
the Democratic Party404 The only Republican Senator whom they supportesl Margaret Chase Smith of
Maine, which merely confirms what some of us thailher. It is the clear purpose of the Committee &0
Effective Congress to wreck the Republican Pad5 to put extreme radicals in control of the Demacrat
Party, and to promote the rapid movement of thiswtry into the orbit of Communism by any means.

Now set this fact and development alongside thetfat Paul Hoffman has been one of Eisenhowetsgest
supporters, best personal friends, and most depindgents for implementing Eisenhower's ideas ewricg
world affairs. Then note that Paul Hoffman conttémlone thousand dollars to the Committee For Aadife
Congress; and having done so, did everything héddmucover up and hide this contribution, untillten
Lewis stated and proved that it had been made.itisdPaul Hoffman, financial supporter of this Conmist-
dominated Committee For An Effective Congress, wbotends that his close friend Eisenhower has been
savior of the Republican Party.

Finally, let's look briefly at one more exhibit ihis category, namely Philip Jessup.[406] Dr. Jedsad been
one of the most important men in the Institute atifc Relations during all the years of its masipbrtant
treasonous activities. Working hand in glove with blose friend, Frederick Vanderbilt Field, he hdmhe
everything he could to turn China over to the Comistig and, after the mainland was lost, to see lib#t
Korea and Formosa were abandoned to the Commuasistell.

Jessup had been officially listed as the sponsaewéral Communist fronts.[407] He was a protég®edin
Acheson. He was a great friend of Alger Hiss, aad Appeared as a character witness for Hiss atHtieth
trials.[408] He was a vigorous supporter of Oweltib@ore. In hearings before a Senate Committe®atober
1951, he was caught deliberately lying under oaibuta his previous attitude towards our recognitdrkRed
China.[409] The evidence of his pro-Communist sythigs, and of his unceasing and energetic effants o
behalf of the Communist cause, was -- and is -rwlelming. Equally important for this discussiohpse
sympathies and actions were fully known to EisergrovBut Jessup has been a close friend, advisdr, an
teammate of Eisenhower's for many years; andisit this writing, in 1958.

They have been associated together, along with Bokter Dulles, Alger Hiss, Joseph Johnson, anasuher
famous characters, at the Carnegie Endowment FEembttional Peace -- of which Dulles, Hiss, andn3ohn
were successive Presidents. We described Jessajs athievement for Eisenhower's great pride, Arde



House, on Page 105 of this manuscript. Nor haselagonship been one-sided. For on March 18, I&jht
Eisenhower went far out of his way to vouch perfigriar the loyalty of Philip Jessup, in a lettey the
Subcommittee of the Senate Committee on ForeigratRak, which was holding hearings on Jessup's
nomination as ambassador-at-large. And this Subdtieemrecommended against the appointment, beaduse
Jessup's pro-Communist associations and leanimggitd Mr. Eisenhower's gratuitous whitewashindisf
friend; 41Q But both men have been well aware that the Amerjmeople are extremely short as to memory
and long as to complacenc#11]

It is the chief purpose of this chapter, howeverturn the spotlight on the general run of appoerta which
Eisenhower has made since he became Presidenttoaadumbrate their significance. We have already
discussed the necessity which he could not dodgkthee advantages he was able to utilize, of apipgisome
good Republicans and sound Americans to his fabtrmet. But his concession to political realitieagtically
ended at that point. Since that time his appointskave almost invariably been characterized byasnmaore

of these three purposes: (1) To split the RepublRarty, and weaken the conservative faction, kygijobs

to leftwing Republicans, whenever anybody callingdelf a Republican was ap pointed at all; (2)rtstrate
and break down the whole Republican Party, as aglio gather strength and implementation for sigtial
measures, by giving important jobs to leftwing Denads; and (3) to put actual Communists or Comntunis
sympathizers into influential positions, to whateeg&tent the political climate made it feasiblesé&tihower's
catering to this third purpose has steadily inazdaturing the last two or three years.

The political affiliations of some of Eisenhoweaspointees, however, are as vague and as mystaisonsre

his own. Also, the categories above do sometimesla with regard to a particular individual; th&ethe may
appear to be a leftwing Democrat, for instance, actdally be a Communist. So we are going to leolw
some forty appointments made by Eisenhower, or lwbauld not have been made by department heads unde
him if he disapproved, without trying to separdten into three classifications. But we shall trymost cases,

to make clear the place of the appointment inwlsle story, by at least a brief word of comment.

1. Milton Eisenhower[412]

Presidential Adviser. At least in appearance. Hagys been an ardent New Dealer, to put it mildiyd still
is. Proof of at least pro-Communist leanings isliaipin his support of Owen Lattimore, and of othdike
him, at Johns Hopkins413 In my opinion the chances are very strong thatdviilEisenhower is actually
Dwight Eisenhower's superior and boss within thelet.eftwing Establishment. For one thing he isiobsly
a great deal smarter.

2. Maxwell E. Rabb

Presidential Adviser, and assistant for relatiointh winority groups. First official title, "Assodi&a Counsel”
for the President; then "Secretary To The Cablhibw in private law practice. Drew a salary alrithg 1952,
while helping to run the Eisenhower campaign, fpoat he never filled with the Democratic-contrdlféenate
Judiciary Committee. The staff director of this cuittee did not even know hip¥14]

Max Rabb is a very clever and cagey man. Proofiteas a Communist sympathizer would not be easye
as a logical deduction from his overall actions amsible purposes. In masterminding the steal & th
Republican nomination at Chicago in 1952, howeve, followed so faithfully and cleverly the exact
Communist technique, of always accusing your endirsg,and loudly, of the very crime which you ysalf
are committing, that the long arm of coincidenceuldde strained in reaching so far.

