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FOREWORD

The remarks in this pamphlet by William Davidon, Fenner
Brockway, and Emil Mazey, were originally given as speeches
at a labor rally in Chicago, February 20, 1860, held under the
auspices of the American Friends Service Committee. The meet-
ing, attended by some 700 trade unionists who gave Mr. Mazey
a tumultuous standing ovation upon completion of his speech,
had as its theme the title of this pamphlet, “Labor’s Stake in
Peace.”

Due to limitations of space, we are able to print only
excerpts from Davidon’s and Brockway's speeches, On the
other hand, we are including the full text of Emil Mazey's
speech because we feel it is one of the most significant speeches
on this subject given by any high ranking American labor official
to date,

Everyone in his right mind today wants peace. Everyone,
including the President of the United States and spokesmen

as & nation, we continue to prepare for war.

Development of more powerful nuclear missiles continues.
Production for germ warfare continues. We spend over 40
billion dollars a year on armaments. There is little if any
serious planning for disarmament and an economy which will
insure full employment if and when disarmament begins.

Obviously, if there is actually to be peace there must be
action taken to end the cold war, stop the runaway arms race,
and plan an economy that can produce for peace,

In the past, the American labor movement has taken the
lead on vital social issues, Today, along with all mankind, Labor
faces the one crucial issue — the issue of nuclear war and
mass annihilation. Will it have the vision and the courage to
take an unequivocal stand for disarmament and producticn
for peace? The rally in Chicago and Emil Mazey’s speech
suggest that it might,

Perhaps the first step in this direction, as Mr. Mazey suggests,
is to initiate throughout the labor movement, open discussion
of foreign policy and the vital issues that affect war or peace.
To this end we have published this pamphlet and urge that it be
carefully read and thoroughly discussed by trade unionists

across the country.

Chicago, April 5, 1960
_ Jack Bollens, Director

Peace Education Program

Chicago Regional Office

American Friends Service Committes
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. NUCLEAR WEAPONS: NO DEFENSE

By WILLIAM DAVIDON,

L o e bR e - 5
Theoretical Physiclst, Argonne National Laboratery; Chefrman,

Chicago Chapter, Federation of American Scientists; Member,
Third Pugwash Copference of International Scientists in Vienna.

War has always been a chronic disease in human society,
but it is no longer a chronic disease. It has suddenly become
& very malignant cancer. It will either wipe us out, or we will
take action which will enable us to get the power info our hands
that will keep it from wiping us out. What now exists in the
world is grossly different from anything in past human affairs.

Why has this big change suddenly occurred? What are
the specific facts which have produced this most unusual change
in human affairs? They are different from anything in our per-
gonal experience, different from anything in the history of our
race. And so, it takes that uniquely human capability of being
able to think objectively about events, of being able to respond

tc a situation distinet from eny which we have heen prepared

for by our bicchemistry.

One can point out that the biggest bomb exploded during
World War I1 equaled the approximate size and weight of
three automobiles. In contrast to this, the atom bomb which
was expioded 1800 fect sbove Hirsshima, and which preduced
some 200,000 casualties, fissioned only about three tablespoons
of uranium. This is an abrupt change in human affairs. The
amount of material which one can hold in the palm of one's
hand is capable of wiping out & large city, and human beings
have never before had energy concentrations of this kind avail-
gble to them. We will either respond to these facts in a
rational fashion, or go out of existence.

This bomb which was exploded over Hiroshima produced
by fire and heat alone the damage that would be produced by
one thousand tons of high incendiaries earefully distributed
over the city. This Hiroshima bomb was large in comparison
with the past. However, in comparison to today’s hydrogen
bomb, the Hirsoshima bomb was small. Let's briefly describe
sormme of the effects of one large thermonuclear weapon.

We can point out that within the space of a few ecubic

feet more energy is released when a thermonuclear explosion
goes off than is generated by the largest hydroelectric station
in a couple of years. Picture for example the northwest part




of our country, a good part of its power coming from Grand
Coulee Dam. Picture the power used for industry, for transporta-
tion, for heat and light. Picture all these phenomena going

. on in this part of the country for two years, and then picture

all of this energy being concentrated in the space of a few
cubic feet, and being released within a millionth or two of a
second. This is the phenomenon which takes place when a
thermonuclear bomb goes off.

The reactions which take place during such an explosion
are ‘more intense than those which go on in the interiors of
most stars, Jet alone on the surface of the earth. It would burn
the eyes of an jndividual some 300 miles away from the point
of the explosion. It would look about 100 times as bright as
the sun at & distance of 100 miles from the point of the explo-
slon. It would set fire to objects and char human skin over an
area considerably larger than 1000 square miles. This is the
effect of a single weapon which can be carried in a single
missile or plane.

- In addition to the blast, in addition to the fire and the heat
released by such an explosion, large quantities of radioactivity
are produced. We can point out that an H-bomb explosion in
March, 1854, caused some 7,000 square miles to be covered by
lethal quantities of radioactivity. The whole land surface of the
earth, not just that now used by human beings for their living
and growing of food, but all land above sea level over zll the
surface of the eath, could be covered by about 8,000 such explo-
sions. Eight thousand weapons costing about one million dollars
& piece — eight billion dollars, about onefifth of our annual
military budget. This is the eost in money of enough weapons
to destroy the earth’s population. :

" In the Holifield Committee hearing (about which you will
be hearng more this evening from Emil Mazey), assumptions
were made about the effects of a limited nuclear war. In the
words of the committee, *“The attack pattern and basic assump-
tions established by the subcommittee for consideration in
these hearings reflected an attack against the United States
on & limited scale.” That is, the number and total megatonnage
of the weapons employed were less than the potential that the
enemy is capable of Jaunching against us. In this limited,
hypothetical attack only 263 nuclear weapons were used. Yet
fifty million Americans were killed immediately, twenty million
were seriously injured, half of the homes in the nation were
made unuseable, end heavy doses of radioactivity covered vast
areas of the country. : '

- ‘We are placing this kind of destructive capability at the
finger tips, not only of leaders of national powers, but in the
hands of small numbers of people sitting in submarines, small
numbers of people flying bomber planes, small numbers of
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people operating the wheole range of apparatus available to
modern miltary forces. This is an unstable situation, to say the
least. : '

It is important to realize that the development of delivery
systems has kept apace of development of the weapons them-
selves. For instance, the speed of a modern missile is many
times that of a high speed rifle bullet. If a missile were to fly
across the front of this auditorium, it would be going so fast
' that we would not be able to see it. It would be a block or two
past us before the sound would reach our ears. It would
not be coming in a straight line along the surface of the-earth.
or at a given height in the air. Rather, it might be coming any-
where in a large region several hundred miles high and thousands
of miles in breadth,

In the midst of this vast region, each missile carries
with it the destructive power to wipe out any city. If you knock
down ten percent, or fifty percent, or even ninety percent of
such mijssiles, the fact remains that each one which gets through
will still produce vast quantities of destruction. In the light
of these developments, the possibilities of defending ourselves in
the usual ways just don't exist. Thus, an entirely new expedient
has been adopted. Unable to defend our people and our cities
by any tangible means, military and political leaders have
substituted the untried and untested program of deterrence.
That is, no longer able to stop the enemy physically, they hope
to deter the enemy by threatening the indiscriminate slaughter
of the whole population,

It is as though we were unable to put out fires any longer,
and therefore the fire departments, having all this apparatus at
their disposal, decide that since they cannot fight fires suc-
cessfully, they will deter fires. And so they go around the city
spreading gasoline, kerosene and high explosives through the
streeis and in everyone’s basement. Then nobody will dare drop
a match in a city all set to go up in flames. The fire engines
would parade through the streets spreading their exposives and
carrying banners saying, “These are our defense forces.” And
the people would cheer, “These are for our defense. They protect
us because they deter anybody from dropping a match and start-
ing a fire.” I wonder how secure we would feel in such a city.

Again, it is as though we were trying to stop automobile
accidents, and so went around tying children of all families to
automobile bumpers. Nobody would dare have an automobile
accident, if their kids were strapped to the front bumpers of
automobiles. How happy we would be,. busily manufacturing
defense racks to be mounted on bumpers, and in which we would
strap our neighbors' children to make sure that they would not
smash their automebiles into ours.
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Obviously, this would not provide us with defense. This
would not provide security, and similarly in the the world situ-
ation, our reliance upon threats of indiscriminate slaughter does
not provide us with any means of protecting ourselves.

In 1545 the United States and Russia had nuclear weapons.
In 1852 the United States, Russia and Great Britain had nuclear
weapons. In 1960 the United States, Russia, Great Britain, and
France have nuclear weapons. Other countries now have nuclear

.‘weapons programs under way. It is not only that the major

powers are spreading gasoline and kerosene around the areas
of the world. More and more small groups of people are clam-
oring to get into the act.

We cannot constantly be putting more hands on the trigger
that might set off disaster and expect to get away with it
indefinitely, If we are going to survive, and if we are going
to have n society that is moving ahead to fulfill the potentials
for growth and advancement which our world society has today,

something drastic has to take place. A basic change is needed.

Such a basic change cannot be outlined in a few words
tonight. It is at least a starting point, however, to recognize
clearly that we are in a new and untried situation — a situa-
tion which requires new and radical action if we are to cope
with it. Rational men don't decide on a course of action simply
by choosng the midpoint in the spectrum of other men’s thoughts,
They observe what is occuring in the world and then take action
commensurate with the events and the task at band.

We might ask ourselves, are we happy simply being tools
for other men? A well oiled tool, one which is kept in fine
condition, but nevertheless a tool whose handle rests in some-
one else’s hands, Are you happy about seeing your labor unions
converted into large tool boxes to conveniently keep this bunch
of tools? Are you happy being used as a pawn in this fantastic
game of military buildup and counter military buildup, nuclear
threat and counter threat? Do we want to have some respon-

eihility far wunnine ar livees and  santralling ause futara or
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are we satisfied with being the complicated objects at the
disposal of other men? These are questions that we will have
to answer soon.

1 think we realize that we do have a power in our hands
which is greater than that of the atom. We have the power to
control the atom —- the nucleus is at the disposal of human
beings. How human beings spend their time and energy is
at the disposal of themselves. This meeting tonight is in part
an answer to the question, what are we going to do with this
power? ] am glad to see that we are turning to these problems
after a long period when we tried to hide from them.
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BRITISH LABOR AND AMERICAN LABOR

By FENNER BROCKWAY,

Qutstanding British Labor Party Leader, Member of Parliament
for Eton - Slough, recognized world authority on colonialism
and international affairs.

1 am speaking tonight to a gathering of trade unionists, so

‘let me state clearly to you the view of our labor movement in

Great Britain. Before our gathering tonight, I was present at
a discussion between representatives of your trade unions in
Chicago on this problem of war and peace, and it was recognized
that there are two views within your labor movement. First,
there is the view of most of your official leadership, which is
difficult to distinguish from the views of other leaders who
are skeptical about disarmament and who believe that America

must gy and arm. Second, there are views which 1 hgpe to

AAAVII Y WAL AAL  EALATA WAL, wrwierald =y warAn e YA pLELas 0]

hear tonight from Mr. Mazey, in a speech which I believe may
be quile historic for the labor movement in this country —
views which urge that in this situation we must find a way of
establishing peace and bringing about disarmament.

There are also two views in the British labor movement.
The views that Brother Mazey holds represent the majority
viewpoint in Britain today. Let me state them in specific terms.

First, the whole labor movement in Britain is opposed to
the return of any testing of atomic or hydrogen bombs. The
whole labor movement has declared that the construction of
military bases in Britain, including the bases where there are
American weapons, should be stopped at least until the disarm-
ament conference has met and had an opportunity to develop
a disarmament plan The whole labor movement desires that
Britain shall lead the formation of a non-nuclear club among
nations which will have no nuclear weapons whatsoever. For
this policy, the whole of our trade union movement, the whole
of our Labor Party, the whole of our cooperative movement is

pledged.

Second, there is the view in our labor movement which
goes Turther than this. It is a view which, [ suppose, is aiready
supporied by one third of our labor movement, including our
largest trade umnion, the Transport and General Workers Union
with close to two million members, of which Mr. Frank Cousins
is the distinguished secretary. This view is that Great Britain
should take the uneguivocal step of leadership in the world by
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disbanding itself of nuclear weapons altogether. I share this
view and urge it on both practical and moral grounds.

I have been in America five weeks, travelling from the West
Coast to the East. I have gotten this impression of America.
There is a great well of opinion here which desires disarmament
and peace, just as deeply as any people on earth. I find it
everywhere — but you must find some means of giving it
practical political expression. Forgive me if I say this, but I
am puzzled when I look at your two political parties. We have
been taught to believe, and since I know some of its leaders I
do believe, that your Democratic Party is the more liberal
of the two. But I get deeply disturbed when I find some of
your Democratic leaders even “outrightening” your Republican
leaders in the advocacy of more armaments. :

‘While I have found this great well of peace sentiment here
— found it in the universities, found it in the factories, found
it in the churches — I am disturbed by another element in
Ameriecan society. Whilst I was in California 1 visited the Rand
Corporation. Now the Rand Corporation consists of scientists
and technicians who advise your Air Force and who advise your
government, I spent two hours in discussion with those scientists
and technicians, and frankly I came away frightened. They did
not seriously consider the possibility of disarmament. They
believed that the only way to maintain peace in the world is
for Russia #nd the United States to develop an equality of arms,
each producing correspondingly more efficient and destructive
weapons. I said to them that it is unlikely that we can build
up these mighty mountains of destruction without some accident
taking place, without some miscaleulation, without some local
conflict leading to & world conflict. While America and Russia
are building their skyscrapers of arms in this way, other nations
will no doubt take similar action. Britain already has its hydro-
gen bombs, France has now invaded the nuclear sphere, Who
next -— China, Egypt, Yugoslavia, Eastern European countries,
Japan, Western Germany? At this moment there are twelve
governments which are capable of producing the hydrogen bomb.

I say to this audience, if the nuclear arms race continues
with other nations producing these bombs, manageable disarm-
ament will become impossible. We should then be face to face
with human suicide. No sane person can contemplate this. We 3
must have disarmament or perish. t

I went to your factories in San Diego, miles of them. Ninety
percent of the labor there is making weapons of war — bombing
planes, rockets, missiles. Here, when one thinks of disarma-
ment, he must think of unemployment too. Disarmament —
unemployment. What is the answer? The answer is new em-
ployment, The answer is a better life for all. Whenever in the

e e e e



British House of Commons we ask for more to be spent on
éducation, more on housing, more on health, more on meeting
the problems of poverty, the answer is, “We can't afford it —
expenditure upon defense.” [ have said to them, and I say to
you, reduce your expenditure on defense. Finally end your ex-
penditure upon defense, and turn those vast sums in every
country of the world to lifting the lives of people.

Unemployment need not be. If we decided through the
United Nations to pool there the expenditures we have been
making on arms, to lift the standards of life in the under-
developed countries, the immediate demand would be on the
industries which are now making arms. There would be a great
demand for power stations, for dams on rivers, for electrification,
for irrigation, for locomotives and tractors, for pumping stations
to lift the water under the deserts to the surface so there
would be fertile soil. Such a policy would make an immediate
and overwhelming demand on our industries, and the work of
our men, instead of being devoted to death and destruction, would
be devoted to construction for life. -; :

I conclude by saying to wyou, this struggle against war is
not only a negative struggle to prevent disaster to mankind.
It is that. But it is also the great constructive struggle to lift
man to higher planes than man has ever reached before. This
is a crucial year, and I ask you, brothers and sisters, to take every
possible step and measure during this year to let your leaders
and representatives know that the will of the people is to disarm
and live in peace. ' :
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FOREIGN POLICY

By EMIL MAZEY.
Secretary-Treasurer, International Unjon, UAW

I welcome the opportunity to discuss the Foreign Policy of
the United States because workers of cur country have the
most to lose if our Foreign Policy should lead to World War IIL
As in all Wars, workers are the first and most numerous casual-

MG,

Therefore, we in organized labor have a special interest and
a special concern for the maintenance of peace.

Labor leaders, the same as leaders of other elements of
public life, have been reluctant to speak out on Foreign Policy
issues because of the fear of being misunderstood and because of
the fear of being labeled soft on Communism. Teo emphasize
this timidity on the part of the labor movement, I wish to point
out that in February of 1955, during the Matsu and Quemoy
Island disputes, I raised the subject matter at a closed meet-
ing of the CIQO Executive Board, and expressed my deep econ-
cern for policies that I thought were improper on the part
of our government and that would lead to World War III. I did
not ask the CIO on this occasion to take a position, but urged
them to re-evaluate our attitude towards the entire China crisis.
I was shocked when a motion was made to expunge my re-
marks from the record and was even more shocked when a
majority of the Board Members supported this action.

I am sure that what I have to say today will be unpopular
with some labor leaders and among some of the politicians of
the country, but I am going to express my views whether any-
body likes what I have to say or not.

I am deeply concered with the real possibility of an atomic-
missile war that could destroy a good part of the world.

The movie and the book, “On the Beach,” only slightly
exaggerates the conseguences of an atomic attack on the peoples
of our world.

The Congresswnal Jomt Committee on Atomic Energy recently
issued a report based on uuuu‘lgs and testimony of Spét‘nausts
from U. S. Goverment Agencies on the effect of a mass nuclear
sttack on the United States if the attack took place in mid-

October.
10
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TARGETS HIT WOULD BE: 71 big urban areas, 21 atomic
installations, 132 military installations.

WEAPONS USED: 263 nuclear missiles and bombs, with
power ranging from 1 million to 10 million tons of ITNT.

vy mad

FALL-OUT: Shown here as it would be 7 hours after the
attack, the fall-out pattern would cover much of the U. S,
with radioactive debris blown by winds typical of mid-
October.

DAMAGE INFLICTED: Most big cities wrecked, a fourth
of all dwellings destroyed, another fourth made unuseable,
food supplies contaminated.

CASUALTIES: 50 million American dead, 20 million seri-

ously injured.

HERE’'S WHAT WOULD HAPPEN—

I am not secure in the assurances given us by some of our
public officials and military leaders that we have deterrent

mamar that ic tha noawar tn ratnliata and thoarafnra wa
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not be too concerned about the possibilities of war as long as
as we meintain an adequate arsenal of atomic and nuclear
‘Weapons.

I find it difficult to know what the truth is concerning
our defenses againsi possible nuclear warfare because_ of the
conflicting views and opinions of men in public office and of
our military leaders.

It becomes even more difficult for a layman to properly
evaluate the seriousness of our defense posture because so many
former generals and admirals now occupy key positions at
scandalous salaries for companies engaged in defense produc-
tion that it is hard to know whether our military leaders are
expressing honest, patriotic views or are merely making a pitch
for a post-service job for a company engaged in military pro-
duction.

An additional difficulty in objectively discussing the ele-
ments for peace is the vested interest that many eorporations
have in the continuation of the cold war. Over 90% of all the
aircraft production in our country is for military purpses and
the only customer is Uncle Sam. Therefore, the aircraii industry,
which has been built as a result of large subsidies from the
. S. Treasury, has & special interest to keep the cold war
'going. The end of the cold war could mean the end of their
wusiness.

134




Workers engaged in military production also have a Vested
right in the continuation of the cold war because our govern-

manmé ha lnee hoaver 4 sicn tha dafanca nlante fAr rnoansa_
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time production and how to adequately guarantee full employ-
ment and purchasing power to workers engaged in military
production.

During World War II, any worker who was warm was able

"to get a job, despite his age, sex or color of his skin Many

of them were heard to remark, “I hope the war lasts forever.”
This comment is understandable, especially after a worker has
been plagued with unernployment insecurity and want, many of
them from the dark days of the 1930 depression.

In view of the conflicting political and military opinions,
and because of the obvious vested rights that employers .and
some workers have in the continuation of the cold war, it be-
comes increasingly difficult to get intelligent public discussion of
Wwhat steps our nation can take to achieve lasting peace and to
bring about universal disarmament and the end to wasteful
expenditures of our resources, which now amount to more than
$41 billion yearly. One hundred seventy-five billion dollars is
spent yearly by all of the countries of the world for military
purposes.

In preparing my remarks for this meeting tonight, I have

¥ am s mmnmma e adine and wara ctudving af tha dafanca mande af
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‘of our nation than in any other period of my life. I have read
remarks and some statements of military leaders wherein it is
maintained that because of the development of the atom and H
bomb end other nuclear and stomic weapons, and the develop-
ment of the missile, there is no possibility of an attack being
made on our country because of our ability of immediate reprisal
that would destroy or seriously cripple a potential attacker.

I have read statements by some of our leaders who try to
reassure the people of our country that not everybody would be
destroyed in a nuclear war — that only a portion of the popula-
tion would be destroyed.

I have read with alarm proposals by one military leader who
believes that we ought to keep our planes in the air on a 24-
hour continuous alert basis, fully armed with atomic weapons.

I have read proposals that we ought to increase our atomic
submarine fleet and that we ought to have some of them stationed
off the coast of Russia, submerged under water for as much
as 4 or 5 months, ready to retaliate immediately m the event
our country is attacked.

After reading and studying these numerous proposals, I am
more alarmed than ever that World War III might start as a
result of an accident, a crash of a plane loaded with . atomic

weapons, or by some trigger-happy Colonel who would push a
12
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button because he misread signs that appeared to be an attack
against us. . . . —

‘Y HAVE, THEREFORE, REACHED THE CONCLUSION
THAT THERE IS NO ALTERNATIVE TO PEACE.

The people of our nation have been spared the horrible
experiences of destruction of our homes and our families through
bombing of our cities. Although almost every American family
had some members in the armed forces during World War II,
and although all of us have been touched in one degree or another
by loss of life of a relative or friend in World War II, I am
afraid that our citizens do not as yet fully comprehend the
significance of war with modern weapons. The people in Eng-
land, Germany, France, Hiroshima and other cities and countries,
that felt and experienced destructive power of military machines
in World War II, have a stronger yearning for peace because of
these experiences. We have been protected from warfare in our
country by the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans in World War 1
snd World War II. We no longer have that protection.

The development of jet planes and bombers and the develop-
ment of missiles capable of firing a hydrogen bomb warhead
rompletely destroys the protection that we had in the last
two bloody World Wars.

Recently United States Admiral Arleigh Burke, testifying

before a Congressional Committee, was asked the following
question:

“Sepator Stennis: We have a memorandum here that last
year the Secretary of Defense made the statement that one
polaris submarine carries as much destructive power as all the
bombs dropped by both sides during World War IL”

“Admira] Burke: Yes, sir, this missile — warhead — will be
many times the size of the bomb dropped on Hiroshima. It
is not a small one.”

Because of these facts, 1 believe that it is incumbent upon
us to publicly discuss the question of peace and war in a
rational and objective manner so that we can develop policies
and programs that can minimize the tensions that could erupt
into World War III, and endeavor to create a public climate
that could make universal disarmament a 7reality.

1 am alarmed at the increase of the Nuclear Club which now
eontains as members the United States, Russia, Great Britain
and France. I am particularly worried about France having the
atom bomb because of its internal problems in Algeria and the
internal dissension that exisits in France. I am afraid to trust
atomic and nuclear weapons in the hands of people like General
Massu of the French Army. ,
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1 believe that the following steps must be taken to reduce
world tension and to establish a basis for maintenance of world
peace;

We must step up our discussion with the Russians, Great
Britain and France for the ending of the testing of atomic and
nuclear weapons. We must seek ways and means of fool-proof
fnspection and detection of testing of weapons. In the meantime,
the United States should not engage in any testing of nuclear

weapons and should urge the other countries to join them in
banning the tests,

1 believe that serious consideration should be given to
the proposal of Thomas E, Murray, former member of the
Atomic Energy Commission, who believes we ought to set up a
UN Commission with the power of destroying the stockpile
of nuclear weapons on a matching basis with the Russians
and other countries, who have these weapons,

1 beleieve that we must work towards universal disarmament
and be more flexible in our discussions with the Russians on
this subject. :

Our government must also immediately establish a National
Planning Board for the peaceful use of our military plant so
that we can guarantee full employment to the workers now
engaged in military production.

This proposal is not new. Walter Reuther, President of the
UAW, proposed after World War II, the use of our aircraft plants
to produce housing on a mass production basis.

-

If only one per cent of the one hundred seventy-five billion
dollars that is annually spent for military purposes was used
to wipe out hunger and raise the living standards of the back-
ward countries of the world, we would have one billion seven
hundred fifty million dollars available for these purposes. If
-all of the countries reduced their military expenditures across the
board on a ten per c¢ent basis, this would mean seventeen and
gne-half billion dollars available in the war against hunger and
isease.

I believe that no meaningful decision towards universal
disarmament can be achieved with our present policy towards
Red China. I urge a complete re-evaluation of our Foreign
Policy towards China on a realistic and objective basis.

1 believe that it is foolish to pretend that Red China with
600 million people, over half of Asia, doesn't exist

1 believe that tensions with China and with other sections
of the world are unnecessarily prolonged by the belief that Chiang
Kai-shek and his discredited, corrupt military dictatorship is the
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true spokesman for China and that it is the policy of the United
States to return Chiang Kai-shek to the Chinese Mainland.

President Eisenhower must take the major blame for our
completely unrealistic attitude towards Red China.

You recall that in his first State of the Union message on
February 2, 1953, President Eisenhower told the world that he
“had unleashed Chiang Kai-shek.” He also charged former Presi-
dent Truman with “using the United States Navy as a defensive

‘arm for Communist China,” These are the exact words of the

President:;

“There is no longer any logic or sense in a condition that
required the United States Navy to assume defensive responsi-
bilities on behalf of the Chinese Communists. This permitted
those Communisis, with greater impunity, to kill our soldiers,
and those of our United Nations allies, in Korea.

“] am, therefore, issuing instructions that the 7th Fleet no
longer be employed to shield Communist China.”

I believe that our government should give immediate and
serious consideration to proposals by the “CONLON COM-
MISSION” that made studies on the United States Foreign
Policy for the Committee on Fore1gn Relations of the United
States Senate.

This Commission concluded, * A government having effective
control over only 10 million people cannot indefinitely hold
& ‘major power’ position in the name of 600 million Chinese.”

They further said that, “Isolation in rélation to our policy
with China always serves totalitarianism.”

One of the allernatives they proposed to the Chinese ques-
tion was to take steps to establish normal relatmns with China
that would include:

1) The recognition of Communist China by the United States,
2) support for its seating in the United Nations, and 3) general
treatment equal to that which the United States accords to
the Soviet Union. The Commission supports this policy on the
following grounds.

“g) In accordance with established international practices to
which U. 8. policy has usually adhered, the recognition of Com-
munist China would not signify approval of the regime, but
rather its existence as a de facto government, having control over
some 660 million people. To accept these facts of life is in the
national interests of the United States because it is essential that
we establish a realistic policy toward Asia as the first step in
a long range economic and politcal competition with Communism.
Nonrecognition has not prevented the rise of Communist China.
It has isolated us as much as the Communists, giving our policy
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an: essentially unilateral character, making it defensive, and
negative, . . ' '

. . B) Normalization of relations, if successful, would give us
greater access to the Chinese people, from whom we are now
almost completely cut off. It would thus make possible some
kind of informational and cultural relations program which
might provide certain pressures upon the Communist leaders
to demphasize hate and fear of the United States. Moreover, it
would provide us wth direct communications in terms of official
channels, thereby reducing the threat of miscalculation on both
sides.

¢) The primary function of the United Nations today is
an international forum whereby issues c¢an be debated and
nations calied to account before the world; as an instrumentality
for the mediation of disputes through its technical staff; and
as a valuable organization for a multitude of nonpolitical pur-
poses of a social, educational, or research nature, As long as
the government controlling one-half of the people of Asia is
outside the United Nations, that organization will be seriously
handicapped in terms of the above functions.”

‘And Communist China outside the United Nations may be
more of a disruption than Communist China in the United
Nations in a variety of ways. There sre advantages in being

an international outlaw, not being legally bound to international
g_grgpmpnf: having tn taks anlv snnh etande ne ana uwrichar and
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thereby being able to compartmentalize one’s policies. More-
over, the U. 5. policy of suporting the Government of Taiwan
as the only legitimate government of China in the UN is in
serious danger of losing by attrition. Despite our pressure,
this position is becomng more difficult to sustain in the inter-
national scene, and is being sliced away, a sliver at a time.

The problems of peace and the problems of war must
become the concern of all the people and not just military and
political leaders. .

" I gall upon all of our citizens to take greater interest in
our Foreign Policy — to stimulate objective discussion without
fear of the slurs and the slanders of those within our gov-
ernment who use the fear of Soviet Russia and Communism
85 a convenient way to stifle democratic discussion of this most

important problem.

" -1 am confident that we can find a way to reduce the world
tensions and to work towards world disarmament,

.. .1 am sure that if we can use our good common sense we
can, during our lifetime, develop an America and help build
a world in which we have abundance, in which we have secur-
ity, in which we have freedom and justice and in which we have
peace not.only for our time, but for all time.
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THE AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVICE COMMITTEE, since its found-
ing in 1917, has Iried lo promote the economic,
social, moral, and spiritugl unity of all man-
kind. In international relations it has attempted

, .
v to bring about understanding where there has

been hostility and contact where there has been
separation. In civil rights it has tried to show that
nonviolence can be effectively transformed info
o power which can win out in the face of dis-
crimination and repression.

This pamphlet recognizes the growing aware-
ness that war can no longer be an instrument of
foreign policy. What does this imply? Are there
nol other forms of power aside from weapons
which can be the basis of seiiling dispuies? Can
we not move towards @ more human society at
home and abroad by seeking nonviolent paths
to the settlement of conflict? What is the rela-
tionship between disarmament, civil rights, and
full employment? The outhor believes that these
questions should logically grow out of any dis-
cussion of the economics of arms and disarma-
ment. AFSC works for a society that is nonvio-
lently ordered and in which men are neither de-
based nor exploiled for any reason or for any
purpose. This pamphlet, by raising important
issues which face our country today, helps in that
work.

Published as an educational service

by the National Peace Literature Service of

The American Friends Service Commiltee, 160 N. 15 St., Philadelphia 2, Pa.
. 1964
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Disarmament
SATETE and the War on Poverty

by MARTIN OPPENHEIMER

In Southern California there is a small ghost town of half-built homes,
empty streets, and unused schools. It is a brand new town, but no one
Yives there. It was built for the families of technicians, engineers, and
Air Force personnel to be stationed at a nearby air base. But plans
changed, and the base was never built. The ghost town spotlights a
problem: We produce what we do not use; we have needs that are
not met, .
In this country one home in six is below standard. Our infant
mortality rate is higher than that of ten other countries. Seventy
million of us suffer from one or more chronic diseases. Every time we
build a bomber we use money that could build hundreds of classrooms;
each time we launch a ship dozens of playgrounds could be constructed;

and each time we buv_-}r a missile 1n a silo we bury the equivalent of

azlacn3li 231 [ o=al W =5 4 alLadd

thousands of family homes.

“As the richest country in the world, we should not need to offer
‘half a loaf of health’ when we have a unique opportunily to
make this a nation of heolthy people . . . Millions . . . suffer
untold agonies and lead frustrating end unproductive lives—
and thousands die—not because we do not know how to help
them, but because they eannot oblain the quantity and quality
of medical care that we are capable of and more morally obli-
gated to prouvide.”

— Policy Resolutions, AFL-Cl0, Adopted November 1963
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We have the ability and resources to meet the needs of all of our
people, and many of those overseas. We are not meeting those needs.
Yet we spend billions on bombs, planes and missiles which we hope will
‘never be used. As J. William Fulbright, Chairman of the Senate For-
eign Relations Committee, recently said,

“There is indeed a most striking paradox in the fact that mil-
itary budgets of over $50 billion are adopted by the Congress
after only perfunctory debate while domestic education and
welfare programs involving sums which are mere fractions of
the military budge! are painstakingly examined and then either
considerably reduced or rejected outright . .
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try has less than $3000 income per year. Another one out of five fam-

" ilies is deprived of a good diet, decent housing, or basic medical atten-

tion. This means that 40 per cent of the nation’s population lives either

in deprivation or in outright poverty. Some of our needs, spelied out in
dollars, look like this:

s Our housing includes about 3 million dilapidated units. If everyone
in our growing population is to have a decent home by 1970 we must
build about two million units at a cost of $25 billion every year.
This means an increase of about 50 per cent over what we are spend-
ing now, At least some of this could be built by private developers
but, since much new housing should go to low-income people, govern-
ment will have to play a major role. ‘

s Just fo keep our educational system going at its present inadequate

leve] will require spending 50 per cent more by the year 1870 than

at present because of our population growth. This means we must
aim at spending about $30 billion each year at minimum, rather than
our present $20 billion.

