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}£m~ Eric Sevareid~ Chief Washington Correspondent for Columbia 
Broad~as--~g-Sy~@m Ne~sj was born in Velva, North Dakota, 26 November 
1912o He received his B.A. degree from the University of Minnesota in 
1935. In 1937 he was a student at the Alliance Francaise, Paris. He 
was a reporter on the }~[inneapc!is S%,ar in 1936-1937; reporter and city 
editor of the Paris edition of the "Ne~ York Herald-Tribune" in 1938- 
1939; night editor of the United Press, Paris in 1939. He became 
European correspondent of ~he Columbia Broadcasting System in August 
1939 and was with the French Army and Air Force in France and Belgium, 
He broadcast the French capitulation from Tours and Bordeaux. In 
addition~ he has also broadcasZ ne~s from England, Holland, Be!gium~ 
Luxembourg, ~[exico and Brazil. He is the author of the book~ ,,Not so 
Vfild a Dream~" and was this~year ~s winner of the George Foster Peabody 
A~vard for the reporting and interpretation of news By radio° He is at 
pres@nt Chief Washington Correspondent for CBS News~ 



~{PORTANCE OFPUBLIC OPIniON IN ECONO~IC FOBILIZ~S'!ON 

8 December 1950 

COLOI~L BAR~S: The subject of the. lecture this morning is'the 
• importance of public opinion in support of national policy, particularly 
economic mobilization~ 

To Point up the problems in this area we have prevailed on ~o Eric 
Sevareid to Dome over to talk to us. Although this is his first appear- 
ance here, I am certain eve~jbody in the audience feels he kn~Ts him 
already. Kis daily broadcast has brought his voice and his pertinent 
comments on the news and world events over the air into our homes so 
that it has come to be a "must" in our dai~,r routine to listen to r,~ric 
Sevareid. 

For a subject as important as this, l.felt that w e  mus% have the 
best totalk to us on.it. "ffe tried several weeks ago to get }~o Sevareid 
to come over, but he ~as at that time up in the United Nations in New 
York and could not accept. Finally, we did make him reluctantly agree 
to. come over. Now- he is rather sorry he has accepted for this time 
because of the "rat race3, as he calls it, that he is in on the daily 
news, in trying to keep abreast of it~ As a matter of fact, he could 
not even stay over as our luncheon guest° It has meant adding a big 
burden to an already overburdened schedule on his Dart. We v~nt you 
to know, }~° Sevareid, we appreciate your coming through.on the com- 
mitment~ 

Itis a great pleasure and privilege to introduce to the Industrial 
College, Ifm° Eric Sevareid. 

]~{. SEVAREiD: They tell me this is how Churchill dictates his 
books (referring to the microphone which was placed on his lapel)~ I 
have never tried thito I knew a man of "The New York Times," a very 
good writer, who got the idea one day that it ~'~s perfectly silly for 
him to write for the papers, for which he received a modest sala~go 
He knew he could write pretty well and he Came to the conclh~sion that 
the whole problem was simply one of production tec~hniqueo So he }vent 
home~ He said, "I bought myselfa fancy dictaohone gadget--it cost a 
couple of hundred dollars--fixed it all up in my study and plugged it 
in. Then," he said, "night cameo I sat down, arranged all my notes 
around me. I picked up that microphone and, b~licve it or not~, all 
I could say was~ 'helloJ," 
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I am suffering a bit from a feeling of inferiority in making 
this speech to you gentlemen, for a munber of reasons. I could not 
help thinking, as I walked in here, about the discussion some of us 
radio people once had when we listened to a OI, who was a kind of 
monologist--a very funny one, too--tell us about his first day in" the 
Ar~-. He was taken out to Fort Dix or some other place, ~le said, 
"The next morning they got us up about five-thirty. ~,fe all stumbled 
out of bed. They took us out on this cold, miserable parade ground. 
There was a big, tough sergeant there v rho lined us all up. He said~ 
'Nov, we're going to do somet'ing here. I want all you men ,~ith college 
education to step over here,' A b~mch of~ them stepped over there. 'All 
you men with high school education step over here.' }~bst of them stepped 
over; some were left standing in the middle, 'Now,' said the sergeant, 
we're gonna spend the day policing this yard, All you people with high 
school education are going out and spend the day picking up loaves and 
bits of paper--all the ttings what move. All you guys with a college 
education are going to spend all day out there picking up cigarette 
butts and bits of chGwing g~--all the t,ings what don't move. And, ~ 
he said, 'all you guys that aintt got no education you are going to 
just sit there, see; maybe you're going to learn somet'ing- I'' 

So wc have the thing reversed here today. You fellows with a college 
education are going to sit there but I don't think you are goZng to learn 
anything for the reason the.t, as Colonel Barnes indicated, the Chinese 
have moved much too fast for ~ purposes here this morning~ I postponed, 

ors~ . ,n~ ,  e sOITIo l'm afraid, until rather late an effort to ~ ~z notes on this 
subject, only to find nvself almost entirely without any time in ~z~hich 
to do it. I will have to t~"J to speak from some ra'KDling notes and try 

to make some sense out of ~,~hat I say. 