3. John Foster Dulles[415]

Secretary of State. America's Case Against Segréalles & Companywas presented by Senator William E.
Jenner in an article in the April, 1956 issue oé thmerican Mercury We covered a certain amount of
additional ground on Pages 23 to 28 of the Jung8 18sue of American Opinigrt16 We'll try to summarize
these and other appraisals here as briefly as me ca




John Foster Dulles is the man who chiefly persuadeaimas E. Dewey and the Republican "oppositian, "
1944 and 1948, to go along with, instead of figiptithe pro-Communist foreign policies of the Ro@deand
Truman Administrations. Dulles has at all timesrbaeclose friend, admirer, associate, consultamt,pmlitical
protégé of Dean Achesorll7 Senator Jenner says that "Mr. Dulles is Mr. Ach&saentical twin. " Dulles
became_officiallya right-hand man of Acheson, in 1950; and was @aptetely a part of the Communist-
dominated Truman foreign-policy menagerie that bdamger gave Who's Who In Ameritds address as 48
Wall Street, New York, which was his law office,tlas "Office: Department of State, Washington. 41

Certainly his appointment was a strange and dsdhing one to be made by the kind of Republicamciwvh
President Eisenhower was pretending to be in 1998 Among other visible parts of his record, Dullesl ha
been a prominent and much publicized member offitse meeting of the World Council of Churches,
Amsterdam in 1948, when that body officially deelhrcapitalism to be just as bad as Communig2Q
Dulles neither protested nor disavowed the statgmehich was fully in accord with his own expressed
convictions, and which was given so much publigityhis country that | actually heard it, being dibyibleated
over a radio from the club house, while | was pigygolf.

For many reasons and after a lot of study, | patbpbelieve Dulles to be a Communist agent whohesone
clearly defined role to play; namely, always to ¢hg right things and always to do the wrong orfédse
Japanese peace treaty, the Austrian peace treatly,hs very definite double-crossing of the British
government in the Suez affair are all cases intpdinspeeches and public statements Dulles isyalviae
proponent of the real American position, the marovémnounces the policies and intentions which the
American people want to hear, and which they remzegms right. 423 He thus serves to convince the
American Congress and people that the administragidryingto do the right thing. Then Dulles backs down,
or is overruled, or appears to be forced by cirdamses and pressures he can't control to revensseHj the
government does exactly the opposite of what hesiaisit would do; and the defeat of our side issgdhan if
he had never spoken at all. But the American pesipi@ly do not grasp that it was all planned thayw the
first place.

Although it certainly will not strengthen my argumeany, it may perhaps be worth while, just to gikie
reader a break from so much monotonously respectablguage, to quote somebody else's summation o
Dulles’ character. Once, in a small group, | askegod friend of mine and prominent American, whosme

at least is well known to every reader of this doeat but who has never held any political officdatvhe
thought of Dulles. After a moment of hesitationrkplied, so that everybody could hear: "l think ddétoster
Dulles is a sanctimonious, psalm-singing hypoaltgon of a bitch, and | know him very well. " If/f§man
Rhee, Chiang Kai-shek, Nuri es-Said, and other esdi-Communists in the governments of our allies
throughout the world, could be persuaded to vdmr treal thoughts, | am sure they would agree ht
sentiment, if not with its phrasing. For it is @nt beyond dispute that Dulles (or our State Depant as run
by Dulles), has been selling them and their coaatdown the river into Communist hands, as clevasiye
knew how and as rapidly as he dared.

4. Martin Durkin

First Secretary of Labor. Robert Taft said his apiment was incredible. It was so incredible and so
revealing that even Eisenhower couldn't make thatstick. But his aims are shown by the fact tleaimade it
at all; 422]

5. Theodore C. Streibgré23]

First head of the newly independent United Statésrination Agency. Announced at the beginning sfterm

that under him the Voice of America would avoid ifgpviolently anti-Soviet. " It certainly has. Hésa stated
that "where there are two sides to a question Wershall be sure to give both sides."[424] Takingekican
taxpayers' money to present, to the people of dihelge nations, the Soviet side of the phony essthey stir

up, would be bad enough. Streibert's choice of sgenpresent the American side, over Voice of Aocserhas
been even worse. Eisenhower could get away witbramen an appointment even then, simply because i
seemed to the American people too minor for thegiue any of their attentior425]



6. (In preparing this manuscript for publicationh#s seemed more logical to deal with the namanailg
listed here under "Associates. " And this has (tkere.)

7. Chester Bowles

Ambassador To India. Actually a holdover from themian Administration, who was replaced by Eisentrowe
on May 15, 1953. But this "foot-dragging" was inegable, and quite revealing as to Eisenhower'sggeq to
anybody who really looked behind the scenes. FalevBowles' sympathies had not yet been too wellosed

to the public, they were well known to the insidekad fortunately we can put Bowles in his propehe here
with just one simple fact: He was one of the ppatiowners of the pro-Communist publication, PA26]

8. Charles E. Bohlen

Ambassador To Russia.[427] This appointment, alsalanso early in the Eisenhower Administration, was
declared even then by a discerning few to be apbdf things to come428 Senator McCarthy claimed that
there were sixteen pages of derogatory materiaitaBohlen in the FBI security file on him. Senatayne
Morse, ardently pro-Bohlen, referred at first tawdtor three, " then to " six or seven, " and fipaldmitted
fifteen such derogatory report429]