One of the most serious needs in our society is adequate medical

fars far ﬁ“ Juot ta Loaan oun with tha nanulatian rmiinh loce imnrava
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medical care, we should spend, by 1970, $1 billion to train physicians
and $9 billion to build hospitals. We should spend $4.5 billion by
1970 1o provide minimum state and local public health services. Ade-
quate income for all wage earners while they are. ill will take $22.2
billion by 1970. And this is not even Medicare—it is only extended
insurance coverage, ,

To bring the buying power of all American families (8o important in
maintaining demand for goods) up to a minimum of $4000 per year,
not a grandiose sum, and of persons living alone up to $1500, will
take $30 billion a year. This $30 billion could be added to the econ-
omy if we had full employment, if plants were producing at full
capacity, and if our graduaied income tax were fairly applied.
* Many of the poor are aged. The average benefit under social security
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for a retired worker today is $76 per month, or about $800 per year;
for a couple it is $127 per month, or $1525 per year. If these benefits
were raised so the average worker got even 50 per cent of his pre-
retirement income, and a couple got 75 per cent, it would cost about
$9 billion per year.

Every American has an inferest in seeing these and many other
needs met, regardless of his race, creed, or national background. But
our Negro citizens have an even greater need, because, as the result of
slavery plus one hundred years of discrimination, a much higher per-
centage of them are poor. They tend to be found in the less-skilled jobs
because they do not have the seniority or training of other workers.
They are frequently the victims of layoffs—the first fired, the last hired.
While 26 per cent of white families had incomes of under $4000 in
1962, a heavy enough indictment of our “wealthy” society by itseli,
60 per cent of Negro families had incomes of less than $4000! In part,
this difference is because Negroes have twice the unemployment rate
of whites—at present about 11 per cent as compared to the white rate
of about 5 per cent.

Unemployment rates for Negroes are even worse when it comes
to young people and long-term unemployment. About one in four
Negroes aged 16 through 24 cannot find work. Nearly one in three of
America’s long-term unemployed is a Negro.

This is why the August 1963 civil rights March on Washington
tinked Jobs to the demand for Freedom. As the U.S. News and World
Report said last June, “the key to success in dealing with the race
problem of this country more and more is found to center in one thing
—jobs.” As the civil rights movement begins to deal with the problems
confronting the Negro community (jobs, housing, schools), it will
become part and parcel of the “war on poverty.” Indeed, it may socon
take the leadership in arousing the nation to act on this problem. In the
next few years, therefore, white Americans who participate in efforts
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to secure justice for the Negro will also find themselves fighting to
seciire a better way of life for all; and, in turn, those who desire to
improve the lot of all will find the civil rights organizations key allies.

Increasingly the civil rights and anti-poverty drives lead us to
consider the fact that the bulk of our federal funds are now spent not
on human needs, but on arms. President Johnson, in his State of the
Union Message of January 1964, linked his cut in the defense budget
to the need for solving problems of education, health, manpower retrain-
ing, and poverty in the Appalachians. If these problems are really to
be solved, civil rights and anti-poverty forces will have 10 demand
further cutbacks in military spending.

While it is technically possible to spend both for military and
public welfare purposes, this has so far not been politically possible.
The very forces which are most strongly for military spending tend
to be most opposed to government action on either social welfare or
civil rights. As Senator George McGovern has rightly pointed out,
“When a major percentage of the public resources of our society is
devoted to the accumulation of devastating weapons of war, the spirit
of democracy suffers.” The arms race has created an anti-human polit-
jcal climate in which real concern for human needs has not developed.

Obviously, many individuals feel that if it comes to a choice be-
tween military power and improving our standard of living, then we
must “tighten our belis” and choose guns and missiles. The price of
security, they say, is a bigger and bigger military force, for only
strength acts as a deterrent to Soviet expansion. They forget that
nuclear weapons cannot provide security. Deterrence depends upon

being willing to use the weapons. If we are willing to use them, the like-

lihood is that they will eventually be used. As President Kennedy

pointed out, even victory in a nuclear war would be ashes in our mouths.

We now have enough weapons to destroy the U.S.S.R. many times

over. Professor Seymour Melman recently suggested that in view of

our present fantastic surplus of destructive power we can maintain

whatever military “security” these weapons provide, and cut back on the

military budget. We can use the savings to meet domestic needs. Sen-

ator McGovern, in the light of this evidence, has raised these questions:

“I ask what possible advantage there can be to the United

States in appropriating additional billions of dollars to build

more missiles when we already have excess capacity to destroy

the potential enemy? How many times is it necessary to kill a

man or kill a nation? | . . one quick nuclear exchange would

now leave 100 million Americans dead, an egual number of

Russians, and nearly as many West Europeans, is that not

enough to deter anyone other than a madman from setting off

such o catestrophe? And if either side yields to madness or
miscalculation, can any number of arms save us?”
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This means that we must stop aiding military and feudal govern-
ments just because they claim to be our friends. If military aid to such

" governments were cut, more could be spent on the kind of aid which

meeis people’s needs.
. Just as reducing military spending at home would release funds
to help solve the poverty problem, o reductions of military aid abroad
could help to create a real social deterrent—we could line up with
forces in the deveioping nations who are irying to bring a beiter way
of life to their people. Only when we commit ourselves fully to helping
the forces of reform throughout the world will people begin to consider
democratic alternatives.

Military strength does not give us security at home and it does not
act as an effective deierreni {o iotalitarianism abroad. A sound domestic
policy is one which solves the problems of inequality and poverty—and

80 is a sound foreign policy.

FOW YOUR TAX DOLLAR IS SPENT!

HEALTH,
e 43\7105.

WELFARE,

VETERANS
PAYMENTS,

INTERESTON
NATIONAL DEBT

A re-examination of our military budget has been taking place.
Some cutbacks have been made, and a few more may come. But these
cutbacks (about $1 billion this year) have already created a real un-
employment problem in some parts of the country. Even without cut-
backs, unemployment has been increasing and is nmow about five to
eight per cent of the labor force (depending on whether you include
those who are only employed part time and those who have given up
Jooking for jobs). Unless there is serious planning for conversion to a
peacetime world, economists have said we may have anywhere from
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8 million to 29 million unemployed at a single time. These estimates
vary according to the speed and amount of arms cuts.

In certain parts of the country the problem is worse because some
areas depend more heavily on these contracts than others, When the
Skybolt project in Southern California was cancelied in January 1963,
over 5,000 men, many of them technicians and engineers, were laid off
within two months, In Los Angeles about 44 per cent and in Seattle
about 43 per cent of the jobs depend one way or another on defense
contracts. In Colorado the military budget provides one dollar out of
every four of all personal spending. In New York State, Governor
Rockefeller announced early in 1962 that Long Island was in danger
of becoming a “distressed area.” The scheduled closing of a Republic
Aircraft plant there meant a possible loss, including subcontractors, of
80,000 1o 90,000 jobs. Region after region has either already been
affected or may soon be affected by arms cutbacks. One economist has
privately made the dire prediction that within a short time “Southern
California will be West Virginia, with beaches.”

The Federal Government and industry have learned a great deal
about economic planning for military production. Now we must learn
to plan to meet human needs and we must begin to convert our arms-
centered economy into a peacetime economy. Military contractors are
told to think about “reconverting,” but many do not know how; they
were never in the civilian market to begin with. Many have never had
to deal with civilian problems of cutting costs, finding new markets, and
planning new products {0 meet public needs. Many don't know how to
compete and are reluctant to learn. They have produced too long for a
single consurner who guarantees profits out of an inexhaustible public
purse. Some simply can’t understand that the end of the defense profit
line may be approaching. Instead of finding ways to produce for civilian
needs, they keep trying to get a bigger slice of the smaller and smaller
defense pie.

Within the government, while recently there has been an increase
of hopeful talk, little actually has been done. In the Department of
Defense, the Office of Economic Adjustment, which is supposed to keep
watch over problems of shifts in military spending, as recently as No-
vember 1963 consisted of three stafl people and two secretaries—less
than an army squad in size to care for a nationwide problem. The Arms
Control and Disarmament Agency announced $3,800,000 worth of re-
search contracts and granis in June 1963. Not a penny of that was for
research on the domestic economic impact of disarmament. The Coun-
cil of Economic Advisers, as late as May 1964, had limited its advice
to tax reduction, improved labor market information services, and sim-
ilar measures. Federal agencies have failed to speak up clearly and
urgenily for measures such as Senator McGovern's 1964 Bill; it would
require firms with 25 per cent or more workers employed on military
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" contracts to set up their own industrial conversion commitiees. Given

the fact that a business needs anywhere from one to perhaps three or
four years “lead time"” to prepare for new products, it is already too
laie as iar as many communities are concerned. The contract cutbacks
wil) hit them before they have planned for the change.

Faced with a great opportunity to solve the problems of poverty
and inequality at home and abroad, we are missing the boat. The civil
rights movement, those involved with the war on poverty, trade union-
ists who have had a traditional interest in solving a long series of
social problems, the peace groups, and many other concerned Amer-
icans must help change this situation. The civil rights struggle is
already forcing Americans to grapple with the broader problems of jobs,
housmg, and schools. If the effort to end poverty is to succeed, we must-
decide how vast federal funds are to be gpent: Shall it be for the war
on mankind, or for the struggle to end poverty and injustice? We ean-
not do both. )

. Non-military eolutions to the cold war can release the funds, man-
power, and talent needed to solve civilian problems. Decent schools,
bousing, and medical care for all can be achieved. Minimum incomes
which condemn tens of millions to poverty can be raised. If we demand
that these problems be solved, then we shall have to re-consider how
we now spend our money. To solve our domestic problems requires a
non-military foreign policy. In this way peace and the achievement of a
better life become a single issue.

How do we go about making the most of the opportumty ahead,
instead of wasting this chance to build a better world?

‘The first step is to build a political force in this country for that
purpose. We do not hold to a conspiracy theory. of government, but
there are interests which continually try to block every move in the
direction of reform, the achievement of equal rights and the re-appraisal
of our foreign policy. Those interests will have to be overcome. In
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Congress, particularly, the same spokesmen who oppose social welfare
Jegislation generally oppose equal rights for minorities, and insist on
ever greater expenditures for military hardware. Those who seek to
overcome this resistance must recognize that the peace, civil rights, and
poverty issues are one. .

The time for the creation of a new force for social progress is
now. The civil rights movement has provided this nation with a moment
ol truth: The demand for human justice and dignity cannot be ful-
filled until jobs, adequate housing, and decent schools have been
achieved for ¢ll Americans.

The trade union movement faces its own moment of truth—also
the job crisis. As champions of the underdog, unions cannot afford {o
stagnate. They will not be content to see their memberships dwindling
as automation eliminates 200,000 production jobs every year. Unions
realize that their goals of job security in the context of equal rights
can only be achieved if there are enough jobs or other sources of suffi-
cient income. An alliance between Negro and white wage earners in
unions commitied to civil rights, and between those unions and the

civil rights movement, is an essential step to the creation of a better

America.

The poor, not yet active in their own behalf, must be helped to
organize themselves. Trade unions, civil rights groups, and social wel-
fere organizations must help in this effort. In this way the poor them-
selves can be brought into American democracy as full participants,
helping to decide their own futures. The poor belong in the alliance to
shape a better society.

The peace organizations of this nation have pioneered for many
years in attempting to bring a just and disarmed world closer. They,
too, must realize that disarmament, civil rights, and full employment
are allied. 1t is their job to show how a better way of life is linked to
the need for world peace, and the solution of conflicts between nations.
It is linked not only in terms of living standards but also in terms of
the moral goals of human brotherhood. This cannot be demonstrated
from a distance. Peace workers must become full and active participants
in the everyday efforts of Americans to create a better life.

These groups constitute a real “alliance for progress.” By working
to begin the war on poverty, they can help to end the war on mankind.
Sooner or later this alliance will also have to work directly to bring
about world-wide disarmament. Only then can the resources for a real
war on poverty, for a better way of life at home and abroad, be found.

Martin Oppenheimer is a sociologist who has been active for some
years in prace and civil rights organizations, including one year as
assistant director of the Studies Program in the Peace Educalion

Division of the American Friends Service Committee.
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“Every gun that is made, every warship launched, every
rocretl fired signifies, in the final sense, a thefi from ithose
who hunger qnd are not fed, those who are cold and not clothed
« .. Is there no other way the world can live?”

— DwicHr D. EISENHOWER

SUGGESTED FURTHER READING
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® Does American Prosperity Depend on Arms Production?
® What Will We Make in Place of Weapons?

¢ How Can Military Suppliers Change to Civilian Work?
¢ How Will Working Men and Women Meet the Change?

® What Public Measures Would Help Smooth the Way?
e What Can WE Do to Prepare for Disarmament?

WE who are concerned citizens, whether industrial workers or social
workers, business men-or members of government, teachers or students, are
faced with the primary challenge of today’s world—how to keep a world
that we can live in and hand on 1o the generations of tomorrow. This calls
for world disarmament and a world organized for peace.

It is clear that there are many political roadblocks to be removed on the
way to that disarmament which nearly everyone agrees we should have.
Yet if we think only of these we may overlook the economic roadblocks—as
well as the shining economic promise which disarmament holds.

Economists tell us that the economic path to peace will be smoother if

“we plan and'prepare the way for it. Some machinery for making such plans

is in being now. Can we make up our minds to use it, to adapt or extend
it, or to set up new machinery as needed?

The change to & non-military economy will require not only planning
but determination, and a readiness to accept work and sacrifice along the
way. The political problems are enormous. The economic transition will
call for mobilizing the full resources of the entire government in & prolenged
attack on this question. It calls for the full cooperation of labor and manage-
ment with government all the way from the local to the Federal level. A
tough job—but it ean be done. '

Here we shall take a look at some of the guestions that are most
often asked about problems the country will face in ;anging over to strictly
peaceful production. Answers suggested do not pretend to be a final word.
They are put forward as a basis {or discussion, for further questions, and
for “grassroots” decisions that can lead to ACTION.

It is our hope that this brief and general pamphlet will lead to more
comprehensive studies of the total problem and fo much more detailed
analysis of the shifts necessary in special areas such as Los Angeles, Secaitle,

Wichita, and Philadelphia.

-3~



1. Does American Prosperity Depend on Arms Production?

‘There are surface signs which help to spread this impression. Critics
in the Communist world proclaim it as fact, What is the truth about this?

America enjoys a relatively high standard of living while devoting a
sizeable slice of national resources and energies to making weapons of war.
Cartainly manvy iochs bave been created by wailitary nraduction This is not
U‘ll‘ullllJ lllﬂll: "UU; di@arvL AT Livailcu U_’ lllllllﬂl) PlUl]uLllUll. 4 411D FD 1uUL
surprising, for it is just here that the government spends a lion’s share of
the Federal budget. However, to believe that prosperity can be created
through arms production, or that this pattern of spending is sacred and
unchangeable, is to follow an illusion.

Standards of living are measured by consumable goods and services. It
testifies to the country’s amazing productive power that we do reach such a
high standard. If all of that power were turned into the production of
consumable goods and service, or of creative leisure—and nere into arma-
ments—our standard of living could be markedly higher!

American prosperity stems from our productiveness. To maintain general
prosperity is to keep a steady flow of the total volume of things we turn
out, so that we as consumers receive a steady supply of the things we need.
It does not depend on how much is invested in one special field, such as
weapons. In times of transition, when the make.un of some parts is shifting,
it is of utmost importance 1o keep the total national spending—by consumers,
business and government combined—at sn even level. This can be done in
different ways, and naturally some ways are better than others. But we can
be certain of this: 1f we stop channeling a great part of our resources into
the means of destroying human life and turn the same current into things
which people need and can use, real prosperity should increase.

Is it true, as many believe, that & cut in defense spending will cause
a depression, at least temporarily? It is not true if sensible policies are
followed. Past experience does not show that defense cuts inevitebly create
in 1946 and 1947, when business and employment remained good. That
was partly, of course, because of a large backlog of wartime saving.

By contrast, in 1957 defense spending increased—more than $3 billion
over the total for 1956—and yet industrial production declined the whole
year and unemployment mounted, leading into a quile definite recession.
As it happened, changes in the tempo of deflense speoding helped to deepen
this recession; but, as before, the arms outlay was only one part of the
picture. What counts most is the whole picture.

-3~



- -

e i e . s et e 4 T ¢

—— =

Three to five billion dollars is a large sum compared with the family
budget. Even so, it is oniy about one per cent of our total national produc-
tion each year. An annual cut of this size in military epending should not
pose a very difficult economic problem—if the transition is well planned.

In fact, there was such a cut in 1955, and this was one of the most
prosperous years we have ever had. In 1954, by contrast, defense spending
was cut and we did have a recession. The one fact was not the cause of the
other—although again it was part of the picture. The trouble in 1954 was
that the government cut non-defense spending at the same time, when logic
would have suggested an offsetting increase in this area.

Economists generally agree that when there is a reduction in one part of
our total national spending, both public and private, it needs to be balanced
by increased spending in other perts, so that the total outlay will remain

steady, or gradually increase with the country’s growth,

Under favorable conditions, it is often possible for an equilibrium to
be maintained largely by increased private spending. as in 194647, Tax
reductions, if large enough and properly distributed, can encourage such
added spending. There is a pressing need for expansion of essential public

rograms such as education and public health, which are now held back
argely because of the size of defense outlays. With a growing economy,
there should be opportunity both for tax reduction and for a continuing

expansion of public services.

Clearly the nation’s economy is geared at this time to large military
outlays. Not many people would argue that therefore we must go on making
weepons indefinitely—that nothing else can keep up the level of jobs and

| T S, 2 miosbion solio fes mrize 1 " 1
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of work can best be made, especially in the plants and communities where
defense industry is heavily concentrated.

These problems must be faced. (See Questions 3, 4 and 6). Luckily, a
good deal has been learned in recent years about how our economy works.
We can be certain that prosperity does NOT have to depend on making any
article that can’t be used. Weapons of war in our time have become far
too dangerous to be kept on as “busy work”.

2. What Will We Make in Place of Weapons?

We have only to ask this question to bring to mind many ways in which
we as a nation fall short of our own standards. One compelling reason
why we {fall short is that we spend so much on armies, missiles, nuclear
bombs and all of the other paraphernalia of war. In spite of relative pros-
perity, we are far short of meeting basic human needs.

. Hf peace were to “break out” suddenly, would it find us unprepared-—
afraid to accept its bounty because we haven’t found out how to use it? The
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fabled Sorcerer’s Apprentice had learned how to put some forces to work
but not how to stop them. Our challenge is to find ways to bend our gigantic
productive forces to our own will, to meet our real needs.

Right now the U. S. is spending some 45 billion yearly on war prepara-
tion;-and concurrently, around seven and s half million of our people are
employed in war-related work—including the armed forces. '

Now picture a ten-year period in which armaments would be reduced by
regular stages, down to e figure sufficient to cover internal security and
our share of a world-wide United Nations inspection and police system—
say 85 billion a year. Reduction on this scale would release some $200
billion otherwise going into armaments—as shown below.

When we study the saving from this kind of ten.year disarmament plan

. .8 :
alongside some of the nation’s needs, many attractive uses can be seen.

sample reapportionment of the money saved is shown below. How would
YOU recommend that the savings from disarmament be used?

HOW SAVINGS FROM
10 YEARS OF DISARMAMENT COULD BE USED
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In Education, for example, although Americans have been proud of their
public school system, these facts stare us in the face:

Over 130,000 new classrooms urgently needed now

Even these would not eliminate overcrowding and double
sessions

National shortage of teachers estimated at 220,000

More teachers leaving the profession than entering it
National average teaching salary $4650; many states less
Number of teachers receiving less than $2500—46.000
Average income in many other professions 100 1o 300 per
cent higher

a4
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Helping to meet the needs for classrooms, equipment, more teachers and
better salaries over the next ten years could easily absorb $15 . §20 billion
of the srmaments savings. After all, it is less than half of our present
annugl expenditure for armament. An additional $10 billion could be in-
vested in Eigher education and research facilities. Once we get rid of the

arms race burden we may be able to afford all of this—AT LAST!
& ! ,
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For Public Health, consider these two facts;
1. Some 325,000 lives are lost each year through inadequate
medical care.
2. Over 1,200,000 more hospital beds are needed for adequate

standards.
A large part of the need for additional beds is in mental and chronic
disease hospitals and nursing homes. However, it was officially reported

in May, 1958 that “there are stili 2.5 million penple residing in areas with
no acceptable general hospital beds, and another 25 million people in areas
with less than 2 acceptable beds per 1,000 population.”

Here as in education the Federal Government can appropriately act to
equalize opportunity. An adequate building program alone could absorb
$15 billion. Beyond that. we need more public health clinics and more medi-
cal schools—more people in medical research, to wipe out such human
enemies as heart diseases, mental illness and cancer,
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That Housing rates a high place needs no argument. But more than
slum clearance and new housing is needed. For the America of the future,
an area and urban development program of greal size is a “must.” Rebuild.
ing the centers of cities to remove transportation blocks and to further a good
Yife for city and country will require huge amounts. Men who can probe
the reaches of outer space will not be content with slums on earth.

With an expanding economy go needs for better roeds and communica-
tion, flood control and conservation. The vast lands now held by military
departments—over 27 million acres in the Continental United States—can
provide new public recreation areas, and help to conserve vital national re-
sources in water power, minerals, forests and wildlife.

Government-supported research, now largely military, can be reoriented
to peacetime, space-age living. With this should go a genuine program of
world development, since we are members of a human family inhabiting a
shrinking planet, where our security rests in a large measure upon the sta-
bility and welfare of other people.

Clearly there is no lack of worthwhile things in which to invest. But
will these supply employment to replace various kinds of defense work? For
each $5 billion dollars reduction in military spending, it is likely that some-
where around 800,000 workers might need either new jobs or new markets for
their same output. However, technological changes requiring new machinery
and new equipment are taking place all the time. Totally new products will
no doubt create many new jobs, as have electronics, television and plastics
in the last fifteen years,

The field of trade and development holds out a prospect of expanded
employment in many trades, as does the building of more schools, houses,
hospitals, parks and roads. New buildings mean new equipment. Higher
pay for teachers will supply new purchasing power for meeting a backlog
of unfilled wants, Tax reductions will facilitate more private buying.

The flowering of life, even national life, is in individual, family and
community living, and this expresses itself finally in artistic and spiritual
life. How would this be furthered by disarmament? In very practical ways:
improvement of the necessary material basis of life for those who lack it
(through lower taxes, greater productive power, better health and educa-
tion) ; the possibility of shorter working hours and thus more leisure time;
an atmosphere of faith and hope in a world at peace.

-7 -
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3. How Can Military Suppliers Change to GCivilian Work?

To look at the large-scale picture first—what about such industries as
sircraft and electronics, which are largely buill on military orders? And
what of the communities in which armament activity is concentrated? Some
large plants are now occupied 100 per cent with military contracts, especially
in such states as Celifornia, Washington, Kansas and Texas. In 2 number
of communities across the nation more than a third of local payrolls are
tied to military spending.

Let us suppose that all these people have been planning—we know that
some of them have—on the possibility of successful world disarmament.
Planning, in a transition of such great importance, is & key with which to
unlock the future. And as e sound beginning, managers, workers and gov-
ernment must soberly face this fact: With disarmament, some industries
will either become unnecessary or will have a smaller market for their prod-
vcts. They must find new products, new markets, or new fields.

Most business men recognize the fact of constant change and they
expect some risks. Many communities enjoy a wide range of industries and
so find it easy to meet change. Such flexibility is the ideal, but increasing
mechanization and specialization have made it very difficult for some indus-
tries and some communities {o remain Hexible, Lovernment pressures on
industry to tool up for military production make the dilemma serious. Changes
in the market are taking place sll the time—whether we disarm or not—
because of changes in technology and in public tastes and needs.

For instance, while the total military budget has been increasing, some
kinds of military orders have been sharply curtailed due to new weapons
and new ideas of strategy. The Defense Department has cancelled or modi-
fied contracts without warning, presumably because of the need felt for
secrecy in military matters. Disarmament, by contrast, would be a public
matter, arranged by international agreement, publicly debated. Cutbacks
planned for and announced in advance can make the transition easier.

Planning by industries and by organized labor calls for full and clear
information on which to base practical plans. Much vital information must
be collected locally and regionally, then sifted and put together in the national
or even international perspective, to provide a dependable guide for the local
people who must make decisions for their own businesses and families. Then
various types of government aid or backing can come into play.

-8~
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Most materials used in making arms have corresponding peacetime uses.
Steél can go into bombers or buildings. Civilian use of aircraft may be
expected to expand, though not fast enough to tske up all the productive
capacity now used for fighting planes. Peacetime uses {for electronics will
doubtless increase for a long time. Nuclear energy offers itsel{ for many
constructive uses, more than we can yet grasp. In the field of missiles, the
breathtaking vista of space exploration opens before us IF we can rid our-
selves of the threat of nuclear annihilation.

Substantial parts of military spending go not into bombs, bayonets, or
ballistic missiles, but into buildings, food and clothing, medical care, paper
and typewriters—the many things which parallel civilian life end will be
met in some way for the same people in the peacetime world. Also, if
large-scale economic aid is made available to developing countries, they will
%l;lrchase needed equipment here and so extend the market for many lines.

is will also make for steadier world economic conditions,

In one large industrial city inquiries were made of five military suppliers,
varying in scale from a working force of 250 to one of 18,000, about their
plens {or meeting “Disarmament Day.” One of the largest, & steel company,
replied that military work is such a small part of its business that cutbacks
would not seriously affect it. Another large firm reported that its business
is entirely on government contracls and it has no plans for a changeover;
that its work is with extremely high precision instruments and not suitable
to mass production for privale use.

However, this firm's products are potentially of great usefulness for the
conirol of cancer and other little-undersiood diseases, for weaiher control
and for the exploration of outer space—all of which would help to qualify
it for continued public support, One company of medium size works pre-
ponderantly on military contracts but has three smaller departments which
work on civilian products, with e definite plan in reserve by which these
could be expanded to retain all employees, in a changeover to peacetime
economy. The two smallest firms reported no plans but agreed that dependence
on military contracts is unhealthy. Later one of them called the investigator
to report the start of some civilian contracts,

In any planned disarmament the transition is hound to be gradual—for
economic and practical reasons as well as political ones. A nation can’t in
a day switch production of $45 billion worth of military goods to other
things. But the time needed can be reduced by wise advance arrangements.

The real problem is not strictly one of disarmament. It is the complex
and continuing problem of maintaining full production and full employment
in our high-powered 20th-century economy. Large-scale military production
has only helped to conceal the problem and to postpone facing it. Soon we
must come to grips with it in any case, or continue 1o court catastrophe. The
task is big enough to challenge the combined efforts of industry, labor and
government.
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4. How Will Working Men and Women Meet the Change?

There is no doubt that defense workers, like other people, desire peace.
It is natural, however, that they should have questions about their job
prospects in the event of disarmament. A job is a necessary and absorbing
daily concern. Right now, without disarmament, the change from one line
of military production to another is ecreating its own problems, possibly
more far-reaching than the shift from buggies to automobiles at the beginning
of the century. This shift causes cutbacks in certain kinds of armaments
and may be confused with real disarmament.

The worker employed in a specialized industry has fewer resources to
tide him over a readjustment period than do most businesses. His assets
consist in personal skills rather than in capital. Personal savings and invest-
ments should not be required sacrifices for having worked in some industry
once considered vital to the national welfare but now reduced in importance.
The increased prosperity of peacetime must apply to all, and the hazards of
the transition period must be shared by all.

What is the size of our problem? Currently more than one dollar in
ten of the national income is going for military purposes, A comparable pro-
portion of the nationai labor force is employed on military orders, inciuding
people who make parts and supplies on a subcontract basis and members
of the armed forces. As armament production disappears, workers need to
know what new jobs will be opening for them in replacement, and how the
changes will affect their daily lives,

Some jobs undoubtedly will be discontinued in the process of gradual
disarmament, while others will change in nature, either in the present plants
or in transfers. Both new and remodeled industries will be needed to keep
up employment through filling new needs, although some industrial workers

will find their new opportunities in small business, office work, service trades
. el P I | RN, i

or professions. A national will to maintain full production and full employ-
ment will be the workers’ best insurance; but thére are some special knots
to be untied. The “untying” implements should include the following:

1. Extended and enlarged unemployment compensation
2. Mortgage payment insurance

3. Relraining programs

4. Expanded employment and placement service
5. Reﬁacation and moving assistance :

R |



Americans do a good bit of moving from job to job and from onc
locality to another in pursuit of personal advancement. When such moves
are made necessary by a change in public policy, however, the nation has a
responsibility to help.

" Workers, too, have their responsibility, both as participants in the eco-
nomic process and as citizens. Anyone working on military orders, a field
subject to sudden strategic changes as well gs the change that would accom-

pany world disarmament, would be well advised to keep an eye on job
alternatives, to make personal plans to retrain, and to press actively for

whatever public measures he feels are needed.

Keeping a constant flow of accurate, up-to-date job information, with
special reference to coming changes, would do much to ease individual ad.
justments. This is a permanent nced, zlong with unemployment benefits
and insurance on a reafistic scale—for sufficient time periods to cover job
changes. These steps call for cooperation among many agencies and all
sections of the country. Definite plans have to be made and carried out,
but this is not likely to happen unless the people most directly concerned—
organized labor and management associations—really go to work on il
Al of the steps suggested are quite practical in the framework of a national
policy for the fullest use of national resources.

More than once people in local communities have put pressure on their
representatives in Washington to defeat cutbacks that would aflect local
industries, taking this way to try to protect their family and community
interests. If the Government had a program, known to all, for helping people
in key industries and communities to make necessary adjustments, they would
not feel the same urge to fight military cutbacks, when these could be seen
as actual steps lo security and peace,

What about the people released from the armed forces? Will they be
able 10 find jobs? Large numbers were released at the end of the Second
World War and they were quite readily absorbed into civilian life. Under
similar conditions, the smaller numher now in the forces should present no
problem. Alter the war there existed a backlog of unfilled jobs just as there
was a backlog of unfilled consumer wants. Here again, the best guarantee
lies in brisk economic activity, with plenty of forward-looking projects, both
public and private,

The Government must not push its mililary personnel out into civilian
life without due provision for their readjustment, Severance pay blus oppor-
tunities for education and vocational training are essential. Manv of the
older veterans should be made immediately eligible for pensions. The valu-
sble civil projects now carried on by the Corps ol Army Engineers—recla-
mation, flood control and the like—could be expanded during the transition,
with openings for army veterans who have worked in these areas. Today’s
forces are increasingly made up of technically trained penple who can find
opportunities in civilian air transport, electronics. machine repair, computer
and automation work, '

-1~



s L m——

It is well to remember that numbers in the armed forces are being reduced
whether we have disarmament or not, because of the development of higher-
poivered weapons and military machinery, requiring reiatively less manpower.
Afier every war, plans have had to be made for veterans. There have been
pensions and bonuses, loans for housing and business, and various kinds of
educational aid. If such costs can be met now as part of the price of
abolishing war, a real social saving will result. Indeed it would be far less
costly to pension each present soldier than to continue the present military
establichment throughout his lifetime. A needless extreme, perhaps—but not
so extreme as the “World War 111" which stares us in the face every day!
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The Employment Act of 1946 proclaimed a national policy of promoting
maximum production and employment. It also set up machinery to help
realize this aim, including (1) the Congressional Joint Commitiee on the
Economic Report and (2) the President’s Council of Economic Advisers.
The Act calls for an Annual Economic Report from the President and fre-
quent recommendations from the Joint Committee. There is doubt as to
whether the government’s obligations under this law are being met. Amend-
ments are needed, with authority to carry out its good purposes.

The Area Redevelopment Bill passed by Congress in 1958, but vetoed by
the President, would have provided special aid to regions facing special
problems. Such special sids could well be applied in areas affected by defense
cutbacks, to assist communities in their plans for disarmament.

The Trade Adjustments Bill which was introduced but not acted upon
by Congress provided for a five-member Trade Adjustments Board which
would hold hearings, secure information from public agencies, and certify
for aid those communities, industries and employees adversely affected by
changes in trade policy. Changes in defense policy could justify similar
measures. .

" Q i an . (] 5l n R . ™ ~
U. o, wovernment agencies sucn as tne neconsfruciion rinance Lorpora-

tion, the Federal Housing Administration, various veterans’ programs and
the work of the Ofiice of Defense Mobilization should provide helpful clues
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on how to de-mobilize, or re-mobilize for peace. Some overall supervisory
agency is indicsted, which can pull together information from public and
private sources and coordinate national, state and local efforts.

The Small Business Administration is one resource for smaller firms in
need of financial backing to convert their plants to peacetime pursuits. Other
government measures that might be studied are selective tax benefits during
a specified period of change, Tax credits could be allowed for losses during
a period of reconversion, and tax carry-forward provisions liberalized to
encourage plants to hold onto their workers even if output were small for
a time. Careful study is needed of possible graduated tax reduction as an
aid to private buying and investment,

The California Legislature in April 1958 adopted and sent to Congress
a Joint Resolution requesting a complete study of the economic problems of
disarmament. This, it said, should cover “ways of providing Federal aid
to arcas depressed by a reduction in defense expenditures,” and also the
“strengthening of government employment services and compensation sys-
tems, and the possible methods for retraining and relocating workers facing
major readjustments.”