Bohlen was a protégé of Acheson, and another diomed of Alger Hiss.[430] Even at the hearings lus
confirmation he still brazenly supported the Tehengalta, and Potsdam conferences and agreemargach

of which he had participated in a minor capacitg Was vigorously endorsed by Senators Humphrey anc
Lehman. He was confirmed, despite his record, mamost of the Republican Senators put peace in the
Republican Party at this stage above an honesigfeedfairs policy, and shared the feeling exprdsbg
Senator Taft that the appointment of Bohlen waslatively minor question, not worth fighting ovarhey
were wrong. For Eisenhower was edging Communistpsyhizers, right out of the old Acheson-Hiss ceteri
into every position of importance that he darede Tttal impact of this program was very importardeed.
And the total of these "relatively minor matterg mmrth fighting over " added up to a very clearaiation of

the game Eisenhower was playing. But nobody, oy few indeed, even wanted to lop431]

9. Arthur H. Dean

Chief American Negotiator in the truce with the Goommists at Panmunjom. Already mentioned far eantier
these pages, so we'll add little more about hine hdrs sympathies can readily be seen from thetlfettearly
in 1954 he stated publicly, with the prestige offanerican "Ambassador, " that we should take aw ook "
at Red China and "be prepared to admit them tdaim&ly of nations."[432] Had already given Red GChiat
Panmunjom everything they could think of to askd&cept the White House dome. Long-time law partier
John Foster Dulles.

Arthur Dean was the one man who, more than anyrotfael blocked every effort to clean up the Ingtitof
Pacific Relations from the inside, and had kepirihly and aggressively on its pro-Communist course
addition to all of which he is, right on the plaunitten record, one of the most brazen and incdrediars that
ever competed in that category with Alger Hid83]

10. Allen W. Dulles[434]

Head of the CIA. Brother of John Foster Dulles. §fthave a sister in the State Department whose pro-
Communist slant is less disguised35 Law partner of Arthur Dean436 Allen Dulles is the most protected
and untouchable supporter of Communism, next tertiiswer himself, in Washington.

How many millions of dollars of American taxpayersney Allen Dulles has turned over to Walter Retgh
stooge, Irving Brown, to promote Communism in fatile pretending to fight it (through building ulpet left-
wing labor unions of Europe ), nobody will ever kinoHow many millions he has turned over to David
Dubinsky and Jay Lovestone, both admitted Commsittiat claiming to be anti-Stalinist Communists,toa
specious excuse that it is best to fight the Krartiirough such opponents, nobody will ever knowwhhasany
millions he has supplied to the NTS, the phony Russefugee anti-Communist organization, ~o endtisle



world-wide branches to wreck real anti-Communigjamizations, none of us will ever know. Nobody is
allowed by the Eisenhower Administration to getsel@nough even to ask. When a man as highly regjarde
highly placed as Major General Trudeau, DirectoMditary Intelligence, even began to suggest tiat CIA
under Allen Dulles was of no help in safeguardingnekica against Communism, Trudeau found himself
quickly removed from office as head of Military éfiigence and sent to routine duty in the Far Bé#ten
Senator McCarthy, at the very height of his poptyarith the American people, began casting everdom
glances at the CIA, his days were immediately nuethe

When a patriotic young American goes into intelige work, especially against as ruthless an enenthea
Communists, he knows that he is risking his life. khows that he must count on his own courage, skid
resourcefulness. But he has every right to exmgetity to America on the part of those above hinhigrown
agency. One month before that shuttlecock defe@tin John, went over to the East German Commuynists
however, he spent a whole day in Allen Dulles' logadters in Washington. Then, immediately afternJoh
defection, our agents in Central Europe began dothrir lives. The inside report is that more tli&9 were
exposed and killed within the next several weeke ihference that Otto John took with him from Wagton

the information that made this possible is cledrc@urse there is no way to prove it. McCarthyhefhad been
given the full power of the United States Senateirxk his investigation, might have been able toowec the
whole rotten story, and to show that the CLA is thest Communist-infested of all the agencies of our
government. But Eisenhower was able instead to ttuenpower of the U. S. Senate onto the destruaifon
McCarthy. And Allen Dulles still goes his slippemay; 437]

11. Arthur F. Burns

Off-and-on Economic Adviser and Super-adviser t® Bresident. Typical of the kind of economic advice
Burns hands out were his statements in 1955 thatsystem of free and competitive enterprise isriah” and
that government "must be ready to take vigoroupsste help maintain a stable prosperity."[438]sltquite
probable that the job of "economic adviser " hasnbmerely a cover-up for Burns' liaison work betwee
Eisenhower and some of his bosses in the Estaldishm

12. John J. Corson

Appointed to head a panel of advisers to the Peasidn higher education, especially as to recomaténts to
the President, for him in turn to make to CongressFederal Aid To Educatiohis appointment was not
subject to approval by Congress, because the iliigigfanel " was set up and paid under the Pressdént
emergency funds, " for which he does not have toaat. Mr. Corson's general point of view can bevsihby
this paragraph from a paper which he wrote for & Bocial Welfare Forum "

"As things stand today, government alone can gevhe security that families, churches, and chalet
agencies did in the past. The pension programsgedwy employers and labor will constitute nothmgre
than the frosting on the cake. Government mustigeolasic security, and this means a frank guagante
minimum of well-being for every individual, not ale for a fifth of the people at the bottom of tlals. 439]

You can certainly tell in advance just the kind advice concerning federal aid to education that Mr.
Eisenhower will get, knows he will get, and waritem any panel headed by Mr. Corson. And we hastedi
this relatively quite minor appointment here beeaitss so completely typical of the kind of apporents
Eisenhower is consistently making on the lower el as the higher levels.

13. James E. Mitchell

Secretary of Labor. Mitchell has not been one Wdst devoted to the aims of the most leftwing |dimsses,
or less active on their behalf, than Durkin woulté been. He has just been quieter and more salioblgt it.
From rebuking the American employer-delegate tolltki® for opposing seating of the Russian Commusist
called employer-delegates, to repeatedly decldringelf against state right-to-work laws, Mitchiedls shown
himself to be the answer to Walter Reuther's pradmed this writer has heard a man, formerly higpligced in
the De partment of Commerce, publicly make theestant, based on his own knowledge and experiehag, t



behind the scenes the White House fully supportghdil's most biased activities on behalf of thestmo
ambitiously tyrannical labor leaders.

14. Arthur Larson

At first, Undersecretary of Labor. Now, Director@df S. I. A. As Undersecretary of Labor, Mr. Largmublicly
favored a union shop. When asked whether he thabhghtn individual ought to be forced to join aamif he
didn't want to do so, Larson replied: " That's secaf the individual, as so often happens in ausli having to
conform to the will of the majority."44Q Mr. Larson proclaims himself as a great believethe "American
center, " to which he says that he himself, AdlevBnson, Dean Acheson, and President Eisenhower al
belong; 441 He also says positively that in all of these egpi@ns he is stating Eisenhower's beliefs as wgell a
his own; 4423 We have no doubt that he is riglt43]

15. G. Bernard Noble

Head of the Historical Division of the State Dep@eht. Actually is a holdover from the Truman
Administration, but despite the extensive use @f ¢ivil service alibi by the Eisenhower Administoat, it
would be easy enough to get Noble out of this #pibiey wished to do so. Under Noble's managemétite
Division, the suppression, distortion, and falsifion of the documents and records concerning orgign
policy have been so continuous and so shamelesdwbacareer men in the Division, Bryton Barron and
Donald Dozer, gave up their jobs rather than bartypo such machinationg44]

16. Simon E. Sobeloff

At first Solicitor General of the United States, which position he selected and controlled thousaoi
lawyers working for the federal government. Wasntlag@pointed by Eisenhower as Judge of the Court of
Appeals for the Fourth Judicial Circuit.

In 1955 the administration began its drive -- lat@plemented by a Supreme Court decision -- towallo
bureaucrats accused of subversive activities tmffoat their accusers. " This plausible soundingcpi of
legalistic hocus-pocus was a clever scheme foirfgrexposure of FBI agents and informers workinghimi
the Communist party. It was another disastrous iowhatever internal security system we still hieefe The
Department of Justice prepared a brief againsptbposal. Sobeloff as Solicitor General refusegigm the
brief!

We do not think there is any doubt that Sobeldffiewn sympathies can fairly be described as un-Acaer
We can see no possible excdigehis appointment to either of his jobs by a &aan president. But we can
see plenty of reasdor it, just the same.

17. James Hagerty

Presidential Secretary. We know nothing about htkround. But his actions speak for him -- anchavere
for President Eisenhower. Among the accomplishmehishich Hagerty is openly most proud is his part
planning and carrying out the scheme to destroy Mty 445]

18. James B. Conant

High Commissioner To Germany. We do not contentd @mnant is a Communist, any more than we do about
Hagerty or some of the others above. We do contieatdthe appointment of Conant to that specific \wds
made by a pro-Communist President for the spepifipose of damaging the Republican Party and thie an
Communist cause446 Conant had been a zealous New Dealer, and antaadeacate of the Morgenthau
Plan. What a man for a RepublicBresident to send to Germany, to help to tie tteens as allies against the
Communists!

19. David K. E. Bruce



Ambassador To West Germany.[447] The chief sigaifce of this appointment by Eisenhower was the
deliberate nose-thumbing affront to the Republi@amty. Bruce has been an active and partisan Matyla
Democrat all of his life. He was Ambassador to Eeaand Undersecretary of State under Truman, ahosa
supporter of the Truman Administration. In 1956 supported Adlai Stevenson and contributed boesand
dollars to the Democratic Party. One important Rdipan Senator said that his colleagues were irezkas
this appointment of "another Democratic campaigntrdoutor to an important diplomatic poet448 Making

the Republicans incensed and frustrated, of cowas exactly what Eisenhower wanted.

20. Amory Houghton

Ambassador To France, to succeed Clarence Dilltose appointment we did not bother to discuss. Amor
Houghton was chairman of the board of the Cornilgs& Works. The fact that Corning Glass had been
involved in one criminal and five civil antitrustteons brought by the Department of Justice over fghst
several years, or that its board chairman resigned the War Production Board in 1942 under eyebrow
raising circumstances, did not bother Eisenhowser ianappointing this board chairman to an important
ambassadorship. We have a strong suspicion thse {hessible objections were overweighed on ther&dle
side by considerations of which only one tiny fastinds revealed. In 1951, when a Communist synzeath
and bad security risk, Dr. E. U. Condon, gave ppuast as head of the U. S. Bureau of Standardsubeof
actions of the House Committee on Un-American Atiéis; 449 he was immediately given the job of Director
of Research of the Corning Glass Works.

This does not mean to say that Amory Houghton srfinm had done anything wrong, to get the perstste
attention of the Department of Justice. The ansttrsuits may have been typical examples of Newl Dea
government harassment, for all we know. But it dekew how very little the "clean-as-a-hound's tboth
Administration, which couldn't sign the natural dai§ because somebody had merely attempted toebrib
somebody else in connection with it, really carbesud such considerations except when they makeaadgr
excuse for actions it desires to take.

On the other hand the argument that Houghton's éimploys twenty thousand people and that therdiere
could not be expected to be responsible for indizisl employed will not hold when the nature of Dondon's
job is remembered. The position of Director of Resk of the whole enterprise simply could not besgito
anybody in the Corning Glass Works without the apgl of the Chairman of the Board. This does ngilym
that Amory Houghton is a Communist. It does indicat"softness” towards them, a willingness to disto
Communist sympathies and employ and work with pedp@ving such sympathies -- which would serve
Eisenhower's purposes almost as well.