The resolution quoted research findings that a 50 per cent cut in our
defense spending could result in layoffs of 120,000 people in Southern Cali-
fornia alone. It emphasized that all the facts should be brought together as
to the numbers of people employed in various defense industries, where
those industries are, and how they could be helped to change their plants
and resources over to non-defense industry—all of this with the cooperation
of Federal, State and local agencies,

The sample disarmament timetable which we suggested earlier would
take over five years to bring about a reduction of 50 per cent below 1958
levels. Meanwhile, some economists point out that present losses in produc-
tivity and employment, simply from letting the economic machinery run
far below capacity, would equal & 100 per cent cut in armaments. They
insist that by bringing production up to its full potential the country could
have bombs AND butter if it wished—*butter” meaning all the desirable
civilian programs, including foreign aid, which are denied or cut back.

On this point official opinion is not convinced. Congress, while voting
more money for arms than is asked for by the military departments, uses
the economy plea to pare civilian programs and appropriations for foreign
economic aid and technical assistance; and our Government states that we
cannot afford to take part in a world plan such as SUNFED (Special United
Nations Fund for Economic Development) until we get disarmament.

The overall problem of financing the transition will not be serious if any
savings from disarmament are immediately used to finance other needed
government programs or tax cuts. The danger of a depression will be mini-

mized if we avoid irying to reduce defense expenditure and the national debt
at the same time, . .
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6. What Can WE Do to Prepare for Disarmament?

First of all—We ecan start. Get discussion going—in labor unions
and Chambers of Commerce, in churches and civic organizations, with the
neighbors. Help make plans in your community for other employment for
defense workers, to prevent hardship for individuals. Make it a matter of
pride that the American people ean plan intelligently for peace.

We can keep informed. Try to gather an interested group—even if
only two or three—to collect and share information, divide up work and
consider Jocal plans. Such a group can carry on friendly interviews with
local industries managers. employees and agencies, and sssemble for the
local area the kind of specific knowledge which is needed but not now avail-
able. Official papers, such as the Annual Economic Report of the President,
can be found in many libraries or ordered from the Government Printing
Office in Washington, The Friends Committee on National Legislation will
recommend other materials to interested groups.

-—ld=



We can see to it that the economic machinery we have is well
used. How does your local emplovment office function? Does your com-
munity have extensive contacts with the Small Business Administration?
With the FHA? Do local firms make nse of government research? What is
your central labor union doing to help build a stable economy in your
region? Local business or management groups? Your state governmem?

We can work for improved legislation. Become familiar with votes
and views of your local representatives in the State Legislature and in the
Congress. Tell them your views, in personal interviews where possible, and
in clear, to-the-point lctters on issues calling for legislation. And of course,
search out and support good candidates for office.

The Employment Act of 1946 should be strengthened. Some such legis-
lation as the Area Redevelopment Bill needs to be passed. Unemployment
compensation systems need overhauling; they need appropriations and more
liberal regulations providing for reslistic time periods in which satisfactory
job changes can be made.

We can encourage the mobilization and coordination of all gov-
ernment agencies, national and regional—to plan for and assist in carry-
ing oul the retraining and relocation of workers affected; to encourage
research for the development of new products which can create new employ-
ment; and for the transfer to programs for the common welfare of productive
capacity and labor now going into the arms race.

We can urge our government to give first priority to the search
for political agreements and the basis for international disarmament
under law so that the world may be rescued from the fear of war and the
burden of armaments lifted forever from the backs of mankind.
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THE MORALS

OF

EXTERMINATION

BY

LEWIS MUMFORD
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SINCE 1945, the American government has de-
voted the better part of our national encrgies 1o

Prrparahnnc for wholesale human extermination

This curious enterprisc has been disguised as a
scientifically sound method of ensuring world
peace and national security, but it has obviously
failed at every point on both counts. QOur reckless
experimental explosion of nuclear weapons is only
a persuasive salesman’s sample of what a nuclear
war would produce, but even this has already
done significant damage to the human race. With
poetic justice, the earliest victims of our experi-
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the South Pacific islanders and the Japanese
fishermen — have been our own children, and
even more, our children’s prospective children.
Almost from the beginning, our investment in
nuclear weapons has been openly directed against
a single country, Soviet Russia. In our govern-
ment’s concern with the sclf-imposed problem of
containing Russia and restricting by force alone
the ‘area of Communist penetration, we have

turned our back on more vital human objectives.

Today the political and military strategy our
leaders framed on the supposition that our country
had a pcrmancnt superiority in nuclear power is
bankrupt, so completely that the business probably
cannot be liquidated without serious losscs.

As things stand now, we are not able to conduct
even a justifiable police action, as a representative



of the United Nations, with the backing of a
majority of the nations, without the permission of
Russia and China. When they refuse permission,
as they did in Korea, the limited war our strategists
fancy is still open to us turns into an unlimited
humiliation, as the painful truce that continues in
Korea should remind us, for every original issue
remains unscttied. But if we challenge that veto,
our only recourse is to our absolute weapons, now
as fatal to gurselves and the rest of mankind as
they would be to Russia and China. The dis-
tinguished army combat generals who have pub-
licly recognized this state of impotence have been
forced out of the armed services,

This situation should give us pause. While
every scientific advance in nuclear weapons and
intercontinental missiles only widens 1o planetary
dimensions the catastrophe we have been pre-
paring, our leaders still concentrate the nation’s
efforts on hastening these advances. Why, then,
do we still listen to those mistaken counsels that
committed us to the Cold War, though our own
military plans have wiped out the possibility of
war itself and replaced it by total annihilation as
the only foreseeable terminus of the tensions we
have done our full share to produce? By what
standard of prudence do we trust our lives to
political, military, and scientific advisers who have
staked our national existence on a single set of
weapons and have already lost that shortsighted
gamble, even if they become desperate enough to
usc these weapons or remain blind enough to be-

lieve that they can conceal that loss by not using
them?

What was it that sct in motion the chain re-
action of errors, miscalculations, delusions, and
compulsions that have pushed us into the im-
possible situation we now occupy? Every day
that we delay in facing our national mistakes
adds to both the cumulative dangers that threaten
us and the difficulty of undoing them.

T{E first stcp toward framing a new policy is
to tracc our path back to the point where we
adopted our fatal commitment to weapons of
mass extermination. This moral debacle, it is
important to remember, was not a response to any
threat by Russia or by Communism; still less was
it imposed by Russia’s possession of similar
weapons. Actually, the acceptance of extermina-



tion antedated the invention of the atom bomb.

The principles upon which the strategy of ex-
termination was based werc first enunciated by
fascist military theorists, notably Genera! Douhet,
who believed, like our own Major Seversky, that
a small air force could take the place of a large
army by confining its eflorts to mass attacks on
civilians and undermining the national will to
resist. This reversion to the vicious Bronze Age
practice of total war was a natural extension of
[ascism’s readiness to reintroduce terrorism and
torture as instruments of government. When
these methods were first carried into action, by
Mussolini in Abyssinia, by Hitler in Warsaw and
Rotterdam, they awakened horror in our still
morally sensitive breasts. The creed that could
justify such actions was, we thought corrcetly, not
merely antidemocratic but antihuman.

In the midst of World War II a moral reversal
took place among thc English-spcaking Allics,
such a transposition as happcned by accident in
the final ducl in Hamlet, when Hamlet picks up
the weapon Laertes had poisoned in advance in
order to make surc of his encmy’s death, The
fascist powers became the victims of their own
strategy, for both the United States and Britain
adopted what was politely called “obliteration
bombing,” which had as its object the total de-
struciion of great cities and the icrrorization and
massacre of their inhabitants,

By taking over this mecthod as a cheap substi-
tute for conventional warfare — cheap in soldicrs’
lives, costly in its expenditure of other human lives
and in the irreplaccable historic accumulations
of countless lifetimes — these democratic govern-
ments sanctioned the dchumanized techniques
of fascism. This was Nazidom’s firmest victory
and democracy’s most servile surrender. That
moral reversal undermined the eventual military
triumph of the democracies, and it has poisoned
our political and military policies ever since,

Civilized warfare has always been an atrocity
per se, even when practiced by gallant men fighting
in a just cause. But in the course of five thousand
ycars certain inhibitions and moral safeguards
had been sct up. Thus, poisoning the watcr
supply and slaying the unarmed inhabitants of a
city were no longer within the modern soldier’s
code, however gratifying they might once have
been to an Ashurbanipal or a Genghis Khan,
moral monsters whose names have become in-
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famous in history. Overnight, as it were, our own
countrymen became such moral monsters. In
principle, the extermination camps where the
Nazis incinerated over six million helpless Jews
were no different from the urban cerematoriums
our air force improvised in its attacks by napalm
bombs on Tokyo. By thesc means, in a single
night, we roasted alive morc pcople than were
killed by atom bombs in either Hiroshima or
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methods were those of mankind’s worst enemy.

Up to this point, war had been an operation
conducted by military forces against military tar-
gets. By long-cstablished convention, a token
part, the army, stood for the greater whole, the na-
tion. Even when an army was totally defeated
and wiped out, the nation it represented lived to
tell the tale; neither unarmed prisoners nor civil-
ians were killed to seal a defeat or cclebrate a
victory. Even our air force, the chief shaper of our
present policy, once prided itself on its pin-point
bombing, done in daylight to ensure that only
military targets would be hit.

As late as the spring of 1942, as I know by
personal observation, a memorandum was cir-
culated among military advisers in Washington
propounding this dilemma: If by fighting the
war against Japan by orthodox methods it might
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while with incendiary air attacks on Japanese
cities Japan’s resistance might be broken in a year
or two, would it be morally justifiable to use the
sccond means® Now it is hard to say which is
more astonishing, that the morality of total exter~
mination was then seriously debated in military
circles or that today its morality is taken for
granted, as outside debate, even among a large
part of the clergy.

More than any other event that has taken place
in modern times this sudden radical change-over
from war to collective extermination reversed the
whole course of human history.

Plainly, the acceptance of mass extermination
as a normal outcorne of war undermined all the
mora!l inhibitions that have kept man®s murderous
fantasies from active expression. War, however
brutal and devastating, had a formal beginning
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of compromisc or surrender. But no one has
the faintest notion how nuclear extermination,
once begun, could be brought to an end. Stil less



can anyonc guess what purpose would be accom-
plished by it, except a release by death from in-
tolerablc anxiety and fear. But this is to anticipate,
What is important to bear in mind is that atomic
weapons did not bring about this first decisive
change; they mercly gave our alrcady dc-moral-
ized strategy a more cffective means of expression,

Once extermination became acccplablc, the
confined tumor of war, itsell an atavistic pSCﬁdu-
organ, turncd into a cancer that would invade
the blood strcam of civilization, Now the smallest
sore of conflict or hostility might fatally spread
through the whole organism, immunc to all those
protective moral and political restraints that a
healthy body can mobilize for such occasions.

By the time the atom bomb was invented our
authorities needed no special justification for us-
ing it. The humane pleas for withholding the
weapon, made by the atomic scicntists, suddeniy
awakened to a moral crisis they had not foreseen
while working on the bomb, were automatically
disposed of by wcll-established precedent, alrcady
three years in operation. S8dll, the dramatic
nature of the explosions at Hiroshima and Naga-
saki threw a white light of horror and doubt
over the whole process; for a moment a sense of
moral guilt counteracted our cxorbitant pride.
This reaction proved as short-lived as it was be-
lated. Yet it prompted Henry L. Stimson, a
public servant whosc admirable personal conduct

" had never been open to question, to publish a
magazinc article defending the official decision
1o use the atom bomb.

The argument Mr. Stimson advanced in favor
of atomic genocide — a name invented later but
studiously reserved for the acts of our enemics —
was that it shortcned the war and saved perhaps
morc than a million precious American lives,
There is no need here 1o debate (ha highly de-
batable point. But on thosc same practical, *“hu-
manitarian™ grounds, systcmatic torture might be
employed by an advancing army to deter guerrilla
fighters and 1o blackmail the remaining popula-
tion into accepting promptly the torturer’s terms.

That only a handf{ul of people ventured o make
this criticism indicates the depth of moral apathy
to which our countrymen had sunk in less than
a dozen ycars. Those who used this illustration,
however, were not surprised to find that the
French, themselves the victims of Hitler's carcfully
devised plans of torture and mass extermination,
would authorize the use of military torture in
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Algeria a decade later. Qur own country had
forecast that depravity by our national cenduct,
This conduct still remains without public examina-
tion or rcpentance, but, unfortunately, retribu-
tion may not lic far away. Should it come, Civil
Defense ¢siimaies have esiablished that it wiil
at once wipe out forty million American lives for
the one million we once supposedly saved.

Let us be ciear about cause and effect. It was
not our nuclcar weapons that committed us to the
strategy of extermination; it was rather our de-
cision to concentrate on the methods of extermi-
nation that led to our onc-sided, obsessive pre-
occupation with nuclear weapons. Even before
Russia had achicved a single nuclear weapon,
we had so dismantled our military establishment
that we lacked sufficient equipment and muni-
tions to fight successfully such a minor action as
that in Korea.

T{z total nature of our moral breakdown,
accuratcly predicted a hall century ago — along
with the atom bomb-—by Henry Adams, can
be gauged by a single fact: most Americans do
not realize that this change has taken place or,
worse, that it makes any difference. They have
no consciousness of either the magnitude of their
collective sin or the fact that, by their silence,
they have individually condoned it. It is preciscly
as if the Secretary of Agriculiure had licensed
the sale of human flesh as a wartime emergency
mcasure and pcople had taken to cannibalism
when the war was over as a clever dodge for
lowering the cost of living — a mcre extension of
cveryday butchery. Many of our professed re-
ligious and moral leaders have steadily shrunk
from touching this subject; or, if they have done
30, they have naivcly equated mass extermination
with war and havc 100 often given their blessing
10 i1, for reasons just as specious as thosc our gov-
ernment has used. .

It is in rclation to this gigantic moral collapsc
that our present devotion to nuclear weapons and
their equally dehumanized bacterial and chemical
countcrparts must be gauged.

When we abandoned the basic moral restraints
we cnlarged the destructive capacities of our
nuclear weapons. What was almost as bad, our
pridc in this achievement cxpressed itselfl in an
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inverted fashion by our identifying our safety and
welfare with the one-sided expansion of our weap-
ons system. Thus we surrcndered the initiative
to our instrumcnts, confusing physical power with
rational human purpose, forgetting that machines
and weapons have no valucs and no goals, above
all, no limits and no restraints except those that
human beings superimpose on them.

The one thing that might have rectified our
government’s premature exploitation of atomic
power would have been a public assize of its
manifold dangers, even for wider industrial and
medical use, As early as the winter of 1945-1946
the Scnate Atortic Energy Committee made the
first full inquiry into these matters, and the
physicists who appeared before this committee
gave forecasts whose accuracy was fully confirmed
in the tardy hearings that have just taken place
before a joint congressional committee. Almost
with one voice, these scientists predicted that
Sovict Russia would be able to produce a nuclear
bomb within five years, possibly within threc. On
that basis, the nations of the world had three
‘‘safe” years to create through the United Nations
the necessary political and moral safcguards
against the misuse of this new power.

There was no salvation, the more alert leaders
of science wisely pointed out, on purely national
terms. Naturally, Russia’s totalitarian isolation-
ism and suspicion made it difficult to arrive at a
basis for rational agreement, but our own sense
of holding all the trump cards did not lessen this
difficulty. All too quickly, after the Russian re-
jection of our generous but politically unsound
Baruch proposal, our country used Russian hos-
tility as an excuse for abandoning all further effort.
Even before we had openly committed ourselves
to the Cold War itself —a now obsolete pre-
atomic military concept — our leaders preferred
to build a threatening ring of air bases around
Russia rather than to pursue with patient circum-
spection a course directed toward securing cven-
tual understanding and cooperation. So the diffi-
cult became the impossible.

As late as 1947 this situation, though grave,
was not disastrous. Our very mistakes in turning
to mass extermination were capable, if openly
and honestly faced, of leading both ourselves and
the world back to the right path. Up to then,
our totalitarian wcapons system had not yet con-
solidated its position or threcatened our free in-
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stitutions; the organs of democratic society, in-
vigorated rather than depressed by the war, had
not yet been enfeebled by official secrecy, repres-
sion, suspicion, craven conformism, or the cor-
ruptions of absolute power, shielded from public
criticism, Mcanwhnlc, unfortunatcly, the stratcgy
of mass cxtcrmmauon, which did not bear puum.
discussion or open assessment, was rapidly taking
shape.

For a brief moment, ncvertheless, our leaders
scized the political initiative, though they were
handicapped by ambivalent intentions and con-
tradictory goals. Qur contribution to organizing
the United Nations, though it had been originally
proposed by the United States, was as cagey
and inept as Russia’s, for the frustrating Council
veto was an American conception. Under a more
imaginative leadership two other, admirable
American proposals came forward, UNRRA and
the Marshali Plan. Both these agencies had great
potentialities, for at first we had the intelligence
to offer their benefits even to Communist coun-
tries. ’

Had we followed these efforts through, they
might have permanently increased the whole
range of international cooperation. In wiser exec-
ut:vc hands, these initiatives would not have been
prematurely terminated. Rather, they would have
been employed to reduce world tensions and to
win general assent to a program for giving all
nations the prefatory exercises in magnanimity
and understanding essential to the re-establish-
ment of moral order and the control of our de-
moralizing weapons. But even in their brief,
limited application these agencies did far more to
fortify the assisted nations against oppressive Com-
munist dictatorship than all the billions we poured
into NATO and SEATO to build up futile ar-
maments for wars neither we nor our allies

~ were capable of fighting. Witness our long series

of backdowns and letdowns: Czechoslovakia,
Korca, Victnam, Poland, East Germany, Hun-

gary, Egypt. :

IN OUR commitment to the strategy of extermi-
nation, under a decision made when General
Eiscnhower was Chicf of Staff, the United States
rejected the timely warnings of the world’s lead-
ing scientists and the common counsels of human-
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ity. Instead of holding a series of world confer-
ences in which the dangers of nuclear energy
could be fully canvased, not alone by physicists
but by thinkers in every thrcatened field, our
official agencies deliberately played down these
dangers and used every available mode of cen-
sorship to restrict the circulation of the knowledge
needed for such an appraisal. In this obstinate
desire to exploit nuclcar power solely for our
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insistent publicity and indoctrination to build up
a false sense of security. Instead of regaining
our moral position by ceasing the reckless ex-
periments who.e mounting pollution justified a
world-wide apprehension, we flatly denied the
need for any such cessation and allowed Russia,
after it had come abreast of us, ta take the moral
lead here. Even at a recent United Nations
conference, which clearly demonstrated the dan-
gers, our own representatives heiped vote down
the Russian precamble to the conclusions of the
conference, which called for a cessation of all
further nuclear testing.

To explain this obstinate commitment to the
infamous policy of mass extermination one must
understand that its side reactions have proved

. as demoralizing as its central purpose. Within

a bare decade, the United States has built up a
huge vested interest in mass extermination — in
the weapons themselves and in the highly profit-
able manufacture of electronic equipment, plancs,
and missiles designed to carry them to their
destination. There are tens of thousands of in-

dividdual erianticte and terhnirians eneaced in
aivicua: scicnusis anc ecnniQian: engagec in

nuclear, bacteriological, and chemical research
to increase the range and eflectiveness of these
lethal agents, though we boast we already have
a stockpile of nuclear weapons capable of wiping
out the entire planet. There are also corporate
bodies — the air force, the Atomic Energy Com-
mission, great industrial corporations, and ex-
travagantly cndowed centers of research — whose
powers and presumptions have been constantly
widened along with their profit and prestige.

" While the show lasts, their carcers depend on our

accepting the fallacious assumptions to which they
have comumitted us.

All these agents now operate in secret totali-
tarian ¢nclaves, perfecting their sccret totalitarian
wecapons, functioning outside the processes of
democratic goverament, immunc to public chal-
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lenge and criticism or to public correction. What-
ever the scientific or technical competence of the
men working in this field, their sedulous restric-
tion of interest and the limited conditions under
which they work and have contact with other
human beings do not foster wisdom in the con-
duct of life. By vocational commitment they live
in an underdimensioned and distorted world.
The sum of their combined judgments is still an
unbalanced judgment, for moral criteria have,
from the start, been left out of their general direc-
tives,

Is it any wonder that even-in the narrow seg-
ments of science where they claim mastery our
nuclear officials have made error after error?
They have again and again been forced to reduce
their estimate of the “permissible” limit of ex-
posure to radiation, and on the basis of knowledge
already available they will have to reduce these
estimates still further. Thus, too, they made an
error that startled themselves, in their undercalcu-
lating the range and the lethal fall-out of the
hydrogen bomb, and they sought to cover that
error by concealment and calurnny, at first dcny-
ing the plight of the japanese fishermen they had
injured. Some have even used their authority as
scientists to give pseudo-scientific assurances about
biological changes that no one will be able to
verify until half a century has passed. Further.
more, in matters falling within their province of
exact knowledge, the judgment of these authorities
has repeatedly proved erroneous and mischievous.

All this should not surprise us: neither science
nor nuclear encrgy endows its users with super-
human powers. But what should surprise us is
the fact that the American nation has entrusted
its welfare, safcty, and future existence to these
imprudent, falliblc men and to those who have
sanctioned their de-moralized plans. Under the
guise of a calculated risk, our nuclear strategists
have prepared to bring on a calculated catastro-
phe. At some unpredictable moment their sick
fantasies may become unspcakable realitics.

Does anyone really think that, unless a miracle
supervenes, there can be a morc favorable out-
come to .the overall policy we have been pursu-
ing? 1If this policy had a color of excusc belore
Russia had.achicved her first nuclear weapon in
1949, it became thoroughly discredited in Korea
in 1950 and became suicidal as soon as Russia’s
supceriority in rocket missiles was established.
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The fact that Russia now has equal or better
weapons of extermination and has joined us in
these same insane preparations doubles our dan-
ger but does not halve our original guilt. Neither
does it nullify our willful stupidity in now clinging
to an obsolete, discredited strategy, based on a
negation of morality and a defiance of common
sensc.

The only possible justification of our continued
reliance upon weapons of total extermination
would be that they do no present harm and would
never be used by cither side under any extremity
of provocation. Can any mature mind comfort
itself with either hope? Even our experimental
explosion of nuclear bombs, at a rate of more
than two for Russia’s one, has poisoned our babies’
milk, upset the dehcatc ecological balance of
nature, and, still worse, defiled our genetic heri-
tage. As for the possibility that nuclear weapons
will never be used, our children in school know
better than this every time they are put through
the sadistic mummery of an air-raid drill and
Iearn to “play disaster.”” Such baths of fear and
hostility are gratuitous assaults against the young,
whose psychological damage is already incalcul-
able; their only service is to bar more tightly the
exits that would permit a rcal escape.

There are people who would defend these plans
on the grounds that it is better to die nobly,
defending democracy and freedom, than to sur-
vive under Communist oppression. Such apolo-
gists perhaps exaggerate the differences that now
exist beiween our two systems, but they err even
more seriously in applying to mass extermination
a moral standard that was defensible only as long
as this death was a symbolic one confined to a
restricted number of people on a small portion
of the earth, Such a disaster, as in the bitter-end
resistance of the Southern Confederacy, was still
relatively minor and retrievable; if the original
resolve to die were in fact an erroneous one, in a
few generations it could be corrected. Nuclear
damage, in contrast, is cumulative and irretriev-
able; it admits no belated confession of error, no

carnantanscas and ahealntian
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Under what canon of sanity, then, can any
government, or any generation, with its limited
perspectives, its fallible judgment, its obvious
proncness 1o self-deception, delusion, and error,
make a decision for all futurc ages about the very
cxistence of even a single country? Still more,
how can any onc nation trcat as a purcly private
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| right its decision on a matter that will affect the

lifc and health and continued existence of the
rest of mankind?

There are no words to describe the magnitude of
such insolence in thought or the magnitude of
criminality involved in carrying it out. Thosc
who believe that any country has the right to
make such a decision share the madness of Cap-
tain Ahab in Moby Dick, For them Russia is the
White Whale that must be hunted down and
grappled with, Like Ahab in that mad pursuit,
they will listen to no reminders of love, home,
family obligation; in order to kill the object of
their fear and hate they are ready to throw away
the sextant and compass that might give them
back their moral direction, and in the end they
will sink their own ship and drown their crew.
To such unbalanced men, to such demoralized
cflorts, to such dchumanized purposcs, our gov-
crnment has entrusted, in an casily conceivable
extremity, our lives. Even an accident, these men
have conlessed, might produce the dirc results
(hcv have planned. and more than once has
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almost done so. To accept their plans and ensu-
ing decisions, we have dcliberatcly anesthetized
the normal feclings, emotions, anxictics, and hopes
that could alonc bring us 10 our scnses.

No ONE can gucss how & sulﬁciullly wide re-

covery of moral responsibility and initiative might

he brought about. Neither can one predict at

what moment our nation will sec that there is no
permissible sacrifice of lifc, either in experimental
preparation of these vile wecapons or in a final
conflict whose very incthod would nullify every
rational end. Cenainly it seems doubtful that
popular pressure would bring about such a change
in government policy, except under the emotion
ol a shattering crisis, when it might well be too
latc. But great lcadership, cxcrted at the right
moment, might clear the air and illuminate the

territory ahead. Until we actually use our weap-
ons of extermination, there is nothing that we
have yet donce that cannot be undone, except
for the existing pollution of our food and our

bon
genctic heritage with strontium 90 and carbon

t4. But we must make a moral about-face before
we can command a political forward march.

" Yet if once the American nation made such
cvaluation of the morality of extermination, new
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policies and appropriate decisions would quickly
suggest themselves. This would do more to effect
an immediate improvement in the relations be-
tween the two powers now commitied to prepar-
ing for mutual extermination than endless parlcys
between their heads of government.

A moral about-face .does not demand, as those
whose minds are congealed by the Cold War
suppose, either a surrender to Russian Commu-
nism or a series of futile appeasements; neither
does it mean any increase in the dangers under
which we now live: just the contrary, Those
who see no other alternatives are still living in the
pre-nuclear world; they do not understand that
our greatest enemy is not Russia but our treacher-
ous weapoens, and that our commitment to these
weapons is what has prevented us from con-
ceiving and proposing the nccessary means for
extending the area of effective freedom and,
above all, for safeguarding mankind from mean-
ingless mutilation and massacre,

No dangers we might face once we abandoned
the very possibility of using mass extermination
would be as great as those under which we now
live; yet this is not to say that a bold change of
policy would be immediately successful, or that
before it had time to register its full effects in
other countries it might not tempt Russia to risk
measures lo extend over other areas its own mon-
olithic system of minority single-party government.
But nced I emphasize that these possible penalties
could hardly be worse than those our government
meekly accepted in Czechoslovakia, Poland, and
Korea, at a time when we still hugged the iliu-
sion of wielding absolute power through our
monopoly of nuclear weapons? While sober judg-
ment nced not minimize these transitional diffi-
cultics and possible losses, one must not under-
estimate, cither, the impact of a new policy,
wholly concerned to re-establish the moral con-
- trols and political cooperations necessary to enable
mankind to halt the threatening misuse of the ex-
traordinary powers that it now commands.

Even in a purcly military scnse, this changed
orientation might produce the greatest dithicultics
for those Communist governments who misunder-
stood its intention and sought to turn it to their
privatc national advantage. Russia would no
more be able to escape the impact of our humane
plans and moralized proposals than it was able
to avoid the impact and challenge of our nuclear



weapons. If we rallied the forces of mercy, human-
heartedness, and morality with the vigor with
which we have marshaled the dchumanized
forces of destruction, what government could stand
against us and face its own people, however strong
its cynical suspicions and misgivings?

This is not the place or the moment 10 spell
out a new policy which would start with the com-
plete renunciation of weapons of mass extermi-
nation and go on to build constructive measures
addressed 10 all thosc tasks which the Cold War
has caused us to Jeave in abeyance. Fortunately,
George Kennan, the only official or ex-official who
has yct had the courage to admit our carlier
miscalculations, has already sketched in, with
some boldness, the outlines of a better policy, and
his proposals might be amplified and enlarged
in many directions once we had overcome our
ofticial obsession with Russia and our fixation
on mass cxtermination as an ultimate resource.

But the key to all practical proposals lies in
a rcturn to human feclings and sensitivities, to
moral values, and to life-regarding procedures as
controlling factors in the operation of intelli-
gence, The problems our nation has tried to
solve by mechanical weapons alone, operated by
a detached and de-moralized mechanical intelli.
gence, have proved insoluble by those means. A
great lcader would know that the time has come
to reinstate the missing human factor and bring
forth gencrously imaginative proposals addressed
to mankind’s survival and working toward its
further development.
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Steps toward Disarmament

A British physicist and World War II military

operations analyst discusses the problems that

underlie the present disarmament negotiations

he representatives of 17 nations—

the two main nuclear powers,

seven nations allied with one or
the other of them, and eight uncom-
mitted nations—have convened at Gene-
wve for the third formal, full-dress at-
tempt since the end of World War II to
mnegotiate disarmament. It must be con-
ceded that the circumstances are not
entirely favorable to agreement. During
1961 the U.S. and the U.S.S.R. reversed
the trend of nearly a decade and in-
creased their military expenditures by
something on the order of 25 per cent.
The three-year moratorium on the test-
ing of nuclear weapons was terminated
by the series of Soviet tests in the fall;
on the eve of the Geneva meeting the
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its present series of underground tests
fnto the atmosphere if the USSR, did
not immediately agree to a test ban.

On the other hand, both the Soviet
and the Western bloc are committed by
categorical public statements to the ob-
jective of complete and general disarma-
ment under strict inspection and control.
What is more, practical military consid-
erations, arising from the nature of
nuclear weapons, commend substantial
reduction in armaments to the great
powers as a measure that will increase
their security in the first step toward dis-
armament.

* In considering possible first steps that
would lead to increased security for both
sides, partisans of each side should try
to understund how the present military

by P. M. 8. Blackett

situation must look to the other, A mili-
tary commander, in planning a cam-
paign or a battle, attempts to do thisasa
matter of course. He has first to find out
all he can about the material facts of his
opponent’s military deployment and
secondly to assess the probable inten-
tions of his opponent for its use. This is
the process that has been described as
“guessing what is happening on the oth-
er side of the hill.” A similar obligation
rests on those who plan a disarmament
negotiation. A military planner, it is
true, can much more easily put himself
mentally in the position of his military
opponent than a statesman can think
himself into the position of his opposite
number, because a statesman must enter
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the military thought processes of his
opponent. This is hard to do at a time
of acute ideological struggle. It is none-
theless essential that the military and
political leaders of both sides do just
this. No small part of the present crisis,
concerning armaments in geneml and
nuclear weapons in pnrticu]ar. has been
due to a tendency in the West to at-
tribute to ideological motives actions
by the U.S.S.R. that seem to have been
motivated mainly by military considera-
tions. Conversely, much of the West's de-
fense policy appears to have been influ.
enced by political and economic factors.

It may be useful to sturt by describing
the most important elements in the
military capabilities of the Soviet bloc

and the Western alliance. In recent
months there have been significant dis-
closures about the nuclear weapons and
their means of delivery possessed by
bath sides. On November 12 of Jast year
Robert §, McNamara, Secretary of De-
fense of the U.S., said that the U.S.
nuclear-strike force consists of 1,700 in-
tercontinental bombers, including 630
B-52's, 35 B-38's and 1,000 B-47's. He
said that the U.5. possesses in addition
several dozen operational intercontinen-
tal ballistic missiles (ICBM's), some 80
Polaris missiles in nuclear-powered sub-
marines, about the same number of Thor
and Jupiter intermediate-range missiles,
some 300 carrier-bome aircraft armed
with megaton war heads and nearly
1,000 | 1
with nuclear war heads. According to his
deputy. Roswell L. Gilpatrie, “the total
number of our nuclear delivery vehicles,
tactical as well as strategic, is in the
tens of thousands, and of course we have
more than one war head for each vehi-
cle.... We have a second-strike capabil-
ity that is at Jeast as extensive as what the
Soviets can deliver by striking first,
therefore we ean be ponfident that the
Soviets will not provoke a major con-
flict.” The U.S. stockpile of nuclear
weapons is most often estimated as
around 30,000 megatons, that is, enough
for some 30,000 one-megaton bombs.
Naturally no such precise figures for
Soviet strength are available. I have seen
no reliable estimates of the USSRs
nuclear stockpile, nor of its possible nu-
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clear-nnned subma.nne strength, nor of its
nucleat-armed fighter-bomber strength
{the last, of course, would not have suf-
ficient range to contribute to the Soviet
strike power against the US.). But re-
cent semiofficial estimates from Wash-
ington give the U.S.S.R. some 50 ICBM" s
some 150 mterconunemal Dﬂmners ﬂnﬂ
some 400 medium-range missiles (the
fast able to cover Europe but not the
1.S.). The same sources indjcate that
the U.5. may have a small lead over
the U.S.5.K. in the number of ICBM's.
That such estimates should issue from
Washington may seem surprising in
view of the role that an alleged “missile
gap” played in the 1960 presidential
election campaign. That the estimates
are realistic, however, is indicated by
the statement of Senator Stuart Syming-
ton that the U.S. intelligence estimate
of the missile force available to the
U.S.S.R. at the middle of 1961 was only
3.5 per cent of the number predicted a
few years ago. The corresponding esti-
mate of Soviet bomber strength, he re-
vealed, was 19 per cent of the number
predicted in 1956 [see illustrations on
poge 10). Mr. Symington explained that
the new figures are predicated on intelli-
gence about Soviet “intentions” as well as
“capability” and expressed his own dis-
quiet at “the tentativeness at best of our
intelligence estimates.” 1t is one of the
purposes of this article to attempt to elu-
cidate some of these Soviet intentions.

‘At first sight there appears to be a con-
tradiction between Washington’s
claim of a marked over-all nuclear su-

periority and the recent statement by
Marchal Rodion Y. Mn'llnn\_rd-}r the So-
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viet Minister of Defense, that the
U.5.5.R. has the power to destroy alf the
important industrial, administrative and
polltlcal centers of the U.S. and “whole
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tories for the siting of American war
bases.” The explanation may be as fol-
Jows. To carry out such destruction
would requife not more than 1,000
megaions of nuclear destructive power,
say five megatons for each of 100 key
targets in the US. and another 500
megatons for Western Europe and USS,
bases overseas. At only 100,000 dead
per megaton such an attack would kiil
100 million people. The U.S. stockpile,
estimated at 30,000 megatons, is 30
times greater than the U.S.5.R. would
need 1o carry out the retaliatory blow
described by Malinovsky.

There is, of course, the possibility that
the new U.S. estimates of Soviet nu-
clear strength are too low. After all, firm

in. aation about Soviet military prepa-
rations is notoriously hard to come by.
It seems certain, however, that the U.S.
Department of Defense must believe the
estimates to be roughly correct. It would
be politically disastrous for the Adminis-
tration to be found guilty of underesti-
mating Soviei nuclear sirengih. Bui even
assuming that the estimates of the rela-

" tive strength of the two sides are only

approximately correct, thev show that
the possibility of a rationally planned
surprise nuclear attack by the USSR.
on the nuclear delivery svstem of the
West must be quite negligible. The ques-
tion of why the U.SS.R. has built such
2 small nuclear delivery system should
perhaps be replaced by the question of
why the U.S. has built such an enermous
striking capacity.

Yn order to understand the possible mo-
4 tives behind Soviet defense policy,
it §s necessary to consider the history of
the growth of nuclear-weapon power.
During the period of U.S. atomic mo-
nopoly or overwhelming numerical su-
periority, say from 1947 to 1934, the
role of the U.S. Strategic Air Command
was to attack and destroy Soviet cities in
case of war. This countercity pelicy, like
most traditional military doctrines, had
both an offensive and a defensive aspect.
From the Western viewpnint, under the
doctrine of “massive retaliation,” this
nuclear striking power was seen to be
both a deterrent to the possibi!ity of at-
tack by Soviet land forces and, in the
extreme “roll back,” or “liberation,”
statement of the doctrine, an offensive

weapon to obtain political concessions
Bu threat of its uge, R\.- 1454 the threat

was implemented by more than 1,000
intercontinental B-47 bombers, plus
larger numbers of sharter range vehicles

deployed around the US.S.R.
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land forces were the only available coun-
ter to the Western nuclear monopoly
during this period. The answer to the
tnreal of nuclear attack was the threat
of mmng over Europe on the ground. In
retrospect the military reaction of the
U.5.5.R. seems understandable. 1t start-
ed a crash program to produce its own
nuclear weapons. It also embarked on a
hllge a“' uef@ﬂse progr.lm. D\ I.‘J')J l'l
was credited with an operational fighter
strength of some 10,000 aircraft. As
Western nuclear strength  grew, the
USS.R. gradually built up its land
torces so as to.be able to invade Eurape,
even after a US. nuclear attack. At the
political level the U.S.S.R. consolidated
its forward military line by the political

coup in 1”3 _zechoslovakia and in-
tegrated ./ other satellite countries
more closely into the Soviet defense sys-
tem. Since the main military threat then
to the U.S.5.R. was from manned nu-
clear bombers, the greatest possible
depth for nir defense was vital. During

17 1Y At 1T ik ewne faniced Bhas tha
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efficacy of a fighter defense system in-
creased steeply with the depth of the
defense zone. Finally, the U.5.5.R. main-
tained strict geographical secrecy over
its land area so as to deny target infor-
mation to the U.S. Strategic Air Com-
mand.

The doctrine of massive retaliation
became less and less plausible as the
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MINIMUM DETERRENT mrategy of n nu-
tlear opponent of the US. could logically
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Soviet miclear stockpile grew. It had to
be sbandoned after 1954, when hydro-
gen bombs became available to both
East and West. When the U.S.S.R. pro-
ceeded to build up a fleet of long-range
bombers to deliver its hydrogen bombs,
the U.S. became vulnerable to nuclear
counterattack. Some form of nuclear
stalemate by balance of terror seemed
to have arrived.

This balance seemed still further
strengthened about 1957, when rapid
progress in the technology of nuclear
weapons and missiles made it possible
to carry multimegaton hydrogen bombs
in ICBM's. Because such missiles are
most difficult, if not impossible, to de-

stroy in flight, a nuclear aggressor would

have to leave no enemy missiles unde-

stroyed if it wanted to keep its own

major cities from being wiped out by a

retaliatory attack. The advent of long-

range missiles therefore made the bal-
_ ance of terror more stable.

wo contrasting systems of military

theory evolved in response to this
new situation. The first Jed off from the
premise that a rather stable kind of mili-
tary balance had been reached, in which
neither side could make use of its stra-
tegic nuclear power without ensuring
its own destruction. In other words, the
balance of terror was likely to be rather

2

stable against rational action, even
though the actual nuclear strengths of
the two sides were markedly different,
as indeed they were in the middle 1950,
when the U.S. was already vastly strong-
er in over-all deployed nuclear strength.
This view rested on the assumption that
neither side could hope to knock out the
other's nuclear system entirely. Since
some power to retaliate would survive
attack, a rational government would be
nearly as much, if not just as much, de-
terred from a first strike by the expecta-
tion that it would suffer, say, 10 million
deatns as it would be if the expectation
were 100 million.

This view led to the practical conclu-
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be bosed on’an attack on the U.S. population rather than on US.
airfields and mivsile bases. The eolored dots on this map reprerent

the 25 largest U.S. cities. In the 1960 census the combined popula-
tion of the metrepolitan areas of these cities was 60.8 million.
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AIR BURST of a nuclear bomb would maximize its effects on a city, the most widespread
of which would be due to heat. This drawing outlines the effects of a 10-megaton bomb set
oft ot 20,000 feet. At 12 miles (inner colored circle) Irom “ground zero™ the fireball, 3.4
miles in diameter, would deliver 30 calories per square centimeter at a rate sufficient 1o
ignite virtually all lammable building materials. At 20 miles (outer colored circle) from
ground zero the heat would be 12 ealories per square centimeter, enough 1o cause third-

degree burns and start many fires. Are extending upward from ground below the burst is a
reflecied shock wave thet would amplify blast effects of the explotion (see drawing below).
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RADII OF EFFECTS of 2 10-megaton air burst ure superimposed on 8 map of St. Louis and

the surrounding areiu. The two colored circles corresnond 10 the rolored cireles in the draw.

ing ot the top of the page. The black eircles concern effects due to Llast. At a distance of five

miles tinner black circle) from ground zero virtually all buildings would be destroyed.
At eight miles (outer black circle) virtually oll wooden buildings would be desroyed.
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sion that “enough is enough.” In today’s
jargon this is the policy of the minimum
deterrent—that is, the possession of a nu-
clear force adequate only for a retalia-
tory attack on enemy cities but incapa-
ble of successful attack on the enemy’s
nuclear delivery system. It is clear that
only a small nuclear delivery system is
necessary for a minimum deterrent, One
big hydrogen bomb dropped on a big
delivery system must, however, be high-
ly invulnerable. Otherwise the enemy
might think it possible to bring off a
successful  “counterforce” first strike,

aimed at the dostruction of the system.

Little operational intelligence is needed -
for such a minimum deterrent policy
because this involves attack on cities,
whaose locations are known, and does not
involve surprise attack on nuclear bases,
whose locations therefore do not need
to be known.

On the political plane, it was thought,
the resulting period of relative stability

“would be favorable fcr a serious attempt

to negotiate a substantial measure of
disarmament, both nuclear and conven-
tional. Far-reaching disarmament was
seen to be highly desirable, if only be-
cause such a balance of terror is stable
solely against rational acts of responsible
governments. It is not stable against ir-
responsible actions of individuals or dis-
sident groups or technical accidents. A
few suitably placed individuals—a mis-
sile crew or the crew of a nuclear bomber
on a routine flight—could kill a few mil-
lion enemy city dwellers on their own
initiative. The best way to reduce this
danger is to reduce drastically the num-
ber of nuclear weapons on both sides.
The second and quite different doc-

trine was that the balance of terror
was not even stable against rational acts
of responsible governments. This was
based on the view that a determined
nuclear power might be able to launch
& surprise counterforce attack on the

enemy’s nuclear delivery system of such
strenpth that the enemy would not be

L2lalk St Wl To%

able to retaliate. The aggressor, without
suffering unacceptable casualties, would
then have the enemy at its mercy. The
practical consequence of this doctrine
is to strive for maximum superiority in
number of weapons, maximum invulner-
ability of one’s own nuclear delivery sys-
tem and maximum intelligence about the
enemy’s nuclear system.

Plainly a successful counterforce at-
tack would require knowledge of the lo-
cation of all the enemy’s nuclear missile
and air bases and the power to dispatch



several weapons against each, 50 as to
ensure’ that at least one reached its tar-
get. A counterforce strategy thus implies
the necessity for a many-fold nuclear
superiority over the enemy. Moreover,
to have the slightest chance of success
such an attack must come as a complete
surprise to the enemy: it must be a first
strike. This pohc; ‘has various pseu-
donyhs: maximum deterrent posture,
first-counterforce-strike capability, or, in
plain English, preparation for nuclear
aggression.

Since the possession of nuclear arma-
ment raises the possibility that either side
could adopt either one of these strate-
gies, both of them must have been dis-
cussed in militarv circles in Moscow and
Washington during the years after the
explosion of the first hydrogen bombs
in 1954. Let us try to find out how the
discussions went by studying what shape
the nuclear-defense policies of the
U.S.S.R. and the U.S. took in the subse-
quent years.

If the Washington figures for Soviet
nuclear strength are valid, it is clear that
the U.S.S.R. has planned for a purely
retaliatory nuclear role and has defnitely
not planned for a surprise attack on the
U.S. delivery syslem. As long ago as
1856 the U.S.S.R. was believed to have
the capability of making 25 long-range
bombers a month. It appears today to
have only some 150, compared with the
1,700 U.S. long-range bombers able to
reach the U.5.S.R. Even though Soviet
medium-range bombers could reach the
U.S. on a one-way flight, this is much
more than counterbalanced by the 1,560
or 50 Western fighter bombers, carrier-
borne aircraft and medium-range mis-
siles able to reach the US.S.R. It is also
probable that the U.SSR. could have
made many more than the 50 or o
ICBM's with which it is now credited,
since its space program indicates sub-
stantia! industriul resources for mak-
ing missiles. The evidence is that the
U.S.S.R. has based its safety on the re-
taliatory power of a small number of
missiles and aircraft operating from
bases whase exact locations are kept as
secret as possible. The deterrent value
of its missifes is coertainly enhanced by
the prestige of its space program.

That the U.S.5.R. believed the danger
of a major war, inlentionally injtiated,
had been reduced by the advent of hy-
drogen bomls seems indicated by the
fact that it reduced the total number of
men in its armed forces from 5.8 million
in 1955 to 3.6 million in 1959. In Janu.
ary, 1980, Premier Khrushchev an-
nounced the U.S.S.R.'s inlention to ve-

duce this to 2.4 million by the end of

1961. The U.S.S.R. needed fewer troops
because it po longer had to rely on a
retaliatory land blow in Europe to coun-
ter a Western nuclear attack. Its concern
sbout the danger of accidental, irre-
sponsible or escalated war is probably
one of the reasons for its strong espousal
in 1955 of a drastic measure of compre-
hensive and general disarmament.

Turning to the history of U.S. defense

policy over this period, it is to be
noted that the total service manpower
fell slowly from 2.9 million in 1955 to
2.6 million in 1960. The development of
improved nuclear weapons, missiles and
aircraft continued, but not at a great
rate, even after the Soviet launching of
an artificial satellite in 1957 and much
boasting by the U.S.S.R. of its missile
prowess. Although subjected to consid-
erable public pressure to engage in a
crash program to close the alleged mis-
sile’ gap, President Eisenhower main-
tained that the existing program was
adequate for the safety of the nation. In
his last State of the Union Message in
January, 1961, he declared: “The ‘bomb-
er gap’ of several years ago was always
a fction and the ‘missile gap’ shows
every sign of being the same.”

As 1854 was the year of the hydrogen
bomb, so 1961 was for both sides in the
cold war the year of the Great Rearma-
ment. In the USSR, the decrease of
total armed forces to 2.4 million pro-
jected for 1961 was deferred and the
arms budget was markedly increased. In
July the Soviet Government went on the
diplomatic offensive to bring about
changes in the status of Berlin and to get
the division of Germany recognized. In
August it began testing nuclear weapons
again, in spite of a promise in January,
1960, by Premier Khrushchev that the
U.5.8.R. would not be the first to do so.
No doubt there were some political mo-
tives behind these drastic moves. Pos-

_sibly heavy pressure was put on Khru-

shchev from China and from the opposi-
tion elements in the U.S.S.R. to admit
that his policy of coexistence had not pro-
duced political gains commensurate with
its possible military risks. But such dras-
tic changes, with the inevitable adverse
reaction of much of world opinion,
would hardly have been made unless
there were strong military reasons for
them. To get at these reasans it is neces-
sary to recall in more detail the circum-
stances in which the changes took place.

In the first place the Bights of the U.S.
reconnaissance U-2 .ircraft must have
had decisive importance in shaping the

attitudes {:f Soviet military leaders. Al-
though the over-all nuclear strength of
the U.S. is now, and was then, much
greater than that of the U.5.S.R., Soviet
leaders could reckon that one vital factor
would make a US. nuclear attack on
the U.S.S.R. exceedingly risky: the se-
crecy as to the location of the Soviet nu-
clear bases. Obviously one of the maini
objectives of the U-2 flights was to locate
those nuclear bases. The Soviet com-
mand knew that the U.2 flights had
been going on for some years before the
first aircraft was shot down in the spring
of 1960; presumably they reacted by
greater dispersal and camouflage. What
must have disturbed the Soviet military
staff was President Eisenhower's justifi-
cation of the flights as essential for U.S.
security. This implied that U.S. security
could only be maintained if the U.S. had
sufficient information as to the Jocation
of Soviet nuclear sites to make possible
a successful surprise attack on the So-
viet retaliatory force.

f these were the Soviet fears, the rejec-
tion by the U.S.5.R, early in 1961 of
the Dritish-American draft of a treaty to
ban the testing of nuclear weapons finds
explanation in the same jealous military
concern to protect the country’s geo-
graphical security, A detailed study of
this document makes it clear that the
elaborate international inspection svstem
proposed for the prevention of under-
ground tests could conceivably have
served to reveal the location of at least
some of the Soviet missile sites. It would
be hard to convince a military staff offi-
cer of any nationality that this possibility
was negligible. If the West had been
content to monitor only the atmosphere
against test violations, a much less com-
prehensive inspection system would
bave sufficed and a test-ban treaty might
well have been signed. The Soviet fear
of inspection may have been the more
acute because there was so little in the
U.8.5.R. to inspect.

The resumption of testing by the
USSR, in September, 1961, would
seem to fall into the same pattern of mo-
tivation. Although its timing may have
been influenced by the Berlin ecrisis,
which Khrushchev himself brought to a
head, the testing of war heads with an
explosive force of up to 60 megatons
and the simultaneous well-publicized
success of putting seven ICBM's on their
target in the Pacific at a range of some
7,000 miles was an effective way of re-
establishing the U.5.5.R.’s confidence in
the few deployed 1CBM's that formed its
main retaliatory force. Soviet spokesmen



were at pains to promote the credibility
of the 17.8.5.R.'s deterrent by emphasiz-
ing to the U.S. the accuracy of its mis-
siles and the possible power of the war
heads demonstrated in these tests.

In the redirection of Soviet military
palicy considerable weight must also
have been carried by the fear that if the
NATO rearmament continued, the time
could not be far distant when West Ger-
many would get de facto control of its
own nuclear weapons. In Soviet eves the
refusal of the West to take disarmament
seriously at the “Committee of Ten”
conference in 1960 was evidently deci-
sive. As early as November, 1960, the
Russians stated that if the WVest con-

tinued to temporize on disarmament, the
U.S.S.R. would be forced into massive
rearmament.

Sometime in the latter half of 1960
or early in 1961 it seems probable that
the Soviet military staff began to have
doubts as to the adequacy of the mini-
mum deterrent posture in relation to the
near-maximum deterrent posture of the
U.S. Jt must have been later than Janu-
ary of 1960, for in that month Khru-
shchev announced a drastic cutback of
both fong-range bombers and conven-
tional forces. Since the effectiveness of
the Soviet minimum deterrent rested so
heavily on geographical secrecy, the
U.8.8.R. command may have feared that
the US., by further air or satellite recon-
naissance, or by espionage or defections,
would ultimately acquire the intelli-
gence necessary to make a successful
nuclear attack on Soviet nuclear bases.
Probably the main fear of the Soviet
Government was that circumstances
might arise in which the U.S. Govern-
ment would be pushed by irresponsible
or fanatical groups into reckless action.
The Russians certainly noted the doc-
trine of some civilian analysts that it
would be quite rational to make a “pre-
emptive first strike” even at the cost of
10 million deaths to the a‘ttacking side,
and the doctrine of others that the U.S.
should prepare itself mentally and ma-
terially to suffer such casualties.

In the U.S. the program for the Great
Rearmament was projected as early
as 1959 by the Democratic National
Committee. In preparation for the im-
pending presidential election the party
Jeadership published a detailed study of
defense problems and recommended a
$7 billion increase {16 per cent) in the
$43 billion defense budget proposed by
Fresident Eisenliower. The funds were
to po partly for increased conventional
forces and partly to increasc the strength

«nd reduce the vulnerability of the U.S.
nuclear striking power. In January, 1961,
almost immediately after taking office,
the Administration authorized an in-
crease of $3 billion and later in the
year another $4 billion, thus carrying out
the program in full. The present plans
include the provision of up to 800
ICBM’s of the solid-fuel Minuteman
type in underground “hardened” bases
by 1965.

The Democratic Party’s campaign for
increased nuclear armaments was closely
linked with the theoretical doctrine of
the instability of the balance of terror,
derived from the alleged overwhelming
advantage accruing 1o the nuclear ag-
gressor. This was ably argued by civilian
analysts closely associated with the U.S.
Air Force. The U.S.5.R. was said to have
both the capability and the intention to
launch a surprise nuclear attack on the
U.S. In retrospect, it would seem that
these “looking-glass strategists” endowed
the U.S.S.R. with a capability that it
did not have and that the U.S. had once
had and had now lost.

That the Soviet military staff had
reason to take this element in U.S. opin-
ion seriously may be judged by the
fact that President Kennedy himself
found it necessary to launch in the fall
of 1961 a vigorous campaign against all
those in the U.S. who urge “total war
and total victory over communism...
who seek to find an American solution
for all problems"—against those who
were living in the long-past era of the
U.S. nuclear monopoly. In this campaign
President Kennedy has been vigorously
supported by ex-President Eisenhower.
Very possibly the U.S.5.R. may have
overestimated the potential influence of
the propenents of aggressive nuclear
strategy and the ultra-right-wing groups
that yearn “to get it over with.” None-
theless, the fact that both Kennedy and
Eisenhower have felt it necessary to
combat them must also imiply that the
Soviet military planners could not afford
to ignore their existence.

The Kennedy Administration’s recent
vigorous emphasis on the overwhelming
nuclear superiority of the U.S. over the
U.5.8.R,, and the assertion that the U.S.
possesses a second strike that is as strong
as the Soviet first strike might perhaps
be held in the U.S.S.R. to suggest a
a preventive war posture. Undoubtedly
the exact reverse is the case. The Ad-
ministration’s statemeuts are designed to
bury officially the fear of a Soviet first
strike, sedulously propagated by those
who believe that the US.SR. has

plar.  }for, and in fact now has, a first-
comnterforce capability, and so at a time
of crisis might use it. if this were in
truth the situation, the argument that
the U.S. must forestall the Soviet blow
might seem strong. The Kennedy Ad-
ministration evidently foresaw this dan-
ger arising and effectively removed it
by denying that the US.S.R. has ever
had an effective first-strike capacity;
thus there would be no reason for a
forestalling blow in a crisis. The Prosi-
dent, by emphasizing U.S. nuclear su-
periority over the U.S.8.R., has fore-
stalled the potential forestallers, or. in
the current jargon, has pre-empted the
potential pre-empters. At the same time
he has refuted many of the arguments
on which the Democratic Party based
much of its election campaign, and in-
deed many of the arguments for his own
present rearmament program.

It is, for instance, hard to see the mili-
tary justification for the program of up
to 800 Minuteman ICBM’s in the next
few years. If these are, as claimed, rea-
sonably invulnerable, this number is at
least 10 times larger than is necessary
for an effective retaliatory force to attack
Soviet cities.

The onlv military circumstance that
could justify such a comtinuous build-up
of nuclear striking force would be that
the other party could adequately protect
its cities or succeed in perfecting an anti-
missile defense system. Recently Soviet
generals have boasted that “the complex
and important problems of destroying
enemy rockets in flight have Dbeen
solved.” This must refer to the scientific
and technical problems; these have also
been solved in the U.S. A complete anti-
missile defense system that is of any
operational significance certainly does
not exist today and, in my view, will not
exist in the foreseeable future. Suppose,
however, that I am wrong and that a
system can eventually be constructed
capable of destroying, say, 50 per cent
of a retaliatory missile attack by 30
ICBM's, so reducing the number reach-
ing the target to 25. Even this reduced
blow would kill tens of millions of peo-
ple. Moreover, it would only be neces-
sary to increase the strength of the re-
taliatory force from 30 to 100 missiles to
cancel out the antimissile missile. This
illustrates the general conclusion that
can be quite small, any possible defense
system, either active or passive, can be
canceled out by a small number of addi-
tional missiles. The fact that o purely
retalintory posture is little affected by
techuological  inmovation, whereas a



counterforce posture is very much affect-
ed, may prove a vital factor in disarma-
men! negotiations.

It cannot be seriously believed now
that the U.S.5.R. has either the capabil-
ity or the intention of making an all-out
attack on U.S. missile sites and bomber
bases. Much genuine alarm in the \West
might have been allayed if the US.S.R.
had been more successful in making
clegrer its disbelief in the military possi-
bility of a successful first-counterforce
strike and its intention not to plan for
such a possibility. After the brutality of
Soviet action in Hungarv in 1936 and
the technological triumph of the artifi-
cial satellite the following year, there
may have been legitimate grounds in the
West for fearing that the U.S.5.R. might
adopt the Westemn policy of massive re-
taliation, which, against a nuclear power,
requires a counterforce capability. In
january, 1960, however, Khrushchev ex-
plicitly declared the Soviet commitment
to a purely retaliatory strategy. The
Soviet second-strike force was strong
enough, he said, “to wipe the country or
countries which attack us off the face of
the earth.” To his own rhetorical ques-
tion, “Will they not, possibly, show per-
fidy and attack us first. .. and thus have
an advantage to achieve victory?” he
replied: “No. Contemporary means of
waging war do not give any country
such advantages.” In addition to freeing
resources for capital development, the
Soviet minimum-deterrent strategy has
avoided the greatest military danger:
that the U.S. might attack the U.5.5.R.
because of a belief that the U.S.5.R. was
about to attack the U.S.

I{ the analysis given here is approxi-

mately correct, what are the prospects
of progress toward disarmament at the
present meeting in Geneva? Both blocs
are fully committed by official pro-
nouncements to the goal of complete and
general disarmament under strict con-
trol and inspection—notably by the Brit-
fsh Commonwealth Prime Ministers'
statement in the spring of 1961, by
President Kennedy's speech to the Gen-
eral Assembly of the United Nations and
by ihe Soviet-American joint Statement
of Principles, both in September of 1961.
Moreover, both sides are committed to
atiempting to work out first steps of the
disarmament process that do not impair
the present strategic balance.

Clearly, conventional and nuclear dis-
armament must go in parallel. The fear
of the West of Soviet superiority in
trained and deployed Lind forces must
be met by a drastic reduction during the

.
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buried) missile site. Diameter of the crater dug by a 10-megaton ground burst in dry soil
would be 2,600 feet; the depth of the crater would be 250 feet. Radius of the underground
“plastic zone” {outer line below ground) would be 3,250 feet; the radios of the “rupture zone”
{inner line below ground) would be 2,000 feet. At a distance of 1.1 miles from ground zero
the blast would exert an air pressure of some 300 pounds per square inch {inner circle above
ground) ; at a distonce of 1.5 miles (outer cirele above groundi, 100 pounds per square inch.
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PATTERN OF GROUND BURSTS would be required to nentralize » dispersed group of
hardened missile sites. In this schematic drawing a “ciccle of probable error™ of one mile is
assumed Sor each of the ottacking missiles; this implies that ot Teast iwo missiles would be
directed a1 each of the sites. There are five sites, represenied by duts, The smaller of each
of \lie 10 pairs of cencentrir circles represents the 2,600.foot dianeter of 8 10-megaton bomb
craler; the larger of the circles, the l.l.mile radius ol which the air pressure is 300
pounds per square inch. The total weight of the sitack on the five bases s 100 megoatons. The

seale of the drawing is the same pe that of the mop of St. Louis at the botiom of page 6.
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US. ESTIMATE OF SOVIET BEAVY-BOMBER STRENGTH by the middle of 1961, ac-
eording to an article by Senater Stnsrt Symington in The Reporter, decressed by 81 per
cent between August, 1956 (bar at left), and Angust, 1961 (right). Senator Symingion’s
figures were given in percentages, rather than absolute mumbers, for security reasons.
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US. ESTIMATE OF SOVIET OPERATIONAL TICBM STRENGTH similariy decreased, 2e-
cording to Senator Symington, by 96.5 per cent between December, 1959, and September, 1961,
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first sta_ Yow levels such as those
suggested by -the Anglo-French memo-
randum of 1954: one million or at most
1.5 million men each for the U.S,, the
U.S.S.R. and China. When the corre-
spondingly limited contributions to the
Jand forces of NATO from Great Britain,
France and West Germany are taken
into account, the armies of the Soviet
bloc would not have the capability of
overrunning Europe in a surprise land
attack.

The number of nuclear weapons in
existence on both sides, their explosive
power and the diversity of the delivery
systems are so overwhelming that no
small step in nuclear disarmament can
have much significance. In a situation in
which the U.S. has 10,000 delivery vehi-
cles and a stockpile of 30,000 megatons
of explosive {which is said to be increas-
ing at the fastest rate in its history), a
first disarmament step involving only a
small percentage reduction is not worth
negotiating. To justify the labor of nego-
tiating any agreed reduction, and to off-
set the undoubted strains and disputes
that will inevitably arise from the opera-
tion of any inspection and control sys-
tem, the negotiated reduction must be a
major one; in fact, of such magnitude
as to change qualitatively the nature of

the relative nuclear postures of the two
oiant Pgwnrc

giant powers,

The simplest big Arst step, and the
one most consistent with realistic mili-
tary considerations, is that both giant
powers should reduce their nuclear
forces to a very low and purely retalia-
tory role. That is, each should retain only
enough invulnerable long-range vehicles
to attack the other’s cities if it is itself at-
tacked, say less than 100 ICBM’s with
one-megaton war heads. This is still an
enormous force, capable of killing tens
of millions of people. A reduction to a
level of 20 ICBM's or less would be
much preferable. Such a reduction
would at once prevent nuclear weapons
from being used by sane governments as
weapons of aggression or coercion. It
would not, of course, prevent them from
being used by irresponsible groups who
do not calculate the cost. It is only at a
Tater stage in disarmament, when nuclear
weapons are completely destroved, that
this danger will be excluded. It has al-
ways been clear that the ever present
danger of accidental or irresponsible
war is a cogent reason for big and rapid
steps in the disarmament process.

Dctailed studies are needed of possible
ways in which both the USSR,
and the U.S. could take such an impor-
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“tant firt step without upsetting the
present strategic balance. A major prob-
lem is how to phase the building up of a
system of general inspection while at the
same time making a drastic reduction in
nuclear delivery systems by their actual
destruction under iniernationai verifica-
tion. Taking military considerations only
into accoynt, 1 believe that a procedure
acceptable to both blocs could be de-
vised,

The difference hitherto between the
proposed Western and Soviet first steps
in relation to nuclear weapons has been
often simplified to the statement that
the U.S.S.R. wants disarmament with-

Wlant aa
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trol without disarmament. It would be
more accurate to say that the clash is on
the phasing of the stages of disarmament
and the stages of control.

In its 1980 proposals the U.S.5.R. sug-
gested that, in the first step, international
teams should be dispatched to inspect
the destruction of all rocket weapons,
military aircraft and other carriers of nu-
It did not propose the
inspectmn or control of those that re-
main waiting to be destroyed. Full in-
spection of a country was to be under-
taken only when all weapons had been
destroyed. Jt is clear that the U.S.S.R.s
first steps of disarmament are consist-
ent with its presumed military policy
of relying for its safety from nuclear
attack on a relatively small force of
purely retaliatory nuclear weapons in
secret sites.

On the other hand, the U.S. proposals
in 1960 envisaged widespread inspec-
tion in the first stages and no actual dis-
srmament unti] the second stage. This
proposal might make military sense if
put by a weak nuclear power to a much
stronger one. But when put by a strong
power to a weaker one, rejection must
have been expected. If the US 8 R. had
accepted the proposal, the geographical
secrecy of its nuclear sites would have
been lost and it would have been vulner-
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able to nuclear attack from the much,

stronger West.

Any realistic first stage must start
from the fact that the present nuclear
balance, such as it is, has a highly asym-
metric choracter: the West's much great-
er nuclear power is balanced by Soviet
geographical secrecy. Since the military
balance is asyminetric, so must be any
mutually acceptable first step. Conces-
sions must be made by both sides and
these must be based on the realities of
the military postures of the two blogs.

The U.S.S.R. should accept general
inspection not, as in their proposals

1
hitherto, when disarmament is complete
but at some intermediate stage on the
road to disarmament. Reciprocally, the
West should not demand widespread in-
spection before any disarmament has
taken place, as it has done hitherto, but
only aiter substantiai destruction of nu-
clear armaments has taken place under

‘international verification.

In the first stage, therefore, all parties
might supply to one another a list of
nuclear weapons and their delivery sys-
tems, together with research and produc-
tion facilities. The exact location of sites
would not be included at this stage. An
agreed number of weapons would then
Lo destioved and their de .13
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be venﬁed by on-site inspecticn by the
international control organization. When
this destruction has been verified, a gen-
eral inspection, using some sampling
technique, would begin. The object
would then be to verify the correctness
of the original declared inventories by
checking the numbers remaining after
the agreed reductions had been verified,
and to proceed to the elimination of the
armament remaining.

A word must be said about the place
of a test-ban agreement in the stages of
a disarmament plan. If this agreement
did not involve a type of inspection that
might reveal the Soviet nuclear sites, it
would be advantageous for it to be in-
cluded in the first stage, or preferably
agreed to at once. If, however, it in-
volved widespread inspection that might
reveal these sites, Soviet military plan-
ners would certainly advise its rejection.
It would then have to wait for the second
stage of disarmament, when general in-
spection starts after the destruction of
agreed numbers of nuclear weapons in
the first stage,

Some such compromise between
Western and Soviet proposals would
seem to meet many of the reciprocal eri-
ticisms made by the two parties of their
respective 1960 proposals without com-
promising the military security of either.
The problem becomes more difficult,
however, when nonmilitary considera-
tions are taken into account. Since non-
military considerations have played a
major role in shaping the defense poli-
cies of the great powers, they must in-
evitably also affect their disarmament
poiicies. For exampie, if it is difficuit to
find legitimate military reasons for the
vast number of U.S. nuclear weapous
and delivery vehicles, it is clear that
militury arguments alene are not likely
to be dominant in U.S. discussion of a
possible drastic first step toward nuclear
disarmament. This is wiuely admitted in

the U.S., wnire the impediments to dis-
armament are being seen more and more
as economic, political and emotional in
origin rather than as based on opera-
tional military considerations. A vital as-
pect of the problem for the U.S. is the
effect that drasiic disarmament sieps
would have not only on the economy as
a whole but also on those special sections
of high-grade, science-based and highly
localized industries that are now so over-
whelmingly involved in defense work. A
valuable step would be for both the U.S.
and Soviet governments to produce and
publish detailed and politicaily realistic
economic plans for the transition to a

puvely retalintery capacity.

t is fair to conclude that a realistic

military basis for an agreed drastic
first step in disarmament may not be
impossible to find, The urgency of the
situation was declared with eloquence
by President Kennedy in his speech to
the United Nations in September:

“Today, every inhabitant of this
nlanet must mntpmnhtp the dav when
this planet may no longer be habitable.
Every man, woman and child lives under
a nuclear sword of Damocles, hanging
by the slenderest of threads, capable of
being cut at any moment by accident or
miscaleulation or by madness.... The
risks inherent in disarmament pa]e in
comparison to the risks inherent in an
unlimited arms race.”