21. (The name listed here, in the confidentialelethas been omitted in preparing this manuscipt f
publication, as being no longer of any importancéhe context. )

22. Fred S Baton

Secretary of the Interior, to succeed Donald McKHByis was a part of the move, which began immelgiate
after the 1956 elections, to replace even thossoredbly sound men whom Eisenhower had put in hss fi
cabinet, with the kind of men he wants. In fact,bedieve Eisenhower's urging of McKay to run foe thinited
States Senate, in Oregon, may have been primarityake room for Seaton as his successor in theeabi

There was a topflight career man in the Departroéimterior, available to succeed McKay. He wadagpcal

a choice, and so urgently recommended by leadipyRteans, that many assumed he would be givejothe
But Eisenhower thumbed his nose at them again apgpdinted Seaton. To give all of Seaton's quatifics

that appealed so to Eisenhower would take manyspd8at we can summarize them in just one sentence
During his brief term as a so-called Republicanad@nfrom Nebraska, Fred Seaton was ranked hidtaer t
any other Republican in the whole United Statesag&erby the Americans For Democratic Action, fotimg
exactly the way the ADA wanted him to vo#¢50]

23. Maxwell S. Stewart



Writer for the Department of Health, Education aiélfare. Stewart puts out the official "Public Afa"
pamphlets for that department. They are intendebaiee, and probably do have, considerable influence
forming American public opinion on many subjectsevart is typical of hundreds of such writers, pbl
relations experts, and other propagandists thrauglioe various departments who, while not actually
appointed by Eisenhower, could not be where theywathout his approval. They could not be thereessl
these department heads sensed that they are pidasenhower by having such "liberals " on theaffst As

for this man's type of "liberalism, " there is @as$t nothing equivocal about it. He was a formeruigng agent
for American students to attend Moscow Institutéealing participant in the affairs of the Instguif Pacific
Relations during the peak years of its pro-Comntuaccomplishments, and his name has appeared as
member of more than fifty organizations which haeen cited by govern ment agencies as subvergivg][

24. Joseph E. Johnson

Appointed as chairman of a committee to investigdteted States participation in the conferences and
activities of the ILO. This committee, of the exBee department of the government, was all thatNAdM and

the U. S. Chamber of Commerce got for their requlat the ILO be investigated by a Congressional
committee, as a prerequisite to continued nominabg the NAM and U. S. Chamber of an employer -
delegate.

How smoothly, subtly, and irresistibly the Commusisowl over or push aside all opposition, to thpatient

but sure progress along the roads they have chesennever more clearly revealed than in the NAMrto
meeting when it was decided to nominate an empldgérgate for 1957. Will McGrath and this writed ldhe
fight for dropping out, and not lending our prestigny longer to a group in which we were completely
powerless, and which was using our participatiosh prestige simply to help them in their plans telave us.
452 The vote was very close. About five votes eithaywould have made the difference, And at least Giv

six of those who voted for continued participatetiher stated on the floor, or told me afterwattat they did

so solely on the strength of the Johnson Commitgert. This report, supposedly based on a caeeidl
objective investigation made by a committee apmairty the President, and headed by a man of thmecalf

the President of the Carnegie Endowment For Intermal Peace, carried tremendous weight in themdsui
And it recommended that we not only stay in the ,IlbOt greatly increase our interest and partiogpatn its
affairs Not a one of these NAM directors knew, @ud have paid any attention even if told, withatiteast a
hundred pages of convincing background materiap@n his eyes, these plain and important factsphoke
Johnson was a protégé of Alger Hiss, who had womkedhrious government agencies as a subordinate an
right-hand man of Hiss for years; and when thet¢ées of the Carnegie Endowment simply had to dnsp,ts

a concession to public opinion, they did all theyld to repair damage to the Communist cause bgiappg

his disciple, Joseph E. Johnson, to succeed hipnegsdent of the Endowment. And Eisenhower had ineca
member of this board of trustees at the time Thmonteand recommendations of Joseph Johnson an hi
committee, with regard to the ILO, could have beretold in advance almost to the last comma, anchiogy
were foreseen by Eisenhower when he made the appann

25. Earl Warren

Chief Justice of the United States Supreme Cousrrrev is probably not a Communist, although thesrsird
advocacy of him for the Presidency by Eleanor ReelseJoseph Rauh, Jr., and many of their ilk, rsaiee
wonder. As does the sharp turn taken by the Camrsupport of rabidly pro-Communist measures, since
Warren became Chief Justice.[453] But that hetigadly and at least an extreme leftwing sociabstwell as a
consummate hypocrite, was clearly shown by somelestthat he wrote for the Saturday Evening FPaahy
years ago. As by almost everything else in his wlrakeer.

26. Robert McKinney

United States Delegate to the new InternationahA¢dEnergy Agency. Robert McKinney was the putdisbf

a Santa Fe newspaper, an ardent Democrat who ugjgreupported Adlai Stevenson and viciously atack
Eisenhower in the 1956 campaign. He even resorethe typically Communist tactics of lying about
Eisenhower's health and promoting a whispering eagmpagainst Mrs. Eisenhower. All but the last luége
facts were told to Eisenhower personally by GenPedl Hurley. 454 Yet three months later, under pressure



from his associates -- or direct orders from hisn@wnist bosses -- Eisenhower appointed this maheo
group which is to share our atomic know-how andrétonealth with the rest of the world.