This great goal of disarmament will
be achieved only if the real nature of
the arpuments against disarmament are
dearly identified and frankly faced.
The problems of disarmament must not
be obscured, as they sometimes have
been in the past, by ingenious but falla-
cious military doctrine applied to false
intelligence estimates.

The growing power of China, and the
evidence of an ideological rift between
it and Bussia, provide an added reason
for urgemcy in the drive for disarmament.
The US.S.R. and the U.S. will be wise
to lim#t drastically their nuclear arms
before China becomes a major nuclear
power. & is to be observed that what-
ever inflence China may now be exert-
ing on ¥he U.S.S.R. to adopt a harder
policy with the West certainly arises in
part fran the failure of Premier Khru-
shehev's campaign for  disarmament.
This fulure greatly weakens Khru-
shchevs argument for the feasibility of
peacelul coexistence of the Suviet and
the Western worlds. It would seem ur-
gently secessary to attempt to bring
China hto the disurmament negotialions
ns soon as possible,
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UNITED STA"ES GOVERNMENT

“MEMORANDUM
w0 : Director, FBI DATE: "131/10/64
G‘ROM : SAC, Philadelphia |

SUBJECT: - ihﬁiICAN FRIENDS SERVICE COMMITTEE

| P“ who has_ 1shed reliable in-
" formation he past, furnished to SA the Fall

64 issue of "Quaker Service," a bulletin of the American
riends Service Committee. Thls issue has an article captioned,

"Former Staff Serve In Government," which 4s being quoted herein
for the information of the Bureau:

"Many Persons who have served with the American
Friends Service Committee have gone on to posie
tions of service with other organizations both
private and govermmental,

YTt 48 significant to note the names of several
of our former staff who are now or have in recent

years served in important positions with agenciles
of the federal government.

™ILLIAM K. SIMKDN, who directed APSC rehabilita-
“TIon WworkK with West Virginia coal miners in the



®1030ts, has for a number of years been director
gf the Federal Mediatlion and Cenpeiliation Serv-
ce, , . ; o
' "OWARD WRIGGINS, who served with AFSC programs
~ of rellef o Spanish Civil War refugees in the
4Aé§é early 1940's, later represented the Service Come-
GG v mittee at the United Nations and took part in
the. Arah refugee relief program in Palestine.
He is now a member of the Policy Planning Councll
of the Department of State,

"JOEﬁ\EQSHINO,hwho directed our Chicago job oppor=
TUHItY program, 1954 through 1956, is now depuby

,/ field director of Field Services for the President's .
Committee on Equal Employment Opportunity, according

to our latest information, ' '

"JACQUES WILMORE, .deputy director of the Peace Corps
~ IrRiger{aTin"1963, formerly held positions with
> the Service Committee in the early 1950's, His
7 pasponsibilities included director of the Job Op-
pertunities Program and assistant seerelary for
Commmity Relations, :

ﬁ

"WILLIAN DELAND, who served with the AFSC in Germany,

1948 thrdéugh 1950, was general counssel for the Pezce
- Corps before leaving to become secretary general of
the International Secretariat for Volunteer Service.

"Co=director of our village development program Iin
. Turan, Israel, from 1953 through 1955, WILLIAM E,
‘~;,. WER 1s, &ccording to our latest infermdtion, ¢om-
v 4ty develcpment advisor for the Agency for Inter-

‘national Development (AID) in Kenya.

.. "EIMCORDNJACKSON lef% the Service Committee in 1961

A7 ] to sockptttratpedition of Special Assistant fer
iﬁid,O‘ United Nations Plazmning to the Assistznt Secretery
) - of State for Intermstional Organizational Affalrs,

’-2-
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"Ze had served with the Committee ar various inter-
vals over a period of 25 years, Hils responsibilities

included worx camp secretary, personnel secretary,

assistant executive secretary, director of Quaker

House and AFSC representative to the Unlited Nations,
AFSC representative to the Arab Mlddle East, and as-
sociate executive secretary and director of the
QuaXer Programr at the United Nations,"
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) STATES DEPARTMENT OF JU ICE
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

WASHINGTON 25, D.C.

November 12, 1964

WASHINGTON PEACE CENTTR

- -
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About twelve menmbers of the Washington Peace

Center will be "vigiling" at the White House from 11 a.m. to
1 p.m. on November 13, 1964, This demonstration will be
conducted by the Hashlngton Peace Center 1n sympathy with
the Committee for Non-Violent Action (CNVA). Thosepartici-
pating in this demonstration will be carrying signs which

will indicate sympathy on the part of the VWashington Peace
Center for the CNVA.

The Washington Peace Center and the Committee for

Non-Violent Action are pacifist type of organizations. The
letterhbead of the Vashington Peace Center in a letter dated
May 19, 1964, contained the following:

YA local agency cooperating with the

.American Friends Service Committee -
Quakers."

This document contains neither
recommendations nor conclusions of
the IBI., It is the property of

the TBI and is loaned to your agency;
it and its contents are not to be

AP At

distributed outside your agency.
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UNIT.l STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUbi}‘ICE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
In Reply, Please Refer ©

File No. Philadelphis, Fennsylvania

Decexber 16, 19€4

AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVISE COMMITURE (AFSC)

A source on December 1, 1965:’;unnished the following
report on the appearance of ARNOID,JOHNSON, Staff Member, Communist

* Party, USA (CPUSA), at Philadelphta, Pa,, or November 21, 196L,

where he spoke at the "Saturday Opinicn Forum” for high school
students in the Philadelphia area, hel3 at Friends Select School,
17th and Parkway, Philadelphia, Pa., ab & cost of $1.50 per person:

I, Background

On November 21, 1964, ARNOID JOHNSON spoke before
a group of students on the topic of peaceful coexistence.
The speech came as part of a program, "Cormunism -~
Principle and Practice,™ which wzs one of a number of
Saturday Opinion Forums sporsorsd by the Friends Peace
Commlttee and the American Filendes Service Commrittee,
Mr, JOENSON was debating the question of "Re«blved -
that the Unlted States of America cannot p<acefully
coexlst with Communism" witn Mr. TEOMAS A0OOD, JR. Mr.
JOHNSOH took the negative side in the-flebate. f%a

17

Mr. JOHNSON opened the epeech with the expressed
desire to "clear up some basicz misconcezpiions” about the
American Communist Party:

II. The Speech Itselfl
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ANERICAN FRIENDS SERVICE COMNMITTEE

(2) The American Corrmunicst Party does not now
represent and has never representced apy other political
party or any other country;

(b) The Party does not now advocate and has never
advocated the vloclent overthrow of the United States
Government;

(¢) Capitalism cannot be eguated with democracy,
nor is Capitalism in the interests of the United States,
Mr, JOHNSON saild that, for those reasons, he 1s a
Socialist.

According to Mr, JOHNSON, the United States can and
must coexist with the Communist atlions, He sald that
peaceful coexistence represents for the first time in
modern history the prospect of werlid-wide peace, Before
1917 (the date of tiie Russian Revoiuktion), Mr., JOHNSON
explained, war was the policy of the Capitalist governments
when they could not achieve their zims by any other means.
Their reasoning, he said, was of this order: "War 1s
not only inevitable, but necessary,"” Communists, however,
he stated, do not believe this, Since the Russian
Bevolution of 1917, the system of Socialism has existed
in the werld and has presented the pecples of the world
with an alternative to Capitalism and, thus, an alternatlve
to war, according to Mr, JOHN3OXN, From the Socialist
conception of ownership of the workers, etc., and, therefore,
no desire to expand markets, engage 1ln international
competition, etc., there arises the concept of peaceful
coexistence, Peaceful coexlstence, according to Mr.
JOHNSON, means the absence of wars c¢f competition, which
are the inevitable outgrowth of Capitalism and the
Capltalist State,

Diametrically opposed to the wars of Capltalist
competition, however, said Mr, JCEIISCN, aré wars of defense
and lidberation (the letter may te t°rmed "Peoplets Wars"),
The position of the Socialist nations toward such Wars
is twofold, according to JOHNSON:

-De
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(a) Such wars are generzlly supported because they
are in the interests of the people; 3

(b) However, the advent of thermonuclear weapons
introduces 28 new element into the world plcture - peaceful
coexistence becomes the policy not only for the Soclalist
countries but for the whole world, In Mr, JOHNSON!s words,
¥It 15 a question of coexistence or no existence.”

Mr, JOHNSON sald that the Sociallst countries feel
that 1t 18 necessary to be scientifically honest about
problems. This implies taking into account all factors
having an influence on the problem in question. Thus,
since 650 A,D,, there have been 1,657 arms races and
balences of power (Mr., JOHNSON's figures). Of these,
1,649, or fully 99 per cen%t, have resulted in war,
According to Mr. JOHNSON, the ccr.clusion reached by the
Soclalist nations from such figures is that arms races
and balances of power inevitably "flirt with war.,"

Thermonuclear war, Mr, JOFENSON said, "is not a2
war between soldilers," but rather "a war which spreads
to the peoples of the nations involved, a war wlth you
and me," There is continually the possibility of extinction,
he said, of the whole human race,

Mr, JOENSON said that there are many things posselble
within peaceful coexistence, e said that among these
were peaceful negotiations betw2en nations and the
ultimate ideal and goal of all peace-loving nations,
general and complete disarmament, He sald that peaceful
coexistence 1s not up to the governments alone, but
that the peoples of the nations of the werld must show
their willingness to achieve such a goal. Peaceful
coexistence, he sald, does not eliminate struggle,
Rather,-1t opens new areas for struggle and encourages
such struggles as those for social advarce, liberation,
and peaceful competition among the peoples of the world.
There 1s always a struggle for ideas, even wilthin an
ideologlcal system, JOHNSON saild.

...3-
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with democracy. Indeed, he esaid, Socialism is more in
the interests of the United Statos than 1s democracy.
"Let's examine it thoroughly ani determine what is
in the interests of our country," JOHNSON said. His
conclusion was that peaceful coexistence %g most
assuredly 1n the interests of the Unlted States 1n
this age of thermonuclear weapons.
IIT, Rebutt
Following Mr, WOCD'!'s remarks, Mr, JOHNSON sald
that Mr. WOOD had misrepresented Communism, but that even
those who believe the 'Yslanders ard misrepresentations”
must believe in peaceful coexisterce, Fe said that
peaceful coexistence does not regulre the belief that
Communlism will win out, as ¥r, WOOD had stated,

In response to Mr, wnn'mq statement that onl
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a minority of Russiaf's population belongs to the Communist
Party, Mr,., JOHNSON said that more than 70 per cent of
the Unlted States 1s opposed to the current government.
“Clean up America first," was his comment,

In a continnation of his eaxlier statement in the
rebuttal, Mr, JOHNSON refuted Mr, WOOD'e remark that
the Communist concept of peaceful coexlstence really
meant "Surrender - or be destroyed!" Mr, JOHNSON said,

PA11 T s;iavwas, 1Coexistenze or no existence,!" He
sald that the current bulldup for war i1s 2 bulldup for

disaster,

Mr, JOHNSON amplified his earlier remarks on the
scientific approach to world prchliems., He sald that there
is continual £truggle within nature and, "in nature,
so in 1life," 'He said, "All things in nature are related
to all things in society."

He said that peaceful coexistence can be real,
because for the first time there are Capltallst countries,
Socialist countries, and "so-called neutral countries,”
Peaceful coexistence in in the interests not only of the

T -
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Socialist countriec, but of the Capitalist countries
as well, .
According to Mr, JOHNSCN, thils country must remain
" at peace and advocate a policy ¢f reace. We must
engage in peaceful competition with the Soclalist

countries,

IV, Questions and Answers

Mr, JOHNSON was asked aboul the position of the
Communist Party toward religion. EKis reriy was that
the Party felt that a man's religion “was his own
business," He then went on tc say that Communists have
as high & view, 1f not higher, tran anyone elgse, He

quoted the remark, for which he zZsve no source, that

R " 2a s & - =3 > W hakl

Communizts are stronger Christi:ns thar Christians.™

Ee was asked how he reccrclled his Bachelor of
Divinity Degree from Union Theologiczal Seminary with his
statement that he was a materialistic atheist. He
said that after he took the Degrees, he went into unemploy-
ment rellef work during the depressiorn and was forced
to re-examine those views,

He was asked how 1t was possible to peacefully
coexist with & nation, one of whose leaders had
sald, "We will bury you," and with China, the most
aggressive nation in the world today., He stated in
reply that the expression on Mr. KERTSHCHEV!'s part was
of the same order as the baseball fan's "Kill the umpl!®
As to China, he said that she has an entirely different
concept of peaceful coexistenze, )

The question was asked, "Mary Fealy,,.has said
that one of the aims of Commylism 18 to see that the
worker receives most of the profit, How can you reconcile
this with the Soviet Union, whose standard of living
1s 80 much lower than our cwn?® Accceriing to Mr. JOHNSON,
Mies HEALY's statement 1s an unusuzal way of stating the
basic Communist concept of the cwnership of the means
of production and distribution. As to the second part

b
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the Unit=d c-‘ta‘ce:'s has a2 higher gosnd »*3 of living,
there are more poor people here Twe=f1fths of the
population of the United States - 77,000,000 people -
live in substandard conditions, he sa*d, adding,

“These are not my figures.® Ke ascribed the poverty

to Capitalism, stating that uwnder Soslalism, with peaceful
competition among the workers, th2 Scoviet Unlion has
advanced amazirgly since 1917, “”“is ¢arSry has grown
fat on war," ne declared, We should’grant peaceful
coexistenze and let the countries of the werld compete
peaceably, he sald.

To the question of why there is arnti-Semlitism in
s TTQC 'MI'- TAMIAMALN wmamTd ad 4tnd awbtt Qamdédtam 4o
wils Wil l. | Yoy UWILW VY LT L LT il C\.-.._U.L e e W ook AL e D

agalnst the 1aw. He saild that the ¢ld sc2iety canmot

be completely uprooted by & "Pecpie's Revolution,” and

that some vestiges of it still remaisn; thus, some Soviet
people are still anti-Semltiz., KHe commented parenthetically
that those of us who are white Lave not done nearly

enough to erase racism in thls countiry.

In response to another queostion, Mr. JOHKSON said
that no country today has true Comruniem, Sociallsm,
yes, he sald, but not Commuiism, Cemrumism implies a
gsoclal atfitude and disclplire on tdb rart of the people.,
This must ccme from within the natlicon, he said, He
added that peareful coexistence would lay the groundwork

LY o o = [ R S
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When asked if it was necessary feor the Communist
nations £o take over the world in ordar $o achleve true
Communism, Mr, JOHNSON replied that 1t was not necessary,

He was asked about the trzatmznt of the Tibetans
by the Chinese, and replied that 1t was not necessarily
genocide, as it had been termed, but rather the loglecal
result of the are-~lone will of fﬂa Tikpuan rzcple to be

e Viaw A -y - — —

a part of China

He was asked about ths differentea betweéﬁ the Communist
Party of the U, S. A. and the Communlst Party of the U, S. S. R.
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His reply was that there has teen on international

tie since Thz dissolution of the Third Internationzil,
but that the CPUSA would like to see such ties rein-
stated., There has been a great deal of debate on this
matter and still is, he sald.

¥When z2sked aboubt the limitsations rlaced vron artists
in the Scyiet Tnion, he renlied thst the freoedom of
-the artist 1z relstive., The extlst 15 a Soclallst
country has a cartain gozisl responsidility; his talent
must be used for a social rurpose, This 1s not the
case in the United States, he sald, because 1f "soclety
cannot convince, 1t cannot imrose,” Ee sald that the
freedom of the artist 1ls gaining In the USSR, losing over
here, although the bharriers to trily free art are gradually
dropping over here,

A cecond sourse zdvised on Jeruary 13, 1964, that ARNOLD
JOENSON was National Legislative Director, CPUSA,

The first source also stated that THOMAS WOOD, JR., a
member of the Roard of Directors of the Americans for the Competitive
Enterprise System and a lecturer on the challenge of Communism to
democracy, debsted with JCOENSON ard was effective in discrediting
-JOHNSON to a great extent.

The first fource furristed on December 1, 1964, a
mimeographed cheet h2aded “Saburday Opinicn Forums, Planned and
Sponsored by The American Friends Service Committee, Inc., and
The Friends Peaze Committee; COMMUNISM: FPRINCIPIE AND PRACTICE,
Saturday, Novenmber- 21, 1964," whic¢h stated in part as follows:

Is coexisterce possible with Communism? What are the
conflicts between "our way" and "theilr way'? Can they
be reconziled if trey exist? Feacefully? Or musi change
come first - in ideclogy, in fcreign policy polities,
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Comaunism is & topic we £ll have strong feelings and
opinions about, but more often than not we find our
convictlions locdged in emotion rather than knowledge.
Fear of Ccmmunism ve see expressed dally in the papers

nmYEas C!+-g+-nr_- At s =7 A avitarnmsl sffodne LT
on u;;.uvc.u. otates internal and exvernal alialirs, LdSe W

is8 the "real" nzture of Communism we wonder, and how

best do we deal with 1t? These are only a few questlons,’
a few problems that the "spectre" of Communism stimulates.
You have others, as do our foreign policy experts, our
teachers, ZRring them with you to our Forum where you
will have & chance to listen to and discuss with
specizalists and peers with conflicting ideas,

We are gsending vou the enclesed e!-uﬂ'rr material so
Hbl&u“&b J A ] vl‘; ‘-rl-l\-‘d- N k. hd WA Lk WF r A .L

everyone attending will have some commcn base for
discussions. Some have been reccmmended by the resource
leaders. It includes conflicting views and interpretations
of certain facts, so read it critically.

Dr, Charels Malik, "Is it too late to win against Communism?"
A reprint of e 1960 speech by a former President of the
UN General Assembly from Lebanon arguing the West l1s
losing 1n the struggle against Communism, that we must
change our appreoach and attltudes toward the nature of
the conflict.

¥red Warner Neal, "Soviet Ideology."
Views the Soviet clalm that the Unlited States "will fall®
not as a result of Soviet aggression but from inevitable
capitalistic internal decay, and that Soviet foreign
ggliﬁy and Soviet relations must be understood in this
ght.

The Worker.
The official organ of the Communist Party, USA., This
pre-electlon issue furnishes much informatlion about the
Party'!s political interests,

Dorothy Healey, "A Communist Talks to Students,”
This pamphlet glves & brief summary of a Communist view,

Being brief it is necessarily superficial. Try to formulate

qQuestions about things it says which you think are wrong
or over-simplified or brush over important facts,

8-
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William Ebenstein, "what is Marxism?"
An attempt to state, in objective terms, the political
and economic thought of KARL INARX; this has been done

largely because the amount of such mafterlal 1s almost
non-existent,

Zbigniew Brezezinski, "Victory of the Clerks."
A thoughtful and penetrating analysls of the causes
of NIKITA KHRUSHCEEV's ouster and what 1t will mean
for the future of Communism.

"The Worker"™ 1s an East Coast Communist publication.

This ltem also set forth a schedule for the forum on
November 21, 1964, which noted that in addition to the debate between
ARNOID JOHT 'SON and THOMAS wW0OD, JR., in the morning, MARTIN
OPPENEEIMER was to give a presentation and lead a discussion in
"The bifferences Between Capitallism and Communism In Theory and
Practice™ in the afternoon. The source did not attend this session,

»

Characterizationsg of th
| the ¥SL are attached toet§§£ me gggg, Egiladelphia Branch of

LILLE me

A fifth source advised that the Friends Peace Committee is

an adjunct of the Philadelphia yearly meeting of the Religlous Soclety
of Friends ("Quakers") and seeks peaceful and nonviolent solutions

- %0 racial and world tensions.
the Friends Peace Committee, 1520 Race Street, Phila-

Qe

delphia,
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APPENDIX
CHARACTERIZATIONS OF ORSANIZETTIONS

PHILADELPEIA BRANCH, YCOTNG SOCIALITY IFAGUE

~ On October 26, 1956, a corfidential source advised that
the Young Socialist League (YSL) had recently fcrmed & branch of the
National YSL in Philadelphia, which branch helid its first meeting
in Philadelphla on October 7, 1956. On June 25, 1958, this source
advised that the YSIL still maintains & branch in Fhiladelphia,

This source on October &, 19-R. advised that the
Philadelphia Branch of the Yoo an Septemt~r 1652 had disbanded
and merged with the Fhiladelphia Branch of the Youag Peoples
Soclalist Ieague (YPSL). The YPSL is pudblicly known ac the
Youth Aff4liate of the Sozialist Party, Soclalist Democratlc
Pederation,
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SOCIALIST PARTY - SOCIAILIST DEMOCRATIC FEDERAT*CY
(SP-SD¥) and its affiliated youth group,
Young People's Socizlist lezgue (YESL)

The Independent Socialist League (ISL), formerly
designated by the Attorney General of the Urlted Stales pursuant
to Executive Order 10450, and the Young Sccialist League (YSL),
dissolved and disbanded in 1958,

The Philadelphia Branch of the ISL &rAd the Philadelphla
Branch of the YSL also disbanded in December 1958,

Many persong who formerly had been members of the ISL
%nd the YSL Joined the SP-SDF and ite affiliated youth group,
he YPSL.

The SP-LLF and the YPSL have not heen deuwiprsted hy fhe
_Attorney General of thz United States and are not known te be
controlled or dominated “y any subversilve organization,

The ISL and YSL are characterlzed separately.
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YOUNG SOCIALIST ILEAGUE (YSL)

The March 1, 1954{ 1ssue of the “Young Socialist Challenge,"
published as page three of "Labor Action," an official publication
of the Independent Socialist League (ISL), contained an article
concerning the creatlion of the ¥SL, which pointed out that at a
unity conference occurring February 12-14, 1954, at Labor Action
Fall, New York, N. Y., & merger occurred between the Young Peoplels
Soclalist League (YPSL) and the Socialist Youth Izague (SYL).

The new organization was named the YSL,

On April 9, 1956, another confidential 1nforman* advised
as followss.

The YSL has frequently worked in close sympathetic
cooperation with the ISL toward similar objectives, although
each major issue given mutual conslderation is decided uron by
these organizations individually. The ¥YSL serves as an arprentice-
ship for the ISL, but ISL selection of members from YSL ranks
is made on an individual and personal basis, In many instanzes
YSL members are also members of the ISIL, o
The YSL and ISL utlllze same printing house in New York
City and the YSL publication 1s printed as an insert in "Labor Actilon,”
Frequently, lecturers before the YSL are ISL members,
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YSL continued:

The September 22, 1958, issue of "Young Socialist
Challenge, " which appeared as page five of "Labor Action,"
contained an undated statement from the National Action Committee
of the ¥SL which indicated that the YSL had been dissolved.

The statement appeared under the caption "join the Young Peoples
Socialist League.”

The YPSL 1s publicly known as the youth affillate
of the Socialist Party - Socialist Democratic Federation.

This document contalns nelther recommendations nor
conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the
FBI and 18 loaned to your agency; it and i1ts contents
are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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UNITED(‘ FA1ES DEPARTMENT OF JUS C.

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

In Reply, Please h.;.r t0 .
File No, .
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107

December 16, 1964

PLANNED DEMONSTRATION
DECEMBER 19, 1964, TO

TRHavre rereey oA TR PP A RS

END THE WAR IN V;LLmam

' A source furnished on December 11, 1964, a leaflet
stating that a2 number of Philadelphia area peace organizations
are cooEerating in a Philadelphia vigil on Saturday, December
19, 1964, 4in an appeal to the conscience of America to end the
war in Vietnam. The Philadelphia demonstration willl be from
1 to 3 _p.m. around city Hall in Philadelphia, Pa. Iisted as

s e e S . - RERR SRy T SN TaAdAaTermhda &asrs
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the American Friends Service Commlttee, Mliddle Atlantic Region,
1500 Race Street, Philadelphia, Pa., the Friends Peace Committee,
1520 Race Street, Philadelphia, Pa., and Women Strike for Peace,
20 South 12th Street, Philadelphia, Fa,

I "Attached also was a fller headed, “Saturday, December

19, Join in an appeal to the conscience of America to end the
war in Vietnam." It states ‘as follows:

"As Americans we are profoundly ashamed of

the role our government has played and the
actlons it has initiated or condoned in South
Vietnam. We ¢all upon President Johnson to

declare an immediate cease fire on the part of
American forces in South Vietnam, followed by thelr
earliest possible withdrawal.

Mira svmmwa +ha domaddada amsny 4" o
we UDEC We 4AfNCGAgTe ConNV a

ference of those nations conc ed with the
sltuation in South Vietnam, including both -
mainland China and the United States, and
that such a conference seek:

4 l\
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PLANNED DEMONSTRATION DECEMEER 19, 1964,
TO END THE WAR IN VIETNAM

"(1) To secure cooperative action in a program of
rellef and rehabllitation, carried on through neu-
tral auspices, and directed toward bringing swift
and compassionate economic and medical aid to

the terribly ravaged people of South Vietnam.

(2} To secure an independent and neutral govern-
ment in South Vietnam through free elections 1in -
which democratic, trade union, and religlous for-
¢es can all have an effective volce.

- ™(3) To insure that the associated states of what

wag formerly French Indochina (Taos Cambodia,
and North and South Vietnam) will be freed from
military intervention from the United States,
China, the Soviet Unlon, or any other nation.
"The following natlonal organizations were listed as
sponsors which indicates that the above demonstration may be a
national effort:

American Friends Service Committee; Peace ILiterature

- ag e LS

Service, 160 North 15th Street, Philadelphia 2, Pa. o
Catholic Worker, 175 Chrystie Street, New York 2 N. Y.

committee for Nonviolent Actlon, 325 Lafayette Street,
New Yor}’, N. Yo: 10012

Fellowship of Reconciliation, Box 271, Nyack, N. Y\__
Socialist Party, 1182 Broadway, New York, N. Y., 10001,

' ' Student Peace Union, 5 Beekman Street, New'York,
N. Y., 10038.

o Students for a Democratic Sociefy, 119 5th Avenue,
Room 302, New York, N.¥Y., 10003.

2




War Reslsters League, 5 Beekman Street, Room 10:5,
New‘York, N. Y., 10038,

Women - Strike for Peace, 2016 "pt Street, N.VW.,
washington 36, D. C.

A Second source advised on December 11, 1964, that
the York Action for Peace plans a picket line in York, Pa.,
to advocate the end of war in Vietnam on December 19, 1964.
This source heard that the local activity will be a national
effort on the part of peace groups in various clitles.

A third source furnished on December 8, 1964, a
memorandum’ of the Friends Peace Committee, 1520 Race Street,
LI A R S +ted November 20 neh el ale cdeadme X
rm..:.aue.l.pma c, rd.., dated November U, .LjU“I', Wil il Sva vEo 41

. part as follows:

=

"To: Persons concerned about world peace
"Prom: Friends Peace Committee
"Re: VIETNAM

LLL Y . Ad deleods
Recently we learned that a high official in the

State Department called the National Council of
Churches and asked how the churches feel sbout the

« U. S. involvement in Vietnam. The State Deparfment
man sald that a major re-evaluation was occuriing
in Washington, and they wanted to know what the
grassroots feeling is.

"This is Just another indication that tnis 1s a

key time for you to write a lefter on the Vietnam
Tssue. Friends Peace Comnittee is busy rounding

up signatures of public figures for a statement,

and has written and issued to Washington a statement
of its own. But there is no substitute for your
letter, in your own words. Addrsess 1¥ To the
President, with carbon copies to Dean Rusk and

3
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PLANNED DEMONSTRATION DECEMEER 19, 1964,
T0 END THE WAR IN VIETNAM

"your Senators. If you have time, write fresh
copies to your Senators. e e
"A quote from the Friends Peace Commiitee statement:

"We urge (1) that a conference of nations be
convéned, including mainland China, by the
(eneva Conference group or the Unlted Nations,
to guarantee the neutrallty of South Vietnam
and begin steps toward reunification of the
two Vietnams on & basis of neutrality; and (2)
thet the United States end 1ts military aid
and presence in South Vietnam.

" ..The alternatives to the course we suggest
aré '"more of the same! and 'escalation.!
Escalation would be tragically short-sighted
and self-defeating, for it would very '
probably lead us to large scale conventlonal
war with the Chinese at a minimum, and nuclear
war 8% 8 maximum....The alternative of ‘more
of the same! is futlle and will only lead to
defeat of the U. S. both milltarily and =~
« psychologically and lead Yo the defeat of the
democratic forces within South Vietnam itself."

“Thls document eon

fain 1tk ' )
conclusions of the p Ins nelthor recommendntions noe

FBI and is loanod ..\B.l.-.,._l_‘ h the pr"p‘"‘ty of the
OHRDEC {0 your ageacy: it i
8re not 1o be distribuged ouuid;yyc;urn::e::y?mm”
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In Reply, Ploase Refer to
File No.

Phiiadelphﬁ.zi, Pennsylvania
Februa:ty 15, 1965
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COMMITTEE FOR H.-VIOLEWNT ACTION; '
FRIENDS PEACSE ¢ cr :ITPLE DEMONSTRATION,
FECRULRY 19 I\’.‘.‘) 20, 1005, .
PETIADILPHIL, il’:’..LImLWNI

b source rurnishsdion Fobruary 15, 19659;the fol-
lowing tuwio leaflets, attached her:t0, which werecdbtoined
by mail from the Friends Peaéc. Com1;.ttee,al520tﬁaee Street,

Pniladelphia, Pennsylvania.i
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vietnaﬁqjctnam

viginanviet N Natiorwide Astion _E%Pﬁggr
victnam )
vietnan How does a government admit & mistake, if it rupresentc
vintnam : 2
victrma a vast burcaucracy ard an investment of billions of dellars?
ietna )
etn -80% of the American people, according o & vecent Gallop poll,
i
’ want an ond to the war in Viotnam, but thct does not meun it will cnd--

unloss the attitudes are made visable and dramitie. Here are actions which will

take place in Philadelphias

Friday roon, Feb. 19: Declaration of Consacienca nuhlie s1«n1nw (see enclosed sheet.)

Friday at 4:00 and 5:00: DMotorcade for Paace_in Vietnam Spensored by Fricends Pcace
' Comnittee
Bring your car to Friecnds Select School 130 N. 16%ih, at oither &:00 or 5:00
to havo signs wmounied arnd to get the route of tHc caravan, The message will
insist on unilateral withdrawalj; tho enphasis will be on “"End the War in Viein:
Bring a *nevigator" with you to reacd Lho route, if possible.

Saturday, Feb. 20, from 12 00 to 5:00: Ultn ss_to Armed Forces voluntesrs Sponsored
by CO.Mltpee for Nonviolent Ac»ion-;h,ladafph a (3711 Svrnng “Carden St.)

This direct action project involves placing our bodizs on the steps of the
Armed Forces recruiting station at 15th and viarket Sts., saying, in effect,
“e hope your facing having to step on us will make you think 2gain about

|
|
|
|

vhat the training will prevare you to do, espscially in Vietnan. if you
hesitate to step on us, you should hocilats even more to learn to klll others.

There will be a training sossion Irem 12 .%o 1 on Saturday, belfore uroccpdﬂng
to tho station., Xou are roguired to_vems to tne training_ in _order_to wartic
in the proiect: The d;scln¢¢hﬁ w311l Lo noaviclent, out will not involve

“roing linp® in case of arves The ressega will be for immediate withdrawal

of U.3. troops and military aid from Vietnam, :
- . . )

in
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. Saturday, Fob. 20, from 1:00 to 5:00: 3unporting domonstration for the witnrass

This silent demonstration wiil cortimie even if the partlc ipants in the
Witnoss arc arrested. IL will explain the point of the witness, arnd urge
immediatoe withdrawal of American troops and military aid from Vietnam, Its
loaflets will condemn all onlside Zntorference in the alfales of il Soulh
Vietnamese, including inteelcronc: Lfeon lurih Viebsow,

Srr} 1ot Frﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁrhéﬂnﬂ Committéﬁ; OIS ﬁhr? ?hii"'J Vo 19302 .

I will takc Jﬂfu in the,lotorsmic at .~_~p Ghe P ol 1Y

I will take pait in the MWitness to A Y Forges voivibeors on Tob. 20

1 will bo in the sunporting dzmonzirailien Jor the L. i.wss
5

!
i
!
]

Enclosed is wmy contribution (fow 1*10 Prace Comuaiionn) (fo“ CYVA) “lo“q
—— ~y o A
. - ‘ ey o Tt ~ad
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111 vou siezn this?

DECLARATION OF CONSCIENCE

the use of the military rescurces of the United States in Vietnam and

gcausg
aspirations of the people for political independonce

lsewhere suppresses the
nd economic freedom}

cause inhuman torture and senseless killing are being carried out by forces
rmed, uniformed, trained and financed by the Unitod States;

Jecause we believe that all peoples of the earth, including both Americans and
Jon-hAmcricans, have an inalienable right to life, libarty, and the peaceful

sursuit of happiness in their own way; and

Becausc we think that positive steps must bo taken to put an end to the threat of
nuclear catasirophe and death by chemical or biological warfare, whether these

result from accident or escalation--

We hereby declare our conscientious refusal to cooperate with the United States
government in the prosecution of the war in Vietnam.

¥e encourage those who can conscientiouély do so to refuse to serve in the armed
forces and to ask for discharge if they are already in, ~

Those of us who are subject to the Draft ourselves declare our own intention to
refuse to serve, . :

Wo urge others to refuse and refuse oursclves to take part in the menufacture or
transportation of military equipment, or to work in the fields of military
research ard weapons development.

Ve shall encourage the development of other nonviolent acts, including acts which
involve civil disobedience, in order to stop the flow of American soldiers and

munitlons to Vietnam. . ; .
s _ 7

7

Note: Signing or distributing tiis Declaration of Consclence might be
construed as a vielation of th2 Universal Military Training and Service
Act, which prohibits advising persons facing the draft to refuse service.
Penalties of up to 5 years imprisonment, and/or a fine of $5,000 are
provided. Vhile prosecutions under this provision of the law almost
never occur, persons signing or distributing this declaration should

face the possibility of serious eonssjusnces.

————— . -
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- of those who have signed are:
George R. lakey

Twrine Tauoks

ok ¥ aripgy e TS

Sidney lens

. Dan Perrigan, S.J.
. Philip Eerrigan, S.S.J.

3s BriS'tOl . g -
liam C, Davidon’ ‘ ' .- Stewart Meacham
othy Day - Morris R. Mitchell

A.J. Muste
Otto Nathan

s Ferry o
bi Everett E. Gendler A. Philip Randolph

id Dellinger

oo

- - - -

.
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JiE WTIL BE A PUBLIC SIGNING OF THE DECLARATION ON NOON, FRIDAY FEBRUARY 9,

INTERNATIONAL HOUSE, 140 North 15'th- St., Phila., COMBINED WITH A PRESS CONFERENCE.
" you ¢an come and sign the Declaration at that time, please send the coupon
ndarn v

Yow, or phone LO4-6063. If you cannot coms in person, you may silgn in advance
d be included in the list handed to the press.

T will sign the Declaration of Conscience at noon Friday, Feb. 19 at

Internatioral House.

1 cammot come in person, but have read the Dsclaration of Consclence ard
hereby sign it.
;
: (signatura) e
. \
. :
' {address) . ce e e e o T
1
-t - !
- o !
e : i
2.l P < R as fog :
| {
R :
i “ a ’ I
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COMMITITEZ FOR ION-VIOLENT ACTION.
FRIE:DS PAALCE COMMITTEE DEMONSTRLTICH,
FI3RUARY 19 AWD 20, 1955,

PLIL/DALPHEIA, PEHNSVLVANIA

r

The first source advised on February 11, 1965
thet
ol the Iriencds Peace Commilttee (IFPC), Philadel-
phia, Pa., a&s of February 1355, ané that the
FPC is &n adjunct of the Pniladelpnia Yearly
Meeting of the Religious Society of Friends
(Cualkers) and seels peaceful zad non-violent
solutions to racial znd world tenslons.

[
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ? 0 5

FEDL_.L BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION ()
In Reply, Please Refer to Philadelphia, Pennsylvania

File No.
MAR 3 1965

DEMONSTRATIONS PROTESTiNG UNITED STATES INTERVENTION
¢ IN VIET NAM

A source furnished the following information on
February 24, 1965:

On February 24, 1965, at Pennsylvania State University,
University Park, Pa,, a 24-hour demonstration commenced against
current United States policy in Viet Nam, This demonstration took
the form of "Fast for Peace" and its purpose was to demonstrate
. their support of a negotiated settlement in Viet Nam. A pamphlet
describing their purpose is attached, which sets out the sponsors
of the demonstration as follows:

- it o sk mtiii

"SENSE, Women's International League for Peace and
- Freedom, MSM Social Concerns, Friends Peace Comm,"

- - The demonstration was located in the Lion's Den of the
Hetzel Union Building (HUB), located on the campus of Pennsylvania
State University, University Park, Pa, Approximately 30 students
were seated in one section of the Lion's Den around a poster "Fast
For Peace," It was believed that the principal erganization in
back of the movement was SENSE, Students for Peace, an organization

violence at .
e to + time. There

y of other
Those who
fast 24 hours.

i i no caus
nstratlon_has.glven ~ en
3h:h2§2°is no indication og_aggsitmggorit
pr222§§ :2 be 1little interest :gggnde%onstration.
ot iversity 1in
f the Unive ] S to
stuﬁg;:a:e in the demonstration are exp |
par




hS

" ! DEMONSTRATIONS PkuTES NG oy
UNITED STATES INTERVENTION — :
IN VIET NAM

The source made available a "Statement on Viet Nam,"
issued by SENSE, Students for Peace, a copy of which is attached,
This statement was handed out on the campus of the University on

oy about January 20, 1965,

: On February 15, 1965, approxlmately 30 students marched
across campus to appear for peace in Viet Nam, The "Walk for Peace"
was staged by SENSE, Students for Peace, Women's International
League for Peace and Freedom, and the Commission of Social Concerns
of the Methodist Student Movement. There were no incidents involved
in this demonstration,

This dgcument ggnta;ns neither recommendations nor
conclusions of the FBI, It is the property of the FBI and is
loaned to your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed

outside your agency.

LS
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' To Demensiiste Our Support OF '

- A Negofted Setflement fn -

. o\ o ) e 2 Ly : o .

~ Viet Nam S

RN . There will be three separate, consecutive 24-hour T

.. periods of fasting.: These periods will begin at 9:30 a.m. !
: ;% on Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday mornings. The fast i
Lot 0w will be neld in the HUB Lion's Den during the hours it 1s ‘
Coti open. ¥When the Lion's Den is closed, the fast will be carried
'- out in the HUB Ball Room. - . - ,

MRV ' We invite all students and faculty members to join us
SRR during any period of the fast. We also welcome those who i
e merely wish to discuss the issue with us whlle we fast in :
the HUB. T .

. Oponsors: SENSE, Women’s
and Freedom, MOM Social

a ‘. - - Er:/'\r\r‘l( "‘)c.’ha("f.) (-('*,['T\,['T\é
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SENSE, STUDENTS FOR PEACE: STATEMENT ON VIET NAM

v For the past nine years the United States has been :ﬁ
actively engaged in supportlng a series of dictatorial regimes in
South Viet Nam in their futile battle of survival against the ]
National Liberation Front, or Viet Cong, which has the support of
most of the people. This involvement in the internal affairs of
this southeast Asian country has cost the United States over 800
battle casualties; in terms of dollars and cents someth1ng like
2 million dollars per day is being spent to maintain inept and
obviously unpopular regimes. Such behavior not only has earned
the U, S, the scorn and contempt of other r-n.'-;tlm'u‘;i but threatens
to heat to the beoiling point a “situation which could result in
full scale war, with disastrous results for mankind,

U, S. officials claim that this crusade is born of noble
intentions and is necessary to protect the people of South Vlet
Nam from agpression by the Viet Cong., Before such a charge is
leveled against the Viet Cong, perhaps an investigation of U. S,
activities in this area is in order.

In 1954 the U, S, entered the war at first as a non
combatant furnishing millions of dollars in aid to the French in
order for them to maintain their 400,000 man army, whose mission it
was to preserve French rule over a dissatisfied and unhappy people.
When the French army was defeated, decisively in fact, at Dienbienphu
by the forces of the Viet Minh, (the Vietnamese army of liberation)
to all intents and purposes the war in Viet Nam was over. The U, S.
haunted by the spectre of Communism, was intent on continuing the
war at all costs. Such acts of desperation which have marked
our policiis yith respect to Viet Nam are best exemplified by the
following:

A, The U, S., though it had not taken part in the fighting
directly prevailed upon France to accept a settlement, whereby Viet
Nam would be partitioned into two sections- at the 17th parallel -
thus allowing the French to regroup their forces in the southern
sector and continue the war there, rather than surrender to the Viet

ﬂlnhc

B, In areas controlled by the Viet Minh prior to 1954, extensive
land reforms had been enacted to rid the country of the feudalistice
peasant~landlord social order which had thrived under French colonial
rule, Under the terms of the reforms, the peasants, who had
previously farmed the land for the landowner, were given their own
plot to farm., Of necessity, many of these plots were carved from the

T s g



large plantations held by the landlords who were sympathetic to
the French, With the coming of U, S, troops, the landlords trotted
back to reclaim their vast estates with the backing of U, S. military-

forces. In short, the land reforms of the Viet Minh, which had

brought a brief measure of happiness to 85% of the population,
were eradicated, with the wholehearted support of the U, 5, government,

C. The U. S, shamelessly vioclated the GCeneva Agreement of
1954 which dealt with the ultimate question of Viet Nam, an agreement
which we had pledged to uphold, in the following ways:

: 1. The prov131ona1 governments of the two sections
created by the nAnf1+1nn- the north under Ho Chi Mlnh. and the south

o A v FPrL v wa i AR Emtw e Wan  weaw == ERLE 22212

under Bao Dai, had to glve way, after two years, to an all-new
Vietnamese government, freely chosen in a nationwide election,
supervised by the International Control Commission. The U. S., fearing
that free elections might result in the selectlon of a pro-Vletnamese
rather than a pro-U,S, government, sabotaged this prov1510n by
recognizing the pro-western, puppet government of Bao Dai as the
government of the whole of Viet Nam, This move of forcing upon the
people a situation not of their own choosing, preclpltated the civil
war in that area, a war which we so sanctimoniously claim was
instigated by agpression on the part of the Viet Cong.

2, The U, S. has committed more than 18,000 American
nationals to Vietnamese soil in defense of the puppet repime (s)
of South Viet Nam. nccﬁru;ng to the Geneva agreement, all foreign
troops were to be withdrawn within two years after the agreement was
signed. And some 8 years after thls provision was to have gone into
effect, the U, S. talks of sending in more troops and expanding the

war 1nto North Viet Nam and Laos.

3. The U, S. forces have sanctioned the use of torture of
war prisoners in an effort to gain information about their elusive
adversary. ;

4, American-led South Vietnamese commando units have

repeatedly invaded the territory of North Viet Nam and Cambgdia in raids ;

which have resulted in the murdering of innocent civilians.

§. U, S. ships have continually participated in commando
raids on North Viet Nam's seaports.Y

6. U. S. troops have committed all manner of atrocities
such as the burning of villages with napalm bombs, destruction of

crops and foodstores through “the use of herb1c1des dropped from the
air, and the murder of women .and children in so called "mop up

h
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operations."®

. Such behavior on the ?art of the U. S. cannot be tolerated.
As students for peace, we sugpest that the following steps be taken
to secure a lessening of tension in the area.

1. An immediate cease-fire, with withdrawal of U. 8, troops
and military aid from the area over a specified period,

2. Within a two month period after withdrawal of U. S.
troops and so called military advisers from the territory, nationwide
elections must be held to determine a new all-Vietnamese government,
The election itself, could be supervised by the International Control
Commission, manned exclusively by neutral nations,

Recent incursions on the part of our air force into the
territory of North Viet Nam, coupled with the bellicose demand by
Ambassador Maxwell Taylor and McGeorge Bundy that the U, S. attack
North Viet Nam and Laos have increased the urgency that a peaceful
settlement be found. For those who would seek an alternate solution
in the name of national honor, we can only proclaim that such a

consideration becomes 1nf1u1te=m=1 in consequence when the issue of

life or death for the entire world is involved.

REFERENCES

1. "yietnam: Sympton of a world Malaise™ Fellowship May 196Uu
2. "Memo on Viet Nam™ McReynolH‘ and Muste W.R.L.,

3. New York Times 12-3-6U4 -

4, New York Timés 8-10-6u4

§, Saipon Post 1-10-64
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'UNITED STA{ S DEPARTMENT OF JUSTIC; )

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

n Reply, Please Refer to
“ile Na.

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania

FEB 16 1955

CONFIDENTIAL -

: s :
AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVICE COMMITTEE,
WORLD AFFAIRS CAMP, PAINTED POST,
NEW YORK, AUGUST 22 - 29, 1964

Te—— On October 17, 13§4,I_— , ):

TOFTSHed to the Fedeéral Bureau of Investlioal

" “Washington, D. C., g¢opies of a re OTE L0 Spmuaiaath
e e e AT, regarding‘ﬂxperience av

TTairs Camp at Painted Post, New York, August 22 - 29, 1964,
which information is being set forth in part as follows: .

1]

"The World Affairs Camp held at Pailnted Post, New_,
York, August 22-29, for high school students was
“sponsored by the American Friends Service Commlttee,
Inc., (AFSC), 1500 Race Street, Philadelphla 2,

— Pennsylvania invitation_to send a representative
was extendedé — $by NANCY O'NEILL, Director of the
AFSC high school program in the Middle Atlantic .
"States. All subsequent arrangements were made
through her. o :

v
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AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVICE COMMITTEE,
WORLD AFFAIRS CAMP, PAINTED POST,
NEW YORK, AUGUST 22 - 29, 1964:

 "The Conference was deplcted aa !part of a worldwlde
program designed to educate for responsible world
citizenship,' and as one in which the participants
would *seek to explore the implications of non-
violent approaches to our common problems.! I
understand a series of such !peace! camps had been
held during the summer in a varilety of locatlons;
invitations had been sent to high schools in the
Middle Atlantic States to participate.

"This particular camp at Painted Post was owned by
the Methodist Church and lent to the American
Friends Service Committee. It consisted of a main 1
lodge, several cabins and cottages, a swimming pool,
and basketball and volley ball courts. Tables in

the lounge were piled high with literature on the

peace movement and on civil rights, as well as with
civil rights buttons, bumper stripa, slogans, etc.,

. all for sale.

"0f the approximately 60 students attending the camp

W v vrmaam dola ad »a

about a third were Negroes. Most were in their
- Junior or Senlor years 1n high school, a few ready
for college, : : o : L

"Schedule -- Each day from 9 30 to 10'00 a.m. the
group met to hear a presentation made by one of the
1Resources Leaders?! on a previously-assigned subject.
(*Resources Leaders! comprised each guest speaker
and members of the AFSC Staff). Then followed a

breakup into six discussion groups of ten students

each, one serving as leader. The presentation of the

speaker of the day was reviewed and subjected to

lively debate. Resources Leaders visited each group - <
in turn, participating in the discusslons and answer- I

ing questions._

T Y T - '
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WORLD AFFAIRS CAMP, PAINTED POST, .
NEW YORK, AUGUST 22 - 29, 1964:

"At 11:15 the groups reassembled. Questions formulated
during the group discussions were put to the morning
speaker, and this question-and-answer perlod lasted

until 12 noon.

"After lunch, from 1:30 to 2:00, a Town Meeting was ‘ {
held. During this time, matters affecting camp
regulations came up, for instance, such matters as o
NANCY!s announcement that if the group hadn't {
understood before the camp rule on drinking, she was N
stating it again: No drinking was allowed and that p
included beer. Also, a Methodist minister, who was ]
general supervisgsor of the grounds and bulldings,
appeared before a Town Meeting one day and sald that 1
the late hours the group was keeping {4 AM bedtimes)
and the nolse.they were making was disturbing the
sleep of the household staff, and that 1f a change
was not forthcoming, he would be forced to step 1in

- and exercise his authority by turning off all lights

- at 11:00. The group had a hard time giving in, but
both sides filnally compromised on a 12:00 curfew
with no record playing or freedom singing past

~ 11:00, They adhered to this schedule from that time
on. S T

- - - . -— - - L. [ e e ae= -

"This last discussion, which took an hour, prompted’ I ¢

the Soviet Attache to remark that if it took so long

+ to arrive at a declsion on bedtime hours, 1t¥ was not
-—  surprising that we had 80 much trouble arriving at

-~ arms control agreements.

>

CTPaptledpants == a- o o i m e e e
E _ A g e ST T oy
'_“NORMAN/ﬁgiTNEY --""Introduceéd as being 'best known as
the "bishop of the peace movement”; as a veteran peace




AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVICE COMMITIEE
WORLD AFFAIRS CAMP, PAINTED POST,

NEW YORK, AUGUST 22 - 29, 196&‘

- % . e e e e - = - >

"tyorker and world affalrs camper. Included in his

long history of activities 1s teaching English
Literature at Syracuse University and directing the

N S P .

peace program of the American :L;cnun Service
Committee.

"He direeted me to bring this message back to the
Agency: 'We were very gratified and pleased when
your Agency was established. But we have been very
disappointed in you during the past year or 8o --
you arentt moving fast enough nor accomplishing
enough. Tell your people that time 18 running

out -- Look at these teenagers; they are the leaders
of tomorrow. They don't want war - they want action.
Now! They won't walt.? ) B
"He and ED (HILLPERN) gave me copies of two Amerlcan’
Friends! studies, entitled 'Unilateral Initilatives and
Disarmament! and 'Does Deterrence Deter?! and asked
that I study them carefully. NORMAN also made the
following claim forcefully and said they could do -so

. with ereat satisfaction - that the !hnnop groups had

- Movement), and 4) identification (Quakers hanged by -‘uge{igf

_The way to a?ply the power of love 1s through:

Wahe Vid Pob WA W MG VLAWNLGW VAL 7 Viile W Vadss aaiShWS

defeated shelter program.'.

‘"NORMAN, in the presentation he gave before the group,
-made the following points: Non-vlolence does not

signify passivity, but on the contrary, is most
active; one must be prepared %o die while trylng to
overcome - with love - the forces of obstruction.

15 coercion (e.g., Montgomery, Alabama, bus bevcott\

conversion (changing nature of opponent}, 35 pers-
suasion (examples, Gandhi, Women's Suffragist .

Purltans while praying for accusers). The last
fifty years have demonstrated the way of war and
violence and how they destroy the very freedom and
democracy the United States fought to defend.

UL




" AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVICE COMMITTEE, ..
WORLD AFFATRS CAMP, PAINTED POST, |

- NEW YORK, AUGUST 22 - 29, 1964:

, "Pighting 18 the best way to lose everything. There

18 1little room for Justice in the arms race, The
rational response to the challenge of nuclear war

18 individual conscience, Human nature can be
changed. The measurement of success of a man's or
woman'!s work is the extent to which truth and love
are embodied. Freedom depends upon the realization
of these two. The philosophy called pacifism 18 a
way of life based on complete commitment to a way of

- love which rejects the power to destroy others.

. V) -
"E@PHEEZPERN,-- Introduced as a Quaker psychotheraplst

Tvwho has been actively involved in the developmenta
of the peace movement since World War I days 1n

- Burope. A few years age, he organized Socilal

Scientists for Peace. In answer to some of my
questions, I was told it was through him that N
MIROSIAV was invited; that he lives in New York; 1s an
Austrian by birth; but is now an American cltizen.

He gave MIROSLAV the address of his daughter to lock
up in San Francisco. L S e

- - C e e o= -

| MYALTON"GEIGER -- Worcester, Pennsylvania, Listed as

' Research dclentist in Bio-Chemistry at Norristown,

. Pennsylvania, State Hospital. (H1is wife told me he
-~ maintained a small research laboratory). - He was

 4ntroduced as 'active with the Society for the Social
* Responsibility of Scientists and devotes his spare time

- -

B T TV

- to civil rights problems and learning Japanese and e
- Korean.' @Gave a lecture disputing any racial basis

for non-equality of intelligence. He was accompanled
by his wife, NICOILA, and two daughters, 9 and 11.

~ NICOLA came to the United States twelve years &go

“From her native Germany, planning to go on to South

- America, but met WALTON and married him, instead.

She sald-her family 1§1a long-time friend of ALBERT
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AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVICE COMMITTEE,
WORLD AFFAIRS CAMP, PAINTED POST,
NEW YORKL,AUGUST 22 - 29, 1964:

"SCHWEITZER.: She asked me if T could help her husband
get to the Pugwash Conference. I explained the
United States does not particlpate officially 1In the
Conference. She then asked me if I could find out
what procedures he should follow in order to attend,
NOEL {BROWN) asked me i1f the United States refused to

‘officlally have anything to do with the Conference

because of the disapproval of CYRUS EATON,

"DALE stuck an SNCC bumper strip to the GEIGER
station wagon, and she said thelr neighbors would
really run them out now but to leave it on. She sald
she had gone from door to door, urging something or
other about peace, and they all were calling her a

. Communist.

. "NANCY O'NEILL -- Office as stated above. She con--
ducted all the Town Meetings; made all the announce-
T " ments; did not take part in any of fthe discussions
: - with the exception of those on Cuba, ‘She was for
welcoming CASTRO back into OAS, removal of the
_economic blockade; said it was our policy that had '
turned CASTRO into a Communist; believed people were
<eeewa—— happy there. CASTRO had bullt many new schools and
hospitals; dlvided the wealth of the country equitably|
~ was very appreciative of food and medicines Quakers
' had sent last year following the hurricane, When I
' remarked that I had yet to hear one constructive’
: . vemark about the United States other than my own, she
v oiamnr replied, *Well, I believe you'll find there is
) 8lightly less criticism of the United States among
TR ghese ?oys.and girls than there 1s of the Soviet

A
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.AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVICE COMMITTEE,

- WORLD AFFAIRS CAMP, PAINTED POST,
. NEW YORK, AUGUST 22 - 29, 1964:

(1

"ETFANORA/ PATTERSON ~- 1963 Radeliffe grcduate.
Assistant in the Friends? Middie Atlantic high school

e

£7
!U& . program. Presently on leave to work with the
Jﬁyi/”’fStudent Non-Violent Goordinating Committee (SNCC) in

]\ ~of tpeace at any price.!

-
P

e s A e -

Ry

. . ... "He told me he was,very-éofry'not to have heard my

e i e

1,

7

L

Washington. Could not belleve ACDA was not an agency

"GEL?zéfgiTSKI ~- At the camp X was told he was Second
Secretary of the Soviet Embassy. He may have recelved
a promotion since the May 1964 Diplomatic List carries

— A e e B

him as Third Secretary. He told me he was an economist.

The Russisn made these points: Streased free medlcal
caré in USSR - more dectors per capita than any
other nation in the world; no unemployment - not
ever; no taxatlon; open elections for participation
in local, as well as national, affairs. Russlans
fewer in nurber than other natlonalities, but all.
‘members of the Republics participate equally..
Workers! vacation resort - all free, Soviet economy,

ey B T oy

. while not up to U,.S., is rapidly overtaking 1t.

Already far surpasses Unilted States in steel produc-
tion. Soviet Unicn still Sociallst State. Went too

- Past following 1917 Revolution. Learned from that
. mistake. XNow have goal of 1980 as attainment of goal
- of completely Corrmunist State. Painted picture of

what that would mean - all wants and needs of the
people would be fully supplied by the State; there

- would be no nesd for money. Everyone now works,

not seifishly for himself, bub for the State, for
the common good of all, so that all can partake of
the good 1ife. All citizens are free to.travel

-*'anywhere they may wlsh to go. No racial discrimina-

~ tion, v

B topafay o

presentation. I sald I was sure MIROSLAV had told him

... gll about it. He sald in a very surprised tone,

e
'-—T-—

L T T T T A S Uy T o Sy VR TR T

i

. ke
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"tpat MIROSLAV told me he had taken no part in the
discussion.t! (MIROSLAV not only gave a half-hour
presentation but also took part in all the dlscussion
groups). - X

. PMIROSLA SOUKUPI.§03/366E;P) ~= Attache in Czech.
S UN Tission. interesced in soclal Selentists for
e Peace. Fresent with his wife and daughter, 5. His
wife told me she had just completed the First Grade
in English at the U language school, but she had
trouble with words and we found a common language in
French. She asked if this group was typlcal of
Amamiaam wouth and made a somewhat Jesting remark

3Gk A bl F NA WIS R AR e A

about the ill-groomed appearance of the group. He
spoke five languages; was a professor in Czechoslovakia;
was not allowed the school of his preference. He
painted the herrvors of lLidlce and the other
atrocities suffered through war by his country as

" reason? why it 1s now so 'devobted to the quest for

oo - . . - P

MIROSLAV immediately followed me on Maesday night
in giving his presentation. He sketched the history
of his country, of its tbetrayal! by the French and
English at Munich, when he gald the Soviet Union

wnm mmcnarved hcngr it._q na@t_ to come to the aid

L= = R A e T

of Czechoslovakla but'coula not do it alone. He
- said the Czech Government supported Soviet pro-

gound and workable. o

. "Subsequently, he told me: ‘'Ah, Democracy! Only
in such a system could you find the freedom to -

% express differing oplinleons such as we find here at

e AT A adsand Punoa

_this camp. If only your country COUld &dopy irce

O e e et iy s vy & s X

posals at the ENDC because it considered them - ~—~~m;;ufm

e e s e L

-8 -
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N

"tmedical care - and other welfare prograus - 1t 1s
here that your case is weakest when weighed agalnst
the Communistst! Sccialist States. It would be good
for all Communists to come to thls country. They
would see what 1t 1s really like.!

. "When I questioned GELY's statement about Soviet
eitizens! freedom of travel, MIROSLAV said I was
right -~ GELY had not spoken the truth, he said,
and told the discussion group to fask our Soviet
friend if he did not mean:freedom to travel only
within the Warsaw Pact countries.' I also questioned
GELY's picture of political particlpation by the
people, and saild I understood that all power was
vested in the Central Committee, which, in turn,
was ruled with an iron hand by KHRUSHCHEV. He
agreed with this and suggested that the group ask
tour Soviet friend' this question. ' :

"Following a question about pockets of poverty in

Czechoslovakia and MIROSLAV!s answer, I remarked

that I wondered just how happy people were to be

shifted about from place to place at the dletates

of the State. I asked, 'MIROSLAV, ‘just how happy
1

P ¥ Faptpe . I 4 TT . rwmmn -~ -~
are they?' He smiled and said, 'Not very. We have

our problems.'

- "During the discussion of the 'good 1life' in the
Soviet Union, when IISA and a Negro boy, who had
been to the USSR wlith one of the Hiler Tours,
were extolling the cultural advantages and.the
number of television sets the Russians enjoyed,

- MIROSLAV whispered to me, 'A slick Communist can
S hoodwink children like these - they are very
naive,?t . : e
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"When I left, he was among those who had gathered

‘to tell me goodbye, and he wished me fgood luck!

P S ES N

in our work., Most of the Prince Edwards Scheol
contingent also were there. CARLOS gave me & Very
warm farewell, as did NANCY and the GEIGERs."

The Hiler Tours, above, probably refer
to the tours or "travel seminars” of
high scheol students, conducted or
arranged by RICHARD HILER during
1962, 1963, and 1964 through Europe,
ineluding Czechoslovakia, Poland, and
the USSR, RICHARD HILER was formerly
- Director.
~ , A source advised, durling 1963-1964,
’ that RICHARD HILER was formerly

Tﬁl Director of the High School Program - ---

of the Amerilcan Frlends Service <
- Committee, and is now with the American
Friends Service Committee in Pittsburgh,

Pa.
_fa.

'HILER has had numercus contacts with

diplomatic personnel of the Soviet

and Czechoslovakian Embassies,
 Washington, D. C., in connection with
_arranging passports, ete., for travel

to their countries. - o

"NOEL BROWN ~- -International civil servant in
United Nations Secretariab {(Jawalcan by natlonality);

introduced as being 'very concerned that young

. people throughcut the world have the opportunity to.

make positive contributions to peace and under- .
standing.! Present with his wife - American, white,

LR X "
BRI R - M S
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"and two daughters, 2 and 3. She told me that she
had met her hugband in Washington while he was
attending Georgstown University and she was working.
Sald she trled to get a Job as a labor medlator
with the Labor Department, but was turned down.
‘Remarked that she could not get a job with CIA
because she and NOEL had been told by a woman
friend of theirs working there - she sald she
believed the friend was taking a year!s leave and
g§i ngtin California - that NOEL's name was on the
3%. -’ :

i "When NOEL tried to find out why, the friend

: - telammed upt' and would not say anythlng more,
Explained that 'CIA 1list! carried names of people ‘
suspected for one reason or another to be watched and
suspected for some reason. - -

.- T"ROEL took a most voluble part in all the discussion

o groups, and gave a speech on foreign policy, and
explained the official methods of communicatlion

- - between Governments, - He was very emphatic and rigid -

t::--5i— - on the following pointa: The weapons cache dis-

- - . covered by the Venezuela Government during the

—-~~- - Ppesldential Elections and identlfied as Cuban 1n

L origin was a fraud perpetrated by the United States.

=. . .. The subsequent OAS action against CASTRO was forced .

e e DY United States! arm twisting. The Soviet Unlon's -

7 emplacement of missiles In Cuba was only because - . R

T CASTRO honestly feared United States'! lnvasion. o

oo . Our attack on North Vietnam PT basis was unjustified
because, after all, i1t was not North Vietnamese PT

i . . .- boats that attacked us in the Tonkin Gulf - how
:. . . could we so identify them in the darkness of the
: .~ night? - but were South Vietnamese, who took this - /

-7 aetion to put the blame on North Vietnam in a des-
- perate effort to force the Unlted States to enlarge

S
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"the war against North Vietnam. This, he insisted,

. was the general belief at the United Nations and was

.the true plcture. - -

-

"NOET. also violently attacked the MLF. He mildly

- ridiculed 'Lady Bird' as a name for a Flrst Lady.
Students -~ ) -_
B T T R
"DALE@IITH -~ 917 Coalmont Street, North Haddock,.
Pemnsylvania, Negro. Introduced as 'recent high
“8chool graduate, who has spent the past year as an
SNCC worker in western Georgla. His Jallbird
J't-  record includes Albany and Gifton, Louislana. He
;/U; t0ld me he had been arrested six or seven times for

" _demonstrations; that most of the people he met in
!0‘ jail were innocent. He had wanted to go to Brandeis

'4?:,/ University this fall; but, instead, *they! were
'“;/,/ sending him to Chicago to work for the SNCC, and he

would attend the University of Chlcago part. time.
"He seemed obsessed with the desire to visit Cuba,

"N peturning to this possibility again and again. He
. <

‘said, !I know just how you go about 1% - you go In
: through Mexico and come out at Prague. I surely
_ want to see that place.! Ce -

- "He pemained silent when I asked why he wanted to
go when he knew such a trip was agalnst Government
regulations, and he would thereby forfeit his
passport. - - - ST

O BAL one time, he a a 1f I kmew (I cannot
-~ "pemember the name) a White House economist, He
gald the economistts son had been sentenced to five:
" .years in prison by a Pennsylvania Federal Court '
in connection with the draft 'for being a pacifist.t

!

L
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"T said I thought that even in times of war we’
found non-combat dutles for conscientious objectors,
but he would not say more than, 'Well, he thought
he would get off with a light sentence but the Court

* gave him the maximum.' He seemed to have quite a
wide acquaintance among Government officlals here
in Washington., He named several at Justice and
other Departments, and asked 1f I knew them, :

" He glso said he knew Senator HUMPHREY. DALE led
all the Freedom Songs, and saw to 1%t that every
program ended with, 'We shall overcome,®

: o :
®ILSA-PINKSON -- 10709 Keswick Street, Garrett

, . Park, Maryland, 20766. Mother is member of Women

ﬁ'f’ —Strike for Peace, and went with delegation to

The Hague this summer to present petition opposing
MLF. In discussion group argued strongly for good
way of life in Soviet Union, quoting her mother

- and father, who had spent month of July there.

- : /- B .. e . .
- YRATHY-BOGINM -~ 100 Pelham Road, New Rochelle,
. { Wew York, oSald shé had gone with Women Strike for
T “"Peace Delegation to Capltol Hill to present petition
~ - against MLF. Sald the United States was glving -
—_7.% } West Germany more and more nuclear know-how until
they would soon have 1t all. (NOEL interJected here
_ that this was the great fear of the Soviet Union and
¢~ was why they opposed MLF).' T B

—

-,<:if£;£32.(1ast name unknowvn) -- 1light-skinned Negro
N from Soulnh Carollna.- Alcof, very intense. = T
A} e i et . " o .
i,.“ ~ "He had placed his name on the list of students
o going to Russia next summer wifh Hiler Tours, and
"‘g\ '\, was urging others to go, too. (I was told HILER
YA 48 a Quaker teacher in Philadelphia, who organizes
" two tours each summer for students - one to the
"Soviet Union and one to parts of the United
States (apparently poverty-stricken areas). One
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"or two of the Negro students present had been to
the Soviet Union on this tour this past summer.