We think that one explanation of this strange efgs® quite simple. We think that Robert McKinneya
Communist sympathizer or fellow traveler who hadaregrasped the full significance of the support of
Eisenhower by Leonard Finder, or been told -- wnptite recently -- where Eisenhower really stooddAhat
Eisenhower had never heard of McKinney until a feanths ago, because McKinney's rising importance in
the Communist scheme of things is of re cent vieudgut a little matter like McKinney's slander caaigm
against Eisenhower was quickly forgotten, whenrtl@mmunist bosses decided to have Eisenhower puf
McKinney in a very strategic position to work ftretcause455]

27. Harry P. Cain
Head of one of the loyalty boards.

Cain, former U. S. Senator from Washington, once wa outstanding conservative. He was de priveusof
Senate seat by "liberals " with a lot of Commurhistp. He is one of the most conspicuous exampleanof
increasing number of men who have decided that@oimunism was a losing cause, that a Communist
victory was merely a matter of time, and that itiy@an't lick 'em -- join ‘'em! His change of heaimusly was
convincingly shown, or made known, to Eisenhowether Communist bosses, before Cain was appointed tc
head a loyalty board In that position he, like aepphyte who must prove himself to his new assesjdias
out-Tydingeed Tydings in clearing and whitewashingn who were visibly Communist agents.[456] If
possible, he has been even more diligent in thgppee than Pierce Gerety, another Communist-fagorin
loyalty board chairman on whom we'll not botheb&stow autonomy in this discussion.

28. William J. Brennan, Jr.
Member, U. S. Supreme Court.

One of the most telling blows the Communists amir thberal dupes were able to strike against MtGawas
the accusation that he called everybody a Commuhigtasn't so at all. But naturally, since he laken on
the job of running down and exposing Communistdphad plenty of occasion and need to use the term.

In this treatise, especially in this chapter, we ssmewhat in the same position. For naturally rgesaeking to
list and discuss primarily those people whose agipents have a direct bearing on the thesis ofpidyer. So
we appear to be calling almost everybody a Commuai€ommunist sympathizer, or Communist helper of
one kind or another, merely because we have nemeasbe mentioning the good men in Washingtoraliin
branches of the government, who have no Commuwimspathies whatever. Actually a vast majority of the
Senators and Congressmen, in particular, are coetypleyal Americans. For, as Fulton Lewis has pedhout,

" The liberal-left within the Republican Party Hate representation in the Congress; it is coi@ad among
Presidential appointees."[457]

But it is Presidential appointees, specifically,onhwe are discussing. That brings us back to Miliakh J.
Brennan, Jr. And the plain truth is that BrenngamsCommunist leanings were so clearly establighekis
record that we do not believe he could possiblyehaeen confirmed for the Supreme Court only threuar
years ago, before the smooth Eisenhower-Commurashime had worn down, browbeaten, and completely
demoralized so much of the anti-Communist strengitiybody sufficiently interested should look up the
October 6, 1956 issue of Human Everiits as much of Brennan's history as Frank Hamglexed to publish.
One of McCarthy's very last efforts was to try &t the Senate to pay some attention to the plaits f@bout
Brennan.[458] The Senators were too cowed by pamstreence to do so. Now McCarthy is dead, Brennizn s
on the Supreme Court bench, and the Communist 8tmely engulfs all of the oppositiqri59]

29. John S. Graham Member, Atomic Energy Commission



Graham, a Democrat, served as Assistant Secretahe dl'reasury under Truman. That's all we knowuabo
him. It is also all we need to know, to make evidé&isenhower's unceasing purpose of scuttling the
Republican Party, and to show the continuity ofsame influences through all recent Administrations

30. ( The name listed here, in the confidentiatelethas been omitted in preparing this manusdopt
publication, as being no longer of any importancéhe context. )

31. Neil McElroy
Secretary of Defense.

This is another step in the left-grading of thegmal cabinet. McElroy's only publicized contribari to the
leftwing drive up to the time of his appointmenthat we know about -- was his chairmanship andllvag of
the White House Conference On Education. The pedace known as "group dynamics " is completely a
Communist technique, invented and developed by thgm clever means of manipulating the opinionkiwit
supposedly free-discussion democratic assemblagess to distill out of these gatherings exactéy/dpinions
that the Communist planners wanted arrived atenfitist place. McEIroy made assured and brillisse of this
technique, in order to come up with a report frdmns tonference favoring the federal gov ernmerdtsirg
both feet into public education, despite the cleaord that the report did not represent the viefrs majority
of even the carefully selected pawns on this clesssh So, as other better informed writers haveaaly
pointed out, there was reason to regard Mr. McEWdl considerable skepticispd6Q And we can report, out
of our own knowledge, that he was already as reghby many of the outstanding conservative citizgrss
home town of Cincinnati.

Since McElroy was made Secretary of Defense, heshawn his true colors much more emphatically. e h
been an outspoken advocate of " changing our walif®f" because of the Russian threat; that is, of
regimenting our whole social organization undermlucratic economic and political controls.[461]sTtvould
impose on us exactly that form and degree of statelism under an all-powerful central governmaeuitich

the Communists are so anxious to bring about asjarmstep towards pulling a communized America iato
worldwide Communist regime.

In his own proper area of activity, McEIroy has gail out in support of Eisenhower's tricky and giznous "
reorganization plan !" for our armed services,[4&R]ch would come nearer to establishing by legistathe
foundations for a military dictatorship than any awmere the Communists and their dupes have yet
proposed.[463] And in supporting this scheme withohthe immense power at his command, McElroy has
shown himself just as well versed or well tutoradbther Communist techniques as he was in the alhedc
group dynamics. He has made it crystal clear toyekih officer of all of the services that the wiay any
such officer to wreck his career is to expressdoybts about this reorganization plat64]

We have no idea whether Neil McElroy is an actuam@unist sympathizer, or just an opportunisticwett
politician " on the make. " But he has certainlgbeloing the Communists' work for them with assceaand
determination -- which it was obviously known heukbdo when he was appointed to so high a job.

Charles Wilson was, in our opinion, an able andonable but very gullible businessman when outsidetwn
bailiwick, completely befuddled by the snares ofshMagton. (Almost as befuddled as that earnestsanmbre
but now pathetic patriot, Sinclair Weeks, whosdiility and helpfulness in the Eisenhower scherhase
made him, simultaneously, a favorite and a laugstogk of the whole Left Wing. ) But we think thatilgén
was a far safer man to have in the spot of SegreihiDefense than his more brilliant and sophiséda
SuCCessor.