"He told a discussion group that he had taken the
United States Hiler Tour this summer, durlng which
he spent a month in a reglion of Kentucky, where all
the people had to eat was flour and lard. They had
to walk one-half mile to get water. There were

no modern conveniences, and no work for the men.
He aslkted MIROSILAV 1if there were such 'nnnlrp‘l'q nf‘

Adiw Uirhddnisvhk & duisd &% bt Ldl s ¥ Vi AV W S L LI S b b b

- poverty in CZechoslovakia.

"(MIROSLAV sald no -~ there was no unemployment,

no shortages, because the state could plan ahead
and forestall such conditions. If there were areas
that needed more workers, labor was shifted there
from other slower areas).

UTARRY discussed the bool., 1Fail Safe.! sayvine that

o . iAW AWl - —— SR Ty Sy L1285 sllcl

e~ « .. 1% showed how simple it would be for nuclear accidents,

resulting In total destruction. When the talk
shifted to self-defense, he said he could go along
with the idea of not fighting to defend himself, but
he wondered if he could sit idly by 1f one of his
friends were attacked. He said the United States
-7~ ghould disarm unilaterally, for we knew the Soviet
Union would never risk world opprobrium by
. attacking an unarmed nation. It was he who
-... asked GELY the question about the economilc -
impaczt of disarmament, which was a direct mis-
representation of my reply regarding United
Statest! views on the same issue,

et X program the group presented, he read - after
.z repeatedly emphasizing how much it meant to him -
- a poem, entitled 'I Am Walting,! taken from the
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"book, 'A Coney Island of the Mind,' by LAWRENCE
FERLINGHETTI. He also contributed gultar and

harmonica selections.

 "Unlike most of the others, hé was clean, neat,
and well-groomed at all times. His shirt was
fastened with ‘equality! buttons.

"Of all the students there, he was the one who
seemed to impress everyone most. NORMAN said,

TWelll hear from that boy lots in the future.

We must keep in touch.!?

"Comments -- The students were chiefly represen-
tative of minorities, Granted the informality of
camp dress, nevertheless the general appearance of
the group was one of slovenliness. :

ﬂ
The Nevroes pres-.t ed the best appe rance; they

were clean; thelir c¢lothes were neat and clean;
thelr hair was brushed., Certainly, the grooming
of the rest was far below that of the high school
student groups with which I am familiar; and I
frankly could not get used to the girls' long,
stringy hair hanging down in front of their faces.
Neither did I see the need for NANCY and

~ ELEANORA In their capacity as 1eadera to be
equally il l-lrpm'n'l' .

"T had the impression that most, if not all, of
the students had met at previous camps; but my
questioning on this point was met, surprisingly
enough, with evasion., The most direct answer came
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"from ED, who said, 'It is possible they have
attended the same Conferences in the past, and
that they will meet agaln at simllar Conferences -
this fall and winter.,!

"The students were intelligent, very serious, and
determined in their attitudes., Most of them gave
.the lmpression they would not change their

nAaodddAanag A +ha daannmsa Alasanaand M vy
PVYRL ULWVILLG Wi Vile ARRUTLEY Whol llow Tl e allit-y

listened respectfully, and asked questions;

but they were not open-minded. One remarked
that, 'You had to be for unilateral disarmament
to be accepted in this group.!?

- "There was no doubt of thelr complete dedication
to the principle of non-violence, nor that they

were prepared to go to great lengths to further
their cause, It was evident that 'i"hnv went to

AR . Ve ke kb W VARG W WA AL W W

the Conference already indoctrinated -- not to
be indoctrinated.’

~ Address L st of the Amer3{¢n
World Afrairg QQmp, as” follows:

vy / ’
- “THOMAS” ACKERMAN -
ELy’ 50 Davenport Avenue
New Rochel " New York

--—

iends Service Committee,

§ ————— e

o i it

VTR T J A YIREMITI ALY

_RBLVEALA ALY LAUVNU
2093 Vincent Road.
Silver Lake, Ohio 4%224

- — ——

- = e -

#also furnished the "Name and

('
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/
WILL EADENKOPF
25 Oalkwood Place
Delmar, New York 12054

LINDA-BIACKER
" 1082 Inner Drive
Schenectady,ANey xbrg

7 \ KATHY BOGIN

H 100 Pelham Road )
Y New Rochelle, New York

\ SUSAN BROWN -
. 211 Horton Highway
\ - ‘Mineola, New York _

L R )
\ _ MALCOLM CAMPBELL |

mﬁ__‘“_":>\ ""111 Valentine Place éé}“““-*¥——+——_

‘Ithaca, New York
Y

. . _
MARILALA™ CAMPBELL -

;__ | 111 Valentine Place .

Ithaca, New York _

DAVID Ci~CHAMBERIAIN =
-1290% South Church Street
Schenectady, New York

—14 Seaview Avenue
New Rochelle, New York 10801

 PEGOY-FRIED

‘ 77 Cherrytree Lane.
-\ Roslyn Heights, New York |

L4
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],Trevoge,_?gnpsylvaniqﬁ

69 Highridge Road

:“Qew_ﬁochelle,”Neﬂ;ggpkL

_ GREENBERG
225-27 Eighty-Eighth Avenue

queens Village 27, NeW York _

' ARAYWOOD

G-9_Yates Village o
:Schenectady,.ﬂﬁq York
| JOEHORTON
" 4433 Summerton Road

b s 37— . W

. Pl o
_CHARLES'FREDERIG’UOHN
66 Wellington Avenue
New Rochelle, New York .

/FONES -

_IA T
‘6224 Bells M111l Road . ~

Bethesda,‘maryland,q_
e T .. /’ .
RICHARD-KANEGIS -

| —p506 Woodley Road, N.W.,

S

g

i

[

H
?

_Washington, D. C.

/ ’ o -

| SHETLA‘KUPPERSMITH -
‘16l Church Street T

“"New Rochelle, New York 10805 __

MARTON TAMPERT
. 5007'Concord Avenue
fGreat NQQE!mNeW_York_*m“

o

L
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DOROTHY Mr./m'rz &

421 Glassboro Avenue
Wbodbury Helghts, New Jersey

FAYE- MENKEN ’
711 Stratford Road _

‘New Rochelle, New York _

CARLOS MORA =
205 East 113th Street_

" New Ybrk, New York _

CLAUDIA KAY ORIENT o
7726 Middle Ridge Road
_Madison, Ohio L4057

_IL.SA PINKSON o
10709 Keswick Street
@arrett Park, Maryland 20766

| HWROW .
_ 1907 West Rogers Avenue
“Baltimore, Maryland ?1209

PO

“SHAPTRO
50 ‘Revere Road ~ '~

_Sgarsda;e, New York

NI
"
?
i

SUSAN M./ STRASSER
" 6711 Beacon Street’ T
Pittsburgh 17, Pennsylvania )

c:ammvﬁmucx .
-4 Holbrooke Road '~~~

‘White Plains, New York .

-
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"WARR

" 5803 Reed Street
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- qum ofl gl dated November 30, 1964,

:['@ﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁfggéhiﬂﬁ“ﬁﬂ¥ﬁﬁ2wrot‘ e following concerning the American
~ Friend tee, World Affairs Camp, above:

. "The attached étory'discloses that these-DuBois
Clubs take exactly the same line advocated at

the Friends'

Canmp I attended in August, and

* about which I have reported to you. The areas
of .interest and the views are identical.”

-

- November 26, 1964,

U. 5. From California,” referred to b

e article froﬁ the "Washing

ton Post™ edition of
DuBots Clul ) Qver

captioned "Leftist

> . 3s attached hereto. = - o — —

PR -

A charac

terization of the W. E. B. Du Bois Clubs of

America is attached hereto.

- 20 - 7 : bt
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The "Social Service Directory For Metropolitan
Chicago," issue of 1958, published by the Welfare
Council of Metropolitan Chicago, describes the

- American Friends Service Committee as having been
established in 1917 and as representing the Religious
Soclety of Friends (Quakers) in fields of social

action. .
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W. E. B, DU BOIS CLUBS OF AMERICA

A socurce has advised that on October 26-27, 1963 a conference of members .
of the Communist Party (CP), including National Punctionaries, met in Chicago,
Illincis, for the purpose of setting in motion forces for the establishment of a
new natiomal Marxist oriented youth organization which would hunt for the most
peaceful transition to socialism. The delegates to this meeting were cautioned
against the germ of anti-Soviet and anti-CP ideoclogies. These delegates were also
told that it would be reasonable to assume that the young socialists attracted
into this new organization would eventually pass into the CP itself.

A second conference of over 20 persons met in Chicago on December 28-29,
1963 for the purpose of initiating a "call™ to the new youth organization and
planning for a founding convention to be held in June, 1964.

A second source has advised that the founding convention for the new
youth organization was held from June 19-21, 1964 at 150 Golden Gate Avenue, San
Prancisco, California, at which time the name W. E. B, DU BOIS CLUBS OF AMERICA
was adopted. Approximately 500 delegates from throughout the United States attend-
ed this convention. The aims of this organization, as set forth in the preamble
to the constitution are; "It is our belief that this natlion can best sclve its
problems in an atmosphere of peaceful co-existence, complete disarmament and true
freedom for all peoples of the world, and tha% these solutions will be reached
mainly through the united efforts of all democratic elements in our country, com-
posed essentially of the working people allied in the unity of Negroes and other
minorities with whites. We further fully recognize that the greatest threat to
American democracy comes from the racist and right wing forces in coalition with
the most reactionary sections of the economic power structure, using the tool of
anti~-communism to divide and destroy ths unified struggle of the working people.
As young people in the forces struggling for democracy, we shall actively strive
to defeat these reactionary and neo-fascist elements and to achieve complete free-
dom and democracy for all Americans, thus enabling each individual to freely
choose and build the society he would wish to live in. Through these struggles
we feel the American people will realize the viability of the socialist alterna-
tives." :

2P




The constitution further statss that this new organisation shall b
membership organization open to individuals or if five or more peoplo T desire, a
in turn be guided by the policies and principles

chapter can be formed which shall
of the parent organization.

The second source has also advised that at the founding convention it

was voted that the organization should be temporarily headquartered in San Fran-

eisco, California, although no specific physical location was decided upon. This

same source advised on June 29, 196h that the temporary headquarters of this
A dha bandman -

Organlzablon 13 J.UU! .l'lCJ'LJ-LJ.ﬂDBI DDIUUH, San r.&aﬂibin\-v’ which is ths leuu\‘ua
of the W. E. B, DuBois Club of San Francisce.

Both sources have advised that at the founding convention two officers

were elected:

The "Psople*s World" is a West Coast ¢
weekly in San Francisco, California. ommunist newspaper published

“This document contzins neither recommendations nor
conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the
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. THE VIETNAM TRAGE,
A Vigil of Concern
We stand in siicat vigil to express our concern;

Arncrzccm soldizrs are dying in a country thousands of miles away--

v VWhere we arc unwanted
Vicre we arc objects of fear and hatred
We arc there--we say-=-to protect freedom

Is the cause of freedom advanced by continuing the war in Vietnam?

In this civil war thousands of Vietnamese are being killed and tortured,
their viilages, fields and homes burned., They have iived under a series of
repressive, co*rupt governmernts which have never beea elected and are main-
taincd only by American power,

4s the war goes on, the Viet Cong continues t
o

becomes wez's : an

S llaai e VWY SN

serted, 30,000 ed the Vxet on
In spite of 2.11 our avms, soldiers and money {(we are spending 2 million

dollars a day) there is no freedom in South Vietnam,

grow while the government
00 government troops da-

._,4 !3.-
‘-—l

Is the cavsc of irecdom advanced by expanding the waxy in Vietnam?

Escerlating the war in Vietnam by borsbing bases in the North will mezn
ore p\_o*:le k‘.“f—d more villages and homes destroyed, more Vietnamese who
'111 ot s +lype 0 ,‘r%-.f'rs Aoy ave oo T\-:-r\nr'\nn: :z” as thevy call ug,

n2ve Li1e ¥raiil dadals i dal=ll e 131254 LY 354 eflil WRae

It may mean intervertion by the Soviet Union and China. If could mean
World War III. It doecs not mean more frcedom,. Is this a chance worth taking?

Can the causc of freedom be advanced by stopping the war in Vietnam?

If we were to withdraw our support, the war would be over in weecks, We
could bring the matter to the United Nations, We could call for 2 recoavening
of the 14~nation Geneva Coniercnce,

~~It is possible that 2ll of Vietnam could be ncutralized--

-~1t is possible that elections could be held under a UN
presence that would bring a representative governmont--

~--It is possible that using.even part of the funds we are now
spending on the war we could assist in projects that would
help eliminate poverty, disease and hunger in Vietnam and
other countrics of Southeast fsia~-

This is the izbric of frcedom~~this is the chance worth w"mg'

If you share this concern, wili you join us in our silent vigil, We especially urge
our {cllow /Jumcericans: :

TO WRITE OR WIRE President Johnson
’ . The White House
VW ashington, D, C.
Urge him {o ZND T*n- WARDY ¢ "‘GOTI.AT
TESWIRIRA

 4ad Hoe Committee To End The Wur Ja Vietnam---431 S, Dearborn---HA 7-2533




UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF )USTICE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

‘n Reply, Please Refer to
“ile No.

L 4

Chicago, Illinois
February ‘2\{, 1965

WOMEN FOR PEACE

Source advised th hree women led by ‘,‘.- '
, Chicago Area, on February 19,
965, held a silent vigil from 10:00 AM to 1:00 PM in front

»f the new Federal Building, 219 South Dearborn Street,
*hicago, Illinois. The purpose of the vigil was to protest
Jnited States involvement in Vietnam, The women carried a
soster which called for an end to the war in Vietnam and
iistributed coples of a leaflet captioned '"The Vietnam Tragedy"
self-described as issued by the "Ad Hoc Committee to End the
far in Vietnam---43]1 §. Dearborn---HA 7-2533,

. The Chicago Telephone Directory reflects this nuﬁber
is listed to the American Friends Service Coumittee, 431 South
Dearbora Street, Chicago, Illimois. =

Attached is a copy of the leaflet distributed at the
above mentioned vigil. :

This document contains neither recommendations nor
conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and
18 loaned to your agency; neither it nor its contents are to

be distributed outside your agency.

e Jot ¥ et y; £5b
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UUNITED STATla DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ' )

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVYESTIGATION

n Reply, Plaase Refer s0

e No. Philadelphia, Penrsylvania

March 8, 1965

DEMONSTRATIONS PROTESTING

U.S, INTERVENTION IN

VIETNAM |
(PHILADEIPHIA, PA,,

FEBRUARY 19-20, 1965)

- A source furnished on February 15, 1965, two
leaflets which wers obtained by mall from the Friends Pesce
Committee (FPC), 1520 Rase Street, Philadelphia, Pa., These
leaflets, one captionsd "Nationwide Action on Vietnam"
Gesceribing action and demonstrations planned for February 19-
20, 1965, at Philadelphia, Pa., and anothesr captioned _

eclaration of Conscience are attached hereto,

ENCLOSURE




vietnlmv1atnam

4+ yietnamviet “? Natiomude Action e Vicbnoo
:; . vietnan

Tt

‘vietnam How doos a gOVernment adnlt a migtak J if it represents
+ vietnanm Y
vietnam a vast bureaucracy and an invpstment of billions of dellars?
. detpa
il etn |- -80% of the American’ people, aocording to a rec"nt Gﬁllop pn]l,
E t . P

want an end to the war in Victram, but that doaes not mean it will end-~

[
unlecs th s attitudes are mida v1oable and dranmtic. Hexe are actions ”hich w111
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Friday noon, Feb. 19 D?rlarnt1on of Vnn°cience p b id siening (ses enclosed sheet)

T 1

-taku ~laca in Phlladclphia.
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Frlday at u 00 and 52 00' Notorcade for Peace in Vletnam Sponsored by Friends Peace

—m———

v ' : Cornittee
~ 1fi-3Bring your car to F&lends Select Schooi '130 N. 16th, at either 4:00 or 5:00
i " to 'have signs mounted and to get the route of the caravan. The messcie will

; » © “insist on unilateral withdrawal; the enphssis will be on “End the War in Vietns,
P Bring a nvvlgator" w1th you to reua the irovte, 1f po 51ble. ;

R 2 ;
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Saturday, Feb, 20, from 12: 00 to 5 00. Wrtnmss o Arwed For;e: volundc~1, Sponaorﬁd

At 20 s gty .

_by Commlttoe for NonV1olent Action- kllcdrlphLa (3711 Spring Cardon S5t.)
PERVR T Thls direct action proJect 1nvolxes plac1ﬂw our todizs on the steps of thc
i..: . . hrmed Forces recruiting station &t 15th and Market Sts., saying, in effect,
T T® Yo hone your facing having to:step on us will make you think again about
:i .  what the training will prepare you to do, especially in Vieitnam, If you
. ¥ % 7 hesitate to step on us, you qhould h051ta‘° even more to learn to kill others

‘ .

e -

SR There will be a tralnlno sessicn f *OF1 lg 10 1 on Sauuldey, vefore procceding
v s to. 'the station, You arf_*__rﬂqgggil_yp___&arc to the training in order to varticira
R in the proiects The discipline w'll be ronviolent, but will not involve
'Thie ol Mgoing limp© in case of arrest. . The mosssge will be for 1mned1ate wlthdragal
~ ofU.S. troops and mlllta;y ald Frnm V;rtnzm. '

. | L
Pl : i T PN ;I
. - . . - I Y
N . . i

TSaturday, Feb 20 from 1:00 to 5 OO'i oanunrtlnr dﬂmonstretﬂon for the W1trcss

This silent damonstratlon w:l.ll cnnt.mue even J.f the participants in the
Witness are arrested, Jt will explain the point of the witross, and urge
immediate withdrawal of American troops and military aid from Vietnam, Its
. leaflets will condumn all outside interleronce in the affairs of the South
Vletnameue, including 1ntorfa:cnce fron North V;etnﬁm. -

. Send to! Friends Peace Comnmittcee, 1520 Race St ’ Phi]‘., Pn. 19102
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T will Lake povl In Lho Hoborcale otk b,_m__p e on fobe 39 :

I will Anke pavlk in the wHitners ta f\'f‘rr ﬂ }'(n'r'n" olmteers on Foh. 1O 'I
Luill Ty v m]mmfﬁn' depopnsdeaiion for Lhe VWilthesa

desnis b weee - Bttt il J5 gy sonbretbuttan (Joe Fromys Proen Comy, jl.u,f') (o CBYLY S
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_ -
Will you sign this? L y , \
DECLARATION OF CONSCIENCE

W fawt i aaY mEs 19 il il it

elsewhere suppresses the aspirations of the people for political 1ndependence
and gconomioc freedoms

Because the use of the military resources of the Uhited States in Vietnam and

Because inhuman torture and eenseless killing are being carried out by forces
armed, uniformed, trained and financed by the United Statesj

Because we believe that all peoples of the earth, including both Americans and
non-Americans, have an inalienable right to life, liberty, and the peaceful
pursuit of happiness in their own wayi and o
Because we think that positive steps must be taken to put an end to the threat of
nuclear catastrophe and death by chemical or biological warfare, whether these
result from acecident or escalaticn-- )

We hereby declare our conscientious refusal to cooperate with the United States
government in the prosecution of the war in Vietnam,

e armed

N & - - WeaAw W  Yramw weea. E=d -— -.—— = =

We enco fh sa who can eonscien tj___;_"l_y do so refuse to serve in t
forces and to ask for discharge if they are already in.

Those of us who are subject to the Draft ourselves declare our own intention te
refuse to serve,

We _urge others to refuse and refuse ourselves to take part in the manufacture or
transportation of military equipment, or to work in the flelds of military
research and weapons development.

We shall encourage the development of other nonviolent acts, including acts which
involve civil disobediencs, in order to stop the flow of American soldiers and
" manitions to Vietnam. . }

/
. v
Note: Signing or distributing this Declaration of Conscience might be
construed as a violation of the Universal Military Training and Service
Act, which prohibits advising persons facing the draft to refuse service,

Penaltiens of up to q vaare 'imnv'ignnmnnf- nndlnr a fina of 4:( 000 ara

e . W v L= - - raddl i W S mamiv Ue e W wm A

provided, While prosecutions under this provision of the law almost
never occur, persons signing or distributing this declaration should
- face the possibility of serious consequénces.

T e e o A —— -‘—-..—y .........
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Some of those who have signed are:

Rev. Dan Berrigan, S.J.
Rev, Philip Berrigan, S.5.J.
James Bristol

William C, Daviden

Dorothy Day oL

David Dellinger
W. Ho FEI'I'y
Rabbi Everett E. Gendler
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Gsorge R. lakey

:,"'; Irving Laucks o

Sidney Lens i
Stewart Meacham .
- Morris R. Mitchell

.t AJJ. Muste - | ‘

Otto Nathan
A, Philip Randolph

THERE WILL BE A PUELIC SIGNING OFjTHE DECLARATION ON NOON, FRIDAY FEBRUARY 39,

AT INTERMATIONAL HOUSE, 140 North 15th St
If you can come and sign the Declaration

.» Phila., COMBINED WITH A PRESS CONFERENCE.
at that timeé, please send the coupon

below, or phone LO4-6063,

If you cannot come in person,

and be included in the list handed to the press,

o vk el o

you may sign in advance

Tos Stewart ieacham, 556 N, Judson St,., Philad

elphia, Pa., 19130

I will gign the

Declaration of Conscience at noon Fridey, Feb. 19 at

International House.

I cannot come in
hereby sign it.

person, l’aut have

road the Declaration of Conscience and

34

( signaturejm




DEMONSTRATIONS PROTESTING
U.S. INTERVENTION IN

VIETNAM
(PHILADELPHTA PA,, FEBRUARY 19-20. 196€5)

The first source almo rurnithed on February 23,
1965, the sams leaflets above captioned "Nationwide Aetion .
on Vietnam"” waich was received by mall from the Philadslphia
Counsil for a Committee for a SANE Nuclear Poliey (SANE),
20 South 1Z2th Sireet, Philadeiphia, posimarked February _'_16.

1965, which had added the notation "Although we are not
sponsoring these actions we commend them to your attention."

Philadeiphia SANE also 16zued a leaflet containing

" reprints from the New York Times, Felzuary 7, 8, and 11, 1965,
which were articles critical of U.S, action in Vietnam and

o e e s -

e e



DEMONSTRATIONS PROTESTING
U.3, INTERVENTION IN.

(mmzmm, PA., FEBRUARY 19-20, 1965)

P -

urgins recipientn to write President JOHNSON with copies
to other Senators and Representatives for a "SANE" poliey.

ACTIVITY ON FEBRUARY 19, 1965

' A second source adviged on February 19, 1965,
that a group of about 12 individuals, mostly women, attempted

to hold a signing of a Declaration of Conscience at the
Tritaratd Ansl T-!'nns., 1U0 Noxth 'IR'i“h q‘l-mni" Philadelphia, —Pa-éi

Tl AV e Vel WL s SR A T W e e S iy Ty

but were denled access,. This g*oup then moved to the American
Friends Service Committee, 160 North 15th Street, Philadelphia,
where the signing of the Declaration of Conscience (DC) was
completed without incldent, This was done in the form of a
press conference and press coverage was a.rromea and pnm:ou

taken .

GEORGE LAXKEY and WILLIAM WINGELL of the FPC were
spokeszmen for the group.

" A -
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{Mount Clipplng In Spoc:

)0 'Peace” Si S.gners Afsaaﬂ
S. Peicy in Vielnam

Ty BILL FIi .\ TI

a r.nceientious ohlerlor,
or all war,” said 26 year-
Nilllam Wingell, one of
¢+ 200 persons In the ares
ave signed declarations of
ence vowing not to co-
‘e with the United States
iment in the prosecution
Vietnam conflict.
1t 20 persons gathered yes.
" In a semi-secluded room
Amcrican Friends Service
ittee building and inked
12mes {o the sharply word-
weuments, criticizing the
poliey.

ag aod old, mele and fe.
they pledged not 1o serve
+ armed forces and also
sed to encourage others
can conscientiously do so”
w sult.

‘Y AGREED to urga those
ors already in the service
for discharge.- °

they also have agreed to
age “lhe development of
WL VEREISRY, locluding

- e

acts which iInvolve civil dis.
ahedience, In order {o stop the
flow of American soldlers gnd
munitions to Vietnam.'

George Lakey, of 3711 Spring
Garden st., executive direclor
of the Friends Peace Commillee

nation-wfdo ™move, sald the
“signers are a litlle more
heavily concentraled among in-
{ellectuals.”

Four major reasons motivatcd
the drawing up of the dcclara-
tion.

ONE CITED by the group is
that “inhuman tortvre and
senseless kiliing arc being car-
ried out by forces armed, ufii-
formed, tralned and financed Y|
the United States.” :

Lakey, ‘21, said all of the
slgners were awzare of the fact
ihey face posible prosecution
if accused of violaling the Uni-
versal Milltary Tralning Setvice
Act, '

Among those to sign yesterday
was Robert Euler, 54, 2 Read-
ing businessman.

“Faith and ethics must come
in and fear go out,” zaid Euler
in calling for a peaceful settle-

same kind of stuff as Hiroshima.
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mbing. Trying to Irighten

© -t < ppople. Seare them. You don't of Bionle Instruments, manu-

ake friends by botabing peo-
pie. This one act has eonsohdat

ment In Vietnam. “This is the tha conflict,
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and one of the originatnrs of the |

- MISS MARGARZT LEVI,
year-old Bryn Mawr studeht
from Ballimore, declared |af
“protest actlon must be tak
against the bombings.” !
Daughter of an Air Fm‘ceI
veterun, she asked that positive,
peaceful steps be taken to end

Joel Malvern Benjamin. Jr.
43, of 37 Herman st., presidcit

facturers of medical researth
instruments, said he signed the
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ed enemy.’

B el
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. declaration for both *'moral and
L praclical Teasons.” His “pracil-
- ‘¢al" reasoning is that the cur-
rent sction In Vietnam will
nhkver lead to a gultable solution,
Others who ¢lgned included
- tdo Eplscopal priests, Rev.'
hn P. Blaék, Jr, of the

Church of the Adveenla .
Rev, Pnul Hom of St Clement %
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e b————

[Indirate payr, nomes o
newerpaper, cily ond

p.8~"Daily News"
Philadelphia, Pa,

2/20/65

Date:
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Editor:J o Ray Hunt
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DEMONSTRATIONS PROTESTING
U.S. INTERVENTION IN
VIETNAM
(PHILADELPHIA, PA,, FEBRUARY 19- 20, 19652

The sacond souree advised that a motorecade for
peace in Vietnam sponsored by the FPC had taken - place on
February 19, 1965, from 4 to 5 p.m. beginning at the Friends
Select School, 130 North 16th Street. There were no incidents
in connection with this motorcade,

ACTIVITY. FEBRUARY 20, 1965

On February 20, 1965, a Special Agent of the Federal
Bureau of Investigation observed between 1 and 5 p.m.
demonstration in the vicinity of 15th and Market. Streets,
Philadelphia, Pa,, About a dozen membexs of the Committee
for Non-Violent Action of Philadelphia, Pa., sat on the steps
and sidewalk of the Armed Forces Resrulting Station, 15th and
Market Streets. The recrulting station was closed,

Acrozs the street on the northwest corner of 15th
and Market Streeis the FPC conducted a supporting demonstra-
tion protesting U.S. action in Vietnam with 50 to 60 people
participating. A eounter demonstration by the Young Americans
for Freedom was held in an adjacent area separated by heavy
police guard and barricades. All demonstrations were orderly
and there wexe no 1nc1dents.

. a writer for "The Worker" was observed
watching the demonstrations.

\

'The Worker" is an East Coast Communist newspaper,

12—




NEMANAMeR AMTNANI DS c_s LA
DEMONSTRATIONSPROTES L4 LN

U.S. INTERVENTION IN
VIETNAM

(PMILADELPHIA, PA,, FEBRUARY 10- 20, 1965}

Some of the picket gigns read as follows:
"Refuse to Torture and Ki11"

"Stop World War III Now"

"People of Vietnam need Peace"

"End the War in Vietnam"

"Already Too Many NMave Died"
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DEMONSTRATIONS PROTESTING
U.S. INTERVENTION IN
VIETNAM

(gnzLxDELPHIA PA., FEBRUARY 19- 20 1965)

|
The following leaflst captioned "An Appeal to the
Conselence of America For Peace with Monor in Vietnanm,"
issued by the Committee for Non-Vioient Action, 3711 ’
Spring Garden Street, and Peace Makers, 3810 Mamiiton Street,
wag passed out by some of the pickets at the demonstration.
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0 ARMED FORCES VOLUNTEERS

up of us are putting our bodies peace-
tween young men coming to volunteer,
recruiting desk. We do this to show
ply we arc concerned about the horrible
shich are being done in Vietnam in our
We hope that young men will ask them-
vhether it is right to participate in the
and torturing and burning of homes.

nplore all people to protest the war in
a. : L
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' CUWSCIEINCE OF AMERICA
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Y. 7 . SUMMARIZE a few key facts from the daily pre
Y ¥ in case you misscd any of thege: i

On Torture |
“Terror is used for interrogation, aspropaganda, as puni
ment and as revenge . . . Chances of surviving field int
rogation are often extremely poor. Death can come
prisoners under the tracks of armored vehicles, by deca
tation or by bleeding to death after both hands have b
chopped off or by a bullet through the head, It's all part
the war in South Vietnam.' (Long Island Newsday, Oct.

1964) | |

M ML _ Y. . e Al me S
v LNOT Ll “*"We Are Dcfcudlug ~ L]
ich

Walter Lippman declared last April: ‘‘The truth, whic
being obacured from the American people, is that the Saf,
government hasg the allegfance of probably no more than
per cent of the people.””

On The Supply Of Arms From
North Vietnam And China

o




. y - - 1‘ . ’)‘ . .' .
‘ | !u!ll! Stdrnes wrote in the New York World Telogrn -

" FASY forAmeric s to bclleve that the mess in
is as bad as it is.

is of military couns and demonstrations by the
* people against the U, Bi-backed governmont; of
ol !3-ymr—uld boys lnd the spuyhm oi pomonn
ir io desiroy crops and livesiock; of ihe napaim
native viliages and the herding of .civilians into
villages, which are essentially concentration

e news is of military defeatand senscless dcaths.

MERICANS are used to thinking that the United
stands for freedom, democracy and peace — and
Iniled States pets involved in a foreign war it is
of the people, It hastaken Americans along time
hat this is not the case in Victnam. Now fhat we
:ts, we have no honorable choice but to insist on
te withdrawal of Ameritan iroops and an end o
- aid to the Saigon government.

yne Morae (Oregon) has made fhe issues cicar:
- 10 Chinese soldiers [ighting in Victnam; there
ian soldiers. The only foreigntroops are Amer-
» unilateral war being conducted by the United
ictnam must be stopped; and the only force that
is American publiec opinion.’’ .

' WRITE OR WIRE PRESIDENT

JUHNbON WITH YOUR VIEW

'EE FOR NON’VIOLENT ACTION
ing Garden St., Phila, 4, Pa,

AKERS
milton St., Phila. 4, Pa.

1

| me more information about tne war in Vletnam
izations sponsoring this leaflet,

Tk to end the war in Vietnam:

eep me informed about future action projects.

January 4, 1965: ‘‘There is not one shred of credible -
dence that the bulkof munitions used by the Victcongurip)
in the north. At the oulset, the Vietcong uswl crude hn
made wanjming, bnt the inilk of tholr avma now are emph
or otherwise ncqulred from the wocfully Incpl c!a-h-mlcr‘I

Vatetlh lanteaen ‘

WULE "{cuuuu. °

On The Menaee OF Communiam

Norodhom Sihanouk, head of the government in neishhen
Cambodia, har gtated; **The maretha Americans firht (-
munism in the way they arcfighting il in South Vietnam,
more they'il spread Communism over the rrpion, W ta o
not too Jate to stop the war and gave Soth Vielnam fres;
complete Commuonization,’”” (Willinm Worthy, York, 1|
Gazcette and Uaily, Dec, 31, 1064) 1

______ [ R rars)

It may well be that somie forim af Comnomism wiil came
Bouthcast Asia, whether the United Stutes continurg to indr
vene or not, Butin any care, the United Statecineg not p
the right to {cll the people of Southveart Ania what form
goverpunent they must have, any more than the Rirajan:
Chinege do. Continvation ef the war increasee the dang-
domestic totalitarianism or additional forelpn inlerventin

-On Chinese Domination Of Yiclnam

Both North and South Vietnam have alwava Insisted on free
dom from Chinaz, C, L. Sulzherger wrilcs In the New Yoi
Times of December 5, 1864;: ‘“Ho [llo Chi Minh, leader ¢
North Vietnam)] worries about Washingten's ultimate trum
— the threat of wholesale escalalion, Destructive air raid
could upset Ho's wobbly economy and invite intervention b

‘Peking's Infantry. The last thing Ho wants is Chinese occupation,
{Emphasis added.)

Every day that the United States continues to intervene {ncrease!
thedanger of interventionby the Chinese, since China and Vietnan
are neighbors. The war in Vietnam could egcalate into genera
war with China and World War I, ]

!

W E MUST INSIST on immediate withdrawal of all U, 8. troop:

from Vietnam, even though the situation may remain atragic

one, Many problems will remain, but withdrawal of U, 8, troops

will provide the only chance that the people of South Vietnam can

become masters of their own destiny. Then the way will be oper

for genuine negotiations about the problems of Southeast Asia, as

distinet from manipulation by outside powers, and for friendly aic

to the stricken peoples of the region, if they ask for it.
the only peace with honor thatie possible in Vietnam, -

This i8
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DEMONSTRATIONS FROTESTING
U8, INTERVENTION IN

VIRTNAM e
(PRILADELPHIA, PA., FEBRUARY 19-20, 1965)

On March 3, 1965, '
» furnished by mail a
copy of the above leaflet captioned “Appeal to the

e e el

Conscience of Amsrica,” and leaflet captioned "Nationwide

Aetion on Vietnam," and a leaflet captioned Declaration
of Conscience, previously described, which he said were
passed out by the demonstrators on February 20, 1965, at

15th and Market Streets.

W
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! COMMITTEE TO SECURE JUSTICE FOR MORTON SOBELL

"Following the executicn of atomic spies Ethel and Julius Rosenberg in
June, 1953, the 'Communist campaign assumed a different’ emphasis. Its major
effort centered upon Morton Sobell,!' the Rosenberg's codefendant. The National
Committee to Secure Justice in the Rosenberg Case - a communist front which had
been conducting the campaign in the United States - was rsccnstituted as the
National Rosenberg-Sobell Committee at a conference in Chicago in October, 1953,
and fthen as the National Committee to Secure Justice for Morton Sobell in the
Rosenberg Caset,,." '

("Cuide to Subversive Organizations and Publications'" dated
December 1, 1961, issued by the House Committee on Un-
American Activities, page 116.)

In September, 1954, the name "National Committee to Secure Justice for
Horton Sobell™ appeared on literature issued by the Committee. In March, 1955,
the current name, "Cormittee to Secure Justice for Morton Sobell,"™ first appeared
on literature issued by the Committes.

The Address Telephone Directory for the Borough of Manhattan, New York
City, as published by the New York Telephone Company on April 20, 1964, lists the
"Cormittee to Secure Justice for Morton Sobell™ (CSJMS) as being located at 940
Broadway, New York, New York.

(5




INDEPENDENT CITIZENS COMMITTEE (ICC)

' A source advised the Independent Citizens Committee (ICC) was
jnitiated and formed by the Communist Party, Eastern Pennsylvania and Delaware
{CPEPD), in October, 1962, to build a left-center organization which would be
able to initiate political activity. As of May 4, 1964, the policies of the
ICC were dominated by the CPEPD through Communist Party members who were officers

and members of the ICC.

)




EMERGENCY CIVIL LIBERTIES COMMITTEE

The "Guide to Subversive Organizations and Publications", revised and
published as of December 1, 1961, by the Comittee on Un-American Activities,
U. S. House of Representatives, documents the Emergency Civil Liberties Committee
as follows:

"To defend the cases of Communist lawbreakers, fronts have been devised
making special appeals in behalf of civil liberties and reaching ocut far beyond
the confines of the Communist Party itself. Among these organizations are the # # #
Emergency Civil Liberties Cormittee. When the Corrmunist Party itself is under
fire, these fronts offer a bulwark of protection.”

(Internal Security Subcommittee of the Senate
Judiciary Committee, Handbook for Americans,
S+ Doc. 117, April 23, 1956, p. 91)

A source advised December 21, 1957 and January 6, 1958 that LEONARD
BOUDIN, constitutional lawyer and legal counsel for Emergency Civil Liberties
Committee, made a speech December 20, 1957, accepting the Philadelphia Agsociates
as a group to work with the national organization. This occurred at a Bill of
Rights Day celebration sponsored by the Philadelphia Associates, Emergency Civil
Iiberties Committee, at the Adelphia Hotel, Philadelphia.

A second source advised on May 23, 1962, that the Philadelphia Associates
have not been active in the past two years, have no current active membership and
do not maintain a headquarters in Philadelphia.
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

pameiny o 7

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania

In Reply, Please Refer to
File No.

'MAR 1 9 1365

AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVICE COMMITTEE (AFSC)

]
~

On Pebruary 27, 1065, a gourca furnished the following
(13 o W i WA TR [N ] P ] - —

information concerning the Saturday Opinion Forum for high .
school students in the Phlladelphla area held at Friends

Select School, 17th and Parkway, Phlladelphia, Pa., on February
20, 1965. This Forum was entitled "Latin Amerlcas Dynamite

on Our Doorstep.® The speakers were

<SRN in his opening statements sald that
there was no blanket policy to it Latin América as a unit
because of the complete diversity « soclal, economic, political -
which makes 1t extremely difflcult to formulate .a general

policy for the area.

He next discussed an effective U, S, policy in Latin
America. The United States is not omnipotent, he said, our
power in Latin America is limited and we can, at best, "only
help the Latin Americans to help themselves.

These are the good things about our policy in Latin
America, as he sees them: Pirst, the Alllance for Progress,
which 18 the only substantial thing we are doing to combat
a dangerous situation, ‘or, indeed could do under the circumstances;

second, LAFTA, the Latin American Free Trade Association, an
organization similar to the European Common Market; third, the
Central American Customs Unlon, smaller than LAFTA but more




AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVICE COMMITTEE (AFRSC)

anbitious; fourth, the 0AS, which is worth saving, although 1¢
has serious shortcomings; fifth, our aid to the Latin American
military dictatorships is discriminatory and tends to discourage
those dictators whose policies are not parallel to ours,

The following are the bad points about our Latin
American pollcy, according to* First, there 1s
too wide a gap between ocur professional statesmen and what 1s
practiced in Latin American policy. There 18 too much talk
of what we are going to do, too much talk of democracy, of
voting, of free enterprise; second, there 1s too much support
of big business ~ it 1s unfortunate that our government has
seen fit to identify with big buslness and private enterprise
in Latin America. Third, there is too much reliance on the
Alliance for Progress, some of our basic assumptions concernling
which are false. He did not elaborate on the matter of the

acormmritd Aame
assumpuions.

He sald that there are a number of improvements that
we can make in our Latin American policy which may well rectify
the mistakes we havealready made. First, we should recognize
"statelsm" as he called it, and state socialism in Latin America,
283 we do in other parts of the world. We should cooperate with
Latin American governments, no matter what thelr tenor; our
refusal to do this stems from our desire to mold the governments

~f T aded - ERST N V- ha oadA

of Latin America into our own lmage. Theése changes, he saild,
would result in the following: (1) reliief of U. S. - Latin
American tensions; (2) facillitation of development of Latin
America; (3) encouragement of repatriation of Latin American
capital that is urgently needed at home.

opened his remarks with the statement that
the reason we do not permit "Stateism” in Latin America is that
we own Latin America. There are two types of domination over an

P—— w el A -l 1 At 4=
area, he sald, political domination and economlc domination.

During the period from 1920 to 1940, he said, we had political
domination over Latin America; today, however, it 1s economic.

Qur policy on progress in Latin America 1s quite simple, according
to b We do not want development in Latin America.

He sald that we have been forced to come to terms with
Mexico, as representative of the countries which have undergone
social revolutions,

i ol ML S 1 M AN 2 0 RS W,
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sald that the United States, through its
businessmen, goes Iin, buys up the main resource of a country,
and then sits back and controls the purse=-strings of that country.
We have made Latin America our modern colonles, the source of
our raw materilals and a market for our finished products. The
only responsible way to insure Latin America development 18 to

VT mee 2ham dwAerd Aurnl i e
allow the individual governments to assume conérol of the

resources., But, since this would, in effect, force us to

abandon our high standard of living, we discourage nationalization.
Indeed, sald JanBulli®, vwe need a sort of governmental
intervention in our own economy.

There will be a revolution in Latin America, he salgd,
because of our discriminatory policy toward the mllitary in Latin
America. This pollicy has been smart from our polnt of view,
gince we have aided only those who have agreed with us. "We
the public have been hoodwinked to believe that nationallsm
is Communism," he said., The nationalists are the only kind of
people who have the best interests of thelr countries at heart.

.. .

wconm}entea on this « if the United States
continues 1ts current policy toward the Latin American itates,
there may well be an explosion.

ANt - ormented that we should have the same —— 7

T VT
sort of relatlons with Cuba as we have

th Mexico. Sew ot N A

In the afternoon,

L V) spoke on the Latin American situ iation from tne standp
of a Latin American. The nations of Latin America have a rea:

sense of community, he said. There are a number of common

denominators among the Latins, among them language - Spanilh

and Portuguese - and the backwardness of the people.

= O

This backwardness of the people, together with the
inadequacy of the governments to meet the demands of the people,
have contributed and are contributing, to the great social

n‘--‘n Avnmvard an
J.lljub D-L\-c -LI‘ J.l.uu il ALl AVA s

@i vent on to discuss the economic situation and that
the United States was exploiting Latin America and that 40 percent
of all U. S. profits earned by U. S. capital abroad came from
Latin America. He discussed the oligarchy in Latin America. The
oligarchy censes certaln unrest and attempts to atop it but cannot.

-3 -
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AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVICE COMMITTEE (AFSC)

next said that there have been three
revolutions of note in Latin America. He sald that a revolution
must come In the soclal and economle systems, because the current
governments do not satlsfy the human need for food; they do not
satisfy the hunger for educatlon on the part of the Latins;
they cannot satisfy health needs. Revolution must come to
Latin America, he said, and it will be an internal reveolution,
inspired from within rather than without. Will Latin American

ravolution come through bloodshed? he 2sked; or will Tatin Americs
be sensible enough to refrain from blocodshed? The three
revolutions he referred to earlier were: (1) Mexice, 1910;

(2) Bolivia, which did not go far enough; and (3) Cuba, 1959,

He Baid that mueh can be learned from each_one.

The Unlted States 1s not fully responsible for the
troubles of Latin America, he said. The search for a cause
must be turned inward, to the Latins themselves, for changes
must come from within, Changes are coming , ¥MINEEEEES 52id.
that will affect the present situation. The nations to the
South will become responsible for their own natural resources;
they will recover funds and resources now in forelgn hands,

DRWENNRT) W Fe .. U L AU PR




AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVICE COMMITTEE (AFSC)

The first source also furnished the following items of
iterature which were obtalned at the Saturday Opinlion Forum,
ebri

uary 20, 1965:

1
P

1. A list of "Some Better Books" on Latin America
selected by HEBERTO SEIN,

2. Petition captioned "An Appeal to the President
of the United States," stating in part: "Therefore, we urge
that the Unlted States welcome the sitting of the Peoples
Republic of China to the UN." Thls i1tem was 1ssued by the

Womens International League for Peace and Freedom, Philadelphia, Pa

L =% - -l W e s Sof wm wrasa e e —-—-— - *

a 3, Ten pages of reprints captioned "What Does

the Lord Require---?" contalning various articles from
newspapers and other publications generally critical of
United States policy in Cuba.

4, A two-page paper captioned "Alllance of Progress---

An American Partnership,"”" setting forth some information concerning
the Alllance for Progress.

5. A four-page paper captioned "What Kind of
Revolution?” by SIDNEY LENS excerpted from Fellowship Magazine
of the Fellowshlp of Reconciliation and dated November 1, 1963.

-5 -
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h

. Flyer captioned "China and the United Nations,"
issued by WILPF urging reciplents to write to the President
i

urging admission of Communist China to the UN.

7. Leaflet captioned "End the Draft" issued by the
Peace Education Division of the AFSC.

8. Leaflet captioned "Let's End the Draft!"
issued by the Student Peace Unlon, 1520 Race Street, Phlladelphla, Pa. 1
: N |
9. Leaflet captioned "What About the Draft?” published
by the Priends Peace C ittee, 1520 Race Street, Philadelphila.




AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVICE COMMITTEE (AFSC)

. The third source advised on October 16, 1964, that the
Friends Peace Committee is an adjunct of the Philadelphia Yearly
Meeting of the Religlous Society of Frlends and seeks a peaceful
__nonvilolent solutlon to racial and world tensions.

»ut ot
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FAIR PLAY FOR CUBA COMMITTEE,

The April 6, 1960 edition of "The New York Times" newspaper contained
2 full-page advertisement captioned '"What Is Really Happening In Cuba", placed
yy the Fair Play for Cuba Committee (FPCC). This advertisement announced the
formation of the FPCC in New York City and declared the FPCC intended to promul-

sad o 114 o R i o anem Faalall o mantbwmaldrna $ha Adatbnwtbad Amawd Aam
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"The New York Times™ edition of January 11, 1961, reported that at a
hearing conducted before the United States Senate Internal Security Subcommittee
on January 10, 1961, Dr. Charles A. Santos-Buch identified himself and Robert
Taber as organizers of the FPCC. He also testified he and Taber obtained funds
from the Cuban Government which were applied toward the cost of the aforementioned
advertisement.

On May 16, 1963, a source advised that during the first two years of
the FPCC's existence there was a struggle between Communist Party (CP) and Socialist
Workers Party (SWP) elemenits to exert their power within the FPCC and thereby
influence FPCC policy. This source added that during the past year there had been
a succeasful effort by FPCC leadership to minimize the role of these and other
organizations in the FPCC so that their influence as of May, 1963, was negligible.

The SWP has been designated pursuant to Executive Order 10450.

On May 20, 1963 a second source advised that Vincent "Ted™ Lee, FPCC
National Office Director, was then formulating FPCC policy and had indicated that
he had no intention of permitting FPCC policy to be detemmined by any other orga-
nization. This source stated that Lee believed that the FPCC should advocate
resunption of diplomatic relations between Cuba and the United States and should
support the right of Cubans-to manage their revolution without interference from
other nations. ILee did not advocate supporting the Cuban revolution per se.

The November 23, 1963 edition of "The New York Times" reported that
Senator Thomas J. Dodd of Connecticut had called FPCC "the chief public relations
instrument of the Castro network in the United States.™ It is to be noted that
Senator Dodd was a member of the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee which twice

conducted hearings on the FPCC.
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¢ The Decenber 27, 1943 edition of '"The MNew York .Jorld Telegram and Sun"
nawsrarar statesd Liat the pre-Castro FICC was seexing to o out of business an.
tont 14 oerdue activity durins it lifetime na !l Deen sronsorshir o0 rro-oastre
street 27173 9033 s13g3 ricket lines, and the ddrszlizn of an hstove prerazanin
11l Hignlighting illegal travel-to-Cuba campaigns. Ils comparatively briefl span
of iife was attributed to mounting anti-Castrc .imerican public opinion, the 1962
Congressional hearings which discloaed FPCC finaneing by Castrot's United Nations
Delegation, and ultimately, the bad publicity which the FPCC received from dis-
closure of activities on its behalf by suspected presidential assassin Lee H.
Oswald.

On February 6, 1964 the previously mentioned second source advised that
Ve Te Lee had recently rexarked that the FPCC was dead and that there were no
"plans to organize ancther similar organization.

On Aprii 13, 196, a third source advised that there had not been any
FPCC activity in many months and that the FPCC had been dissolved.

*This document contrins neither recommend-tions nor
conclusions of the FOL It is the prop.rty of the
FBI ard is Joaned to vour cgeney: it and its contents
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1 APPENDIX
L

EMMA LAZARUS FEDERATION OF JEWISH
WOMEN'S CLUBS (CHICAGO, ILLINOIS)

A source advised on May 13, 1963, that the Emma Lazarus
Federation of Jewish Women's Clubs (Chicago, Illinodis) (ELFJWC)
was formed in early 1951, following a National Convention of the
Emma Lazarus Division of the Jewish People's Fraternal Order,
International Workers Order (JPFO) (IWO) in 1951.

A second source advised on May 12, 1964, that the
National Headquarters of the ELF in New York City dictates the
over-all policy and plan of the ELF in Chicago, while the local
Chicago Council works out the details for its local affiliated

¢lubs.

This source advised that the Chicago Branch of the
EL? has no official headquarters; however, monthly council
meetings are held at council members' homes. There are nine
affiliated clubs in the Chicago ELF. The membership of the
Chicago ELF consists of approximately 200 members., SYLVIA

LEVINSON is Chairman,

A third source advised on September 9, 1961, that
JACK KLING, a member of the State Board, Communist Party (CP)
of Illincis, stated on September 7, 1961, that SYLVIA LEVINSON
recently attended a weeting of Club Chairmen in the Albany Park
Section of the CP of 1Illingis.

The JPFO and IWQ have been designated pursuant to
Executive Order 10450,

APPENDIX
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APPENDIX
1.
EMMA LAZARUS FEDLRATICN OF

FTOWTTLT WHADYTIR M7 HIng
SJLWAdd ﬂ'\-’ll’n’a.“ W wadaJOd

“"The Jewish Fraternalist" dated October, 1947,
self identified 2= the official publication of the Jewish
People's Fraternal Order (JPFO) of the International Workers
Order (IW0O), o2 page 6, contained an article which reflected
that the Erma Lazarus Division (ELD) of the JPFO was to
hold its first mational convention in New York City on
November 15 and 16, 1247, after having been first established

at 8 Naticral W"‘h“‘hﬂ"\'ﬂ Conference called threa vears

[P By B § N A e et e W e B g o wWasa e L Ses e

previously by the JPFO. )

The "Xoraing Freiheit' on January 25, 1951,
contained a report of the National Convention of the
ELD of tre JPFO which took place in New York City on
January 20 and 21, 1951. At this convention it was
noted that the ELD changed its name to Emma Lazarus _
Federation of Jewish Women's Clubs (ELF) and adopted
a nrew constitution,

On May 14, 1964, a source advised that the ELF is
one of several mase organizations comprising the Jewish
cultiral progressive movement. JUNE GORDON, ELF Executive
Direcior, wao iz a menber of the New York State Communist
Party (CP) Board and Committee, is the leading force in
the organization, whose leadership is largely made up of
Communists,

The gource stated that the ELF claims to be for
peace and interested in protecting the rights of the foreign
born. It is azgaiast the BEN GURION Government of Israel,
bomb testi anti-Semitism, Negro discrimiration, and the

A T e Y 17 o om e P oy
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The source related that the ELF renders support
to and receives suzport from the "Morning Freiheit"™ and
other Jewish progressive organizations.

The mource also stated that the ELF is recognized
by the CP, USA, a5 an important progressive national
organization of women.

The address of the national office of the ELF is
160 Fifth Avenue, Room 911, ,New York City.
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EMMA LAZARUS FEDERATION OF
+JEWISH WOMEN'S CLUBS

The IWO and JPFO have been designated pursuant
to Executive Order 10450, '

The "Guide to Subversive Organizations and
Publications," revised and published as of December 1,
1961, to supersede Guide published on January 2, 1957,
prepared and released by the Committee on Un-American
Activities, United States House of Representatives,

wWashington, D.C,, contains the following concerning
the "Morning Freiheit:"

“"l. A 'Communist Yiddish daily’'.
(Attorney General FRANCIS BIDDLE,
Congressional Record, September 24, 1942,
p. 7686).

"2. 'The Freiheit has heen one of the
rankest organs of Communist propaganda
in this country for almost a quarter of
a century.'

(Special Committee on Un-American
Activities House Report 1311 on the
CI0 Political Action Committee,
March 29, 1944, p. 75)."
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1 __ APPENDIX

W.E.B. DU BOIS CLUBS OF AMERICA

dvised that on nn'l-n'hn'l- 9‘-‘.-97 1("-1'5! a
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A sourcea has
L

A W  sais

conference of members of the Comnmunist Party (CP), 1nc1uding
national functionaries, wmet in Chicago, Illinois, for the purpose
of setting in motion forces for the establishment of a new
national Marxist oriented youth organization whick would hunt

for the most peaceful transition to socialism. The delegates to
this meating were cautioned agzinst the germ of anti-Soviet and
anti-CP ideologiss. These delegates were also told that it would
be reasonable to assume that the young socialists attracued into

dtdor ey smnevmaad madd A wrmrr Tl mermsadesra T VTer e I P S Fre
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A second conference of over 20 persons met in-Chicago
on December 28.29, 1963, for the purpose of initiating a "call"”
to the nmew youth organization and planning for a founding con-
vention to be held in June, 1964, '

A secord source has advised that the founding convention
for the new youth organization was held from June 19-21, 196G4;
at 154 Golden Gate Avenue, San Francisco, California, at which
time the nawme W.E.B. Du Bois Clubs of America was adopted.
Approximately 500 delegates from throughout the-United States

attended this convention. The aims of this organization, as
set forth in the nrenmh1n to thae congtitution, are, T+ is our

(=Rt P R— kW W Asee Whs W wed § W

belief that this nation can best solve its problems in an atwmos-
phere of peaceful coexistence, cemplete disarmament and true
freadom for all pecples of the world, and that these solutions

will be reached mainly through the united efforts of all democratic
elements in our ccuntry, composed essentially of-the working

people alliied in the unity of Wegroes and other wminorities with
whites. We further fully recognize that the greatest threat to
American democracy comes from the racist and right wing forces in
coalition with ihe most reactionary sections of the economnic power
Structure, using the tool of anti~communism to divide and destroy -
the unified struggle <f the working people. As young people in

the forces struggling fer democracy, we shall actively strive to

e
defeat these reacticnary and peo-fascist elements and to achieve

complete freedom and democracy for all Americans, thus enabling
each individual to freely chooze and build the society he would
wish to 1live in. Through thess struggles we feel the American

people will realize the viability ¢ the socialist alternatives."
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W.E.L., DU ROIS CLUBS OF AMERICA

The ccns.itutiosn further strtes that this new organie
zation s:nll be a membershiy c:rganization open to individuals,
or if five or mcre people s0 desire, a chapter can be formed
which shail in uru be guiled by the policies and principles
of the parent crganization.

The second source has also advised that ot the
founding convent:on it was voted that the organization should
be temporariiy heacdquariered ia San Francisco, California,
although no specific physiecal location was d»cided upon. This
same source advised on June 9, 1964, that the temporary head-
quarters of this organization is 1007 McAllister Street, San
Francisco, which is the headquarters of the W.E.B. Du Bois Club
of San Francisco.

Both sources have advised that at the founding cone
vention two officers were elected:

FIILIP CHAPIN DAVIS, President, and
CARL AZLLENGER BLOICZ, Publications Chairman.

A third source has advised that on October 26, 1962,
PHILIP DAVIS ct.encdecd a CP rccruiting class held at 1579 Scenic
Avenue, Derkeley, Californin,

A fourth source has advised that CARL BLOICE, reporter.

for the 'Pecple'< Woric" newsrpaper, vns, on April 3, 1964,
elected to the nevly organi.:cd San Froncisco County Committee
of the CP.

The "People's Worlda" is an West Coast communist
newspaper puirlizhed weekly in San Francisco, California.,

APPENDIX

T ~S_




1 APPENDIX

0

W. E. B, DU BOIS CLU
OF CHICAGO (DCC
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T On Julv 1. 1984 a sourca adviged that on Juna 30,
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1964, a group of young people who had attended the founding
convention of the W.E.B. DuBois Clubs of America (DCA) met in
Chicago and ndopted a statement of purpose and constitution
forming the DCC as an affiliate of the National DCA.

Elected as its officeras were THEODORE PEARSON,
President, and DON WEATHERALL, Vice President, both of whom
are menxbers of the Youth Club of the Communist Party (CP) of

TYYL o d o
AdLALUNTLE »

The DCC does not have a headquarters in Chicago and
is currently utilizing the address of its President, 1808
North Cleveland Avenue, Chicago, Illinois, as a temporary
headquarters.

his document containg neither recommendations nor

* conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the
FB1 and is loaned to your aeucy; it and its sontedds
are not io be digtributed outside your agency.
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania

MAR 2 4 1565

~ AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVICE COMMITTEE
g U (aFse)

On February 8, 1965, a source furnished the following
information:

A Saturday Opinion Forum for high school students
was held on January 30, 1965, at the Friends Select School,
17th and the Parkway, Philadelphia, Pa. This forum was one
of a series spcnsored by the American Friends Service Committee
(AFSC) and the Friends Peace Committee, The topic of the
Saturday Opinion Forum on January 30, 1965, was "Information
Analysis: Propaganda, The Press and You." The speakers were

The source further reported
in part as follows:

and WINAR began the forum with a
debate on the topic, "Are there systematlc distortio
the Am2rican news coverage, and if so, why?" W
moderated. . - -

after a few introguctorytrefarks,
stated that there are systematlic, or rather systemic,
distorticns ol the American news; these are not an organized,
concerted effort to distort the news, but rather the result
of certain ractors waich are taken for granted. Among these
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, AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVICE COMMITTEE

factors are the assumptions that the police are always in the
right, that anyone who 18 on public assistance 1s a cheat, a
chiseler, a bum, etc, In our coverage of forelgn newsa, the
basic assumption is that there are "strange and ominous
happenings in the world"-- which 1s true. A secondary, but
equally important assumption is that, whenever the government
chooses to take measures with respect to these happenings, it
i1s perfectly all right; the only reports on the government
action are whether it has succeeded or not. In the areas in
which the government has no interest, the press is made to
assume that the public also has no interest, as witness the
People's Republic of China,

cited as support for his claim that
there is distortion 1n the U, S. press of the Congo crisis
of November 1964, At that time, he sald, there arose a
conflict between the Tshombe regime and the Congolese
rebels, White settlers in the Congo, threatened by the rebels,
necessitated military intervention on the part of the United
States, Great Britain and Belgium. <SRBI contends that
the "mercy mission" undertaken by the United States and Belgium
was, in reality, an attempt to occupy Stanleyville and turn it
over to the central regime at Leopoldville, In other words,
1t was not a misslon of peace, but an act of war, Since that
time, the United States and Belgium have been providing funds,
arms, etc,, to the Tshombe regime for the support of his
white mercenaries,

At the same time that the Western natlions were
intervening in the COHSO,M said, there were :
negotliations in progress in Kenya for the extradition of the
vhites, and, indeed, the whites were not the only ones in
danger of being killed. The fact that the American people
have not been told (a) of the Kenya negotiations or fb) of the
millions of native Congolese in danger, 1s ample proof .of
news distortion.

SR cpcned his remarks with the statement that
distortion in a report, be it oral or written, 1s almost
inevitable in human terms. The event 1s seen through the
human eye which, like any lens, can dlstort even when the
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reporter is doilng his best to refrain from distortion. He
defined distortion as "insertion of false material or
suppression of the truth.,"

With reference to the Congo, WM s2id that
Tshombe 1s the best man in the Congo, but that he may be
replaced in six months by a general election. The rebellion
in the Congo is the same sort of thing as the American Civil
War, and the rebels are in the wrong just as surely as the -
Amerlcan South was in the wrong. The rebels are Red supported--
supported by Red China,

said thaft, working abroad, one must look
at what one considers the most lmportant facets of the news,

SIEnGlY continued his remarks on the Congo with
a reference to the rebels, The rebels call themselves the
People'!s Democratic Republic of the Congo, a title which,
according to uaigENN i: quite inaccurate: they do not
represent the people of the Congo, nor are they democratiil
They are rebels and cannot be called anything else.
concluded by refuting JuMIERAs assertion that the mercy
misslon was in reallty a military one; at Stanleyville, the
rebels held five United States foreign service officers and
several United Nations technical aides. We were not merely
rescuing our own citizens, he said, but performing a service
to the United Nations,

*next made his rebuttal: the American
rebels of 1776 were Just as illegitimate as the Congolese
rebels of today. The Africans are merely catching up toc where
we were 180 years ago, and we are loocking at them ln the same
light that the British looked at us. We are beilng provincial
in our outlook. We want to live in a world which excludes
certain systems and peoples, according to VNNJENNNE He
then quoted the January 28 editorlal from his newspaper,
entitled "Congo Brainwash." The gist of this article was that
the American people zre not belng given the whole truth in the
Congo crisis, Another comment was one to the effect that Tshombe
is an agent of the economlic interests in the Unlted States,
Great Britain, and Belglium who wlsh to keep the uranium stocks
of the Congo in their hands,
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” replied to this with the remark that an
economic explanallon was distortion in 1itself. To be sure,

the Union Miniere is a Belglan corcern, But consider this,

he sald: when Tshombe was premier of Katanga Province, he

seceded from the Ccngolese central government, The then premier,
Lumimba, appﬂaled to the United Nations for aild and received 1it,
Tshowbe was driven out. The power went to Cyrille Adoula

after Lumumba's agsassination; Adoula, incidentally, was & weak
character who could not keep powsr in the same way that Lumumba
had. Tshombs was called in to fill the leadership gap; he now
occuples the =zare position that Adoula once had, receives the
same support; and why is this? According t it 1is
because Tshombe is the leglitlmate premier of the Congo. To

be sure, he zaid, the rebels murdered wany natives--they
murdered anyone who could read and write, or who had a radio,
a3 "Amzrican imperialists." He finished his remarks by saying
that ona should read many newspapers to find the proper
viewpoint; orns newspaper should be corrected by another.

Next was & question and answer session.

A final question was directed tw Have
U. S. newsmen been allowed into North Viet Nam? . He replied
that they rave nst, and cited a 31m11a" ¢case when 28 American
reporters wzre to enter Red Chirna from Hong Kong, but thelr
entry was blocked by Rsd China, «iigiieIN»comnnented that
this was bescause the United States has rcfused to accept the
Hed Chinese terms of tlhe reciprocal arrangsment, whereby Red
Chires=se reporters could come to the Unijed States, )

In the aftsrnoon, SIS discussed his concepts
of what 1s propagania, )

C -

a "New York Times "
R ”

The September 16, 1963 iszue Nev

ceontalinsd a story on page one ating to a rally of

students on September 15, 1963, held ab: Town Hall,

New rorx City, The rally was held by Amarican
students who hal traveled to Cuba., Among the

spea.lrerﬂ wad JAVES HIGGII.S, acsalztant editor of the

York "Gazette and Daily," vto helped take a collection

for the students! legal defense, future trips and the

family of one travelcr who died in Cuba,
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STUDENT COMMITTEE FOR TRAVEL TO CUBA

-

"The Columbia Owl'™, weekly student newspaper of Columbia University,
lew York City, December 12, 1962 issue, page cne, contained an article entitled,
tStudents to Visit Cuba During Holidays." This article stated in part that the

\d Hoc Student Committee for Travel to Cuba was formed October 14, 1962 by a
zroup of students from New York City universities, the University of Wisconsin,
Oberlin College and the University of North Carolina, who stated that as students
they would like a chance to see and evaluate the situation in Cuba for themselves

and had received an offer of transpornanlon and two weeks stay in Cuba from the

Federation of University Students in Havana, as guests of the Federation. The
Committee accepted the offer and applied to the United States “State Department
for passport validation which was refused; however, over fifty students planned

to defy the State Department ban and go to Cuba.

A source advised on December 6, 1962 that during December, 1962, it was
Yearnsd that the Ad Hoc Student Committee for Travel to Cuba had recently been

formed by the Progressive labor Group.

A second source advised on September 13, 1963 that a group of 59 indivi-
duals who had assembled in New York City, departed New York City by air on June 25
1963 and traveled to Paris, France; Prague, Czechoslovakia; and then to Havana,
Cuba. The group remained in Cuba until August 24, 1963, at which time they departed
by air for New York City via Madrid, Spain. The group arrived in New York City on

August 29, 1963.

ssive Labor and the trip was planned and organized by Progreg;ivg Labor

S5 SRl e &L VA gERii=e

"The Columbia Owl", March 11, 1964 issue, page one, carried an article
captioned, "Another Visit to Cuba Students Will Defy.Student Travel Ban This
Summer.”® This article sets forth in part that three members of the Student
Committee for Travel to Cuba spoke at an assembly sponsored by the Progressive
labor Club of Columbia University. At this assembly VICKI ORTIZ, Student Committee
for Travel to Cuba campus representative, stated that the Federation of University
Students in Havana had extended another invitatioa for 500 students to visit Cuba
in 1964. Miss CRTIZ stated that the Student Committse for Travel to Cuba was,

therefore, planning another trip to Cuba in July, 1964.
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rce advised on Pebruary 6,1964 that he had received
information that the name of the Ad Hoc Student Committee for Travel to Cuba
was changed to the Permanent Student Committee for Travel to Cuba, in February,
1963. After the group arrived back in the United States from Cuba, in the
latter part of August, 1963, the name of the organization was changed to the

Student Committes for Travel to Cuba.

A fourth source advised on October 9, 1963 that the Student Cormmittee
Cuba was utilizing Post Office Box 2178, New York 1, New York, as
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“ DATE:  3/26/65
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{ECT: AMERICﬂ FPRIENDS SiﬂICE COMMITTEE

The Chicago Office has advised that the American
Friends Service Committee, a Quaker organization which is
pacifist in nature, would sponsor a lobby to end the war

in Viet Nam for two weeks beginning March 29, 1965,

- This lobby is described as composed of a group

l of influential people, not further identified, who will
travel to Washington, D, C,, during the above' period to
speak to Congressmen and urge them to use their influence
to end the war in Viet Nam, :