32. Ellsworth Bunker

Ambassador To India.



And now we are back in the striped-pants and tingeld of diplomacy. Mr. Bunker we happen to knomddo
have worked with personally. And we can assure tymue is nothing in his smooth and charming frant t
suggest any smelly skeletons in his rear. But teelgdom is.

At any rate, Bunker is a life-long Democrat, whaveel as both Ambassador to Argentina, and then
Ambassador to India, under Truman. Which may esstalthe only point really involved in his appointmte
But being of a mean and suspicious nature, we d¢ahelp mentioning at least one bag of bones which
somebody found in his immaculate-looking closets. Binker is, and for sometime has been, a mentitbeo
board of trustees of the Institute bifternational Educatigninc. A well-informed friend of mine says that
describing the Institute as an actual branch ofGbemunist International, on the basis of thergibn Page 6

of The Communist Conspiracissued on May 29, 1956 by the House Committe&JimAmerican Activities,

is to make a too "dogmatic interpretation of a cboaped relationship. " Nor is there any questian that
plain eggheaded liberals have found their stargdeyay onto the Institute's board, as in the casdl other
associations promoting one-worldism. But we contesa strong prejudice against any organizatiowloich
Stephen Duggan and Ed Murrow have been the drifanges, and against any man who would accept their
leadership.465]

33. Lawrence G. Derthick
U.S. Commissioner of Education.

Derthick is a "liberal ", Tennessee Democrat, amtbae friend and protégé of Senator Estes KefaBemwe
see no reason to gild the lily. But what an appoeénit to be made by a Republidaresident!

34. Gordon Gray
Defense Mobilization Director.

Gray is a "liberal " North Carolina Democrat, whasanconsidered "liberal " enough to have been aabkpas
a successor to Frank Graham as president of theekditly of North Carolina. Actually we think thatr&y, for
all of his currently fashionable " liberalism, " &sreasonably able and entirely patriotic Americaat his
appointment was another nail in the coffin of trepRblican Party.

35. John K. Emmerson

Counselor to the American Embassy in Lebanon. Atsaight back to Washington temporarily, at the hedf
the Suez Affair, to assist Henry Cabot Lodge inWiméted Nations.

Emmerson is one of the men who helped to sell duna&to the Communists. He was a favorite visitothte
Chinese Communists in Yenan in the early 1940'd,raported favorably to our government on the Japan
Peoples Emancipation League, which was strictly @mdpletely a Communist organization. And he was on
of four State Department advisers in China, assignehe staff of General A. C. Wedemeyer at tloselof
the war, whose reports Wedemeyer said "were styosiginted in favor of Communist aims, contrary to
fundamental American policy and harmful to our figh ally, the Nationalist Government. " Emmersas h
now been in a position for two years to help in ¢ske#out of Iraq, Turkey, and our friends in theddie East,
exactly as he did in China a decade ago. And yetAitmerican people are surprised -- and the Eiseahow
Administration pretends to be surprised -- at teeatbpments in Lebanon and Iraq which are takiagelight
while these pages are being written.[466]

36. Robert C. Strong Counselor to the American Espan Syria. On October 7, 1957, Attorney George S
Montgomery, Jr., of New York, sent the followindetgram to Secretary of State John Foster Dulles:

HAVE RECEIVED CONFIRMATION FROM SENATOR WILLIAM JENER THAT ROBERT C.
STRONG ON SEPTEMBER 30 AND PRESUMABLY TODAY IS CHAIE D'AFFAIRES IN THE
ABSENCE OF THE UNITED STATES AMBASSADOR AT THE EMB23SY IN DAMASCUS SYRIA
STOP PARTIAL RECORD OF THIS MAN ESTABLISHES THROUGSENATE INVESTIGATION THAT



DURING THE YEARS 1949 AND 1950 ACTING AS CONSUL GEERAL WITH THE POSITION OF
CHARGE D'AFFAIRES ON THE ISLAND OF FORMOSA FIRST HEXERTED EVERY EFFORT TO
ASSIST THE RED COMMUNIST CHINESE TO OVERTHROW THE HINESE NATIONALIST
GOVERNMENT AND CHIANG KAI-SHEK IN CLUDING THE SURRBRIDER OF FORMOSA SECOND
HE SENT DELIBERATELY FALSIFIED REPORTS AS TO THE ®ENGTH OF THE COMMUNIST
CHINESE AND THE WEAKNESS OF THE NATIONALIST CHINESEPREDICTING IMMEDIATE FALL
OF CHIANG KAI-SHEK IN ORDER TO ACHIEVE THIS VERY OBECTIVE THIRD HE EXCLUDED
MEMBERS OF THE INTELLIGENCE STAFF OF GENERAL DOUGIRA MACARTHUR FROM THE
ISLAND OF FORMOSA FOURTH THAT HE SUMMARILY DISMISSE A MILITARY ATTACHE WHO
IN DESPERATION HAD MADE A DIRECT ACCURATE REPORT TOHE WAR DEPARTMENT STOP
DO YOU THINK YOU ARE PROPERLY PROTECTING THE INTERHS OF YOUR COUNTRY BY
PERMITTING SUCH A MAN TO REPRESENT THE UNITED STABEAT A TIME AND PLACE AS
CRITICAL AS ANY IN THE WORLD ACCORDING TO YOUR OWNSTATEMENTS STOP DO YOU
EXPECT AMERICANS ANXIOUSLY WATCHING PROGRESS OF EWHS IN THE NEAR EAST TO
REMAIN TRANQUIL IN THE FACE OF SUCH INCREDIBLE ENTRSTMENT OF POWER.

That seems to take care of Mr. Strong's backgr@anapurposes. But the clear answer to Mr. Montggimer
guestion was that Mr. Dulles -- and Mr. Eisenhowed their Communist bosses_-- did expiet American
people to remain ignorant, complacent, and passitide the betrayal of our remaining friends in tieddle
East was completed, and that Mr. Dulles was right.

37. Raymond Ludden
In Office of Personnel, State Department, with esgdeesponsibility for the Middle East.

In the fall of 1945 Raymond Ludden was summariigdifrom his job in the American Embassy in Chungki

by General Pat Hurley, and sent home by Hurleypagpro-Communist to be allowed to represent theddn
States in China in any capacity. So strongly wdére €Communists entrenched in our State Department,
however, that almost immediately Ludden was seck iba China -- Hurley having resigned in the meaastk-

and soon was assigned by the State Department advaser to General Wedemeyer. He was one of the fo
advisers referred to by Wedemeyer in the quotdtansections above, whose reports were so straighted

in favor of Communist aims. And this is the man wwhoow sitting in Washington and determining, mibran
anybody else, which employees of the State Depaitsiell be sent or kept in the Middle East, "teesthat
area from the Communists. "

The fact that a number of exactly the same sodallplomats, who were directly responsible for the
treasonous betrayal of our friends in China, am imopositions of equal influence with regard tovel®epments
in the Middle East, can have only one realisticlaxation.

38. Lewellyn E. Thompson, Jr.
Ambassador To Russia.

Between 1946 and 1949 the Free World lost pratyiedll of Eastern Europe to the Communists. Thenine

did not have the military power to take over thaaéions by force of arms, and it certainly did hawve the
moral influence and popularity for its agents toAmcomed by the peoples of these nations as tlegirrulers.
The enslavement of Romania, Bulgaria, Hungary, ‘$layoa, Poland, and Czechoslovakia was accomplishec
by diplomatic betrayals, always aided and abettgdobr State Department, followed by police-state
suppressions of all opposition, always with theuséescence of our State Department and frequently agtual
help supplied by it. In some cases, as in Poldnd,dactive aid by our State Department in the lyatraf the
country, and in its -subjugation to the Kremlinggeats, was carried out right under the eyes ofares$t and
horrified American Ambassador who did everythinggdossibly could to make his protests hgadé.7 The
slipperiness, cunning, and determination of outeSEepartment during those few years, in helpirgisto
make satellite slaves out of the people of Easkarrope, is utterly unbelievable to anybody who has
studied the gruesome details at considerable lerigih by 1949 the job was practically finished. Tiéhe



remained only the formalization of the Kremlin'ser@ver East Germany, in 1950, to make Communigstysw
over all of Eastern Europe complete. [468]

The chief of the State Department's Eastern Europédfairs Division, from 1946 to 1949, was Llewall\E.
Thompson, Jr.!!

We'll skip all of Mr. Thompson's other accomplistsefor the cause but one. He was responsiblehtor t
negotiations concerning, and for the details anddimg of, the Austrian Peace Treaty. President rifiewer
sent him a " Distinguished Service" citation foatlachievement. Whenever the Kremlin bestows a hwda
some butcher of a million peaceful people, for 'lliedication to peace, " thus using an exact revefsthe
language and principles once understood and horimyrélde civilized world, we can no longer look uously
askance at such mockery of man's history and cisstBreenhower's honoring of Thompson for "the sssfte
conclusion ... of the Austrian State Treaty " wasxactly the same Communist pattern. The Amermzople,
deceived, unaware, complacent, and morally indiffer are being eased into the world of George Qrwel
without even knowing what is happening to them. Whee learned that Charles E. Bohlen was being
transferred from Moscow to Manila, our first thotigias: "God help the Philippines469 On learning that
his successor in Moscow was to be Llewellyn E. Thsom, Jr., we revised that prayerful thought tod@elp
the United States of America470]

39. ( The name listed here, in the confidentiatelethas been omitted in preparing this manusdopt
publication, as being no longer of any importancéhe context. )

40. James D. Zellerbach[471]
Ambassador To lItaly.

We believe our readers are sufficiently familiathwthe Institute of Pacific Relations for us nonted to fill in

any more details about that instrument of Commuagkievement. And Mr. Zellerbach was not only a fbem
of its board of trustees during its busy seasod,ane of its financial angels, but he joined witithair Dean in
preventing any cleanup of the organization fromitisée.

We think that the purpose and activities of thed=Eor The Republic are familiar enough to our residier no
further comment about that Communist-aiding agetacye needed.[472] And Mr. Zellerbach has been a
director of the Fund For The Republic for years.

We are sure we have talked enough about the Nati@oramittee For An Effective Congress, not to nézd
add anything here. And Mr. Zellerbach is one ofhigty-nine members.

In our book all of these things are very bad ang vevealing. But we do not think all three of théogether

tell as much about where Mr. Zellerbach's. sympatheally lie as the fact that he is a close friefidand
strongly supported by, Paul Hoffman. But the seéngit of the U.S. Senate to subversive tendencias h
become so callused, and most of its members smesupnder the unceasing Eisenhower pressures ® hav
leftwing appointments confirmed, that it not onsitified the appointment of James D. Zellerbachhanface of

his record; it refused even to hear witnesses gkedto testify in opposition to that appointméA7.3]

With the forty names we have listed here, and sinappointees we have discussed elsewhere indpir in
other connections, we have hardly scratched thfacirOur most glaring -- but entirely consciousmission
has been that of C. D. Jackson, filling the appapmsition of Gadabout-at-Larged74 My wife is the
specialist in our family on Mr. Jackson, and haseasled some thirty or forty pages showing his pro-