I suppose the prime and basic fact, which should be obvious to all 
of us, about the prob!cms of modern ~,~r, such as the mobilization and 
conduct of it at home and in the thcaters of operation, is the totality 
of it. Even the aims of war are totally different in our time. It is 
no longer the soldier class alone that fights. It is no longer a 
conscript class that does the fighting. It is no longer just the 
intellectual cls.ss that defines the struggle. And it is no longer just 
the statesmen and the diplomats who decide the limitations of victory 
or defeat. In fact, beco, use of" its totality now, in our time, there 
rca!!y are no limitations to it at all. The older I grow and the more 
I think back on the last ~mr and what has followed since, I think that 

probably it is our greatest uroblem. 

~qqen we fight war on a total basis as we do now, when an entire 
country, an entire people is plunged into it, then ~iI conditional 
limitations seem to be gone. Evcr}~thing is black or white. It is 
total virtue against total evil~ and so on. That is what we did~ 
really, in the last war. Out of that situation, the necessities of 



that kind of a war, came the. Rooseve].t idea of unconditional surrender. 
It se(~med very logical at the time. It seemed sensible and na~ural~ 

And yet, I am afraid, in a way~ we are paying a terrible price for that.~ 
In previous years, generals and diplomats could halt a war, or give 
terms and conditions at certain places and times~ That no longer is 
being done~ ~Te b~zve ended up, of course, with these enormous vacuums 
of power in central EUrope and in eastern Asia. I think a good case . 
can be made that this is the real basis of much of the trouble we have 
suffered in the last five years~ 

So public opinion~ so-called, which I suppose means the totality 
of people's views and feelings, has become a kind of shrine at which 
everybody bothered with these things seems to have to worship, and 
toward which all of us must work, whether it-is to sell a gadget to 
someone at a profit; to finance a government, or to ask the sunreme 
sacrifice of life itself~ 

This has meant, in a way~ following the example of the Am.:~rican 
commercial world that even for the elective choice of national leaders 
or for calling upon men to fight, the tendency has been ~o appeal to 
the lowest common denominator of awareness and intelligence° We have 
seen this phenomenon, as easily as anywhere, in things like the radio 
commercials. We h-~ve seen i% in the r " • 

ecrultlng slogans--you know~ the 
"surrey South" approach: ~'Join the Army and See the World," and have a 
beautiful girl in your left arm~ They %ell me they have singing 
commercials now to advertise the United Nations. In that sense, ~hat 
the amusement industry calls "box office, has become a kind of ~ 

• gu..a~ng rule And that is true in direct ratio, to the size-.of the enterprise 
involved, It. is far more true of radio, the movies, and big magazines 
than i t is with a smaller business such as book publications and the 
stage, which is one reason why books and the stag% in .my- mind, have 
remained really the freest expressions of public opinion that we have 
left in the country° It seems to be freedom in inverse ratio to. the 
size of the institutions~ In small institutions immediate box office 
is not so much the terrible premium'that it ~ is in these oth~r great 
institutions~ Your operating costs; profit~ or losses are so much less® 

We can see this sort of mass common-denominator appeal operating 
in politics, We saw it in the last elect" " 
~nere were appeals . . . .  to ~~a~+"" ...... ~nera Ion. .In a great many wayso 
for • g , .£~ basle feel~n~s example, In a great ~.an~ ~÷~ ......... " ~ ~ The D6.mocrats. 
of loss of security. The ~ .... ~ appea±ea ~o the people on the fear 

people were told the Hoover depression was 
coming'back~ and so On. A great many Republicans played off %he fear - 
of war, which is a natural and permanent fear. Everybody used these 
tomaSSreality.general appeals to their own ~rposes however related they were 



And where~ in this country~ appeals are broken down and put into 
categories~ it seems to me they ar~ directed at what we call special 
interest groups, These are groups of people divided not on the basis 
of their mental or educational differenoes~ but on the basis nearly 
always oZ their special economic interests° There is a basio~dif~ 'erenoe, 
I thir~<~ between this society and a good n~r@ older societies~ particu~ 
larly in Europe. %~e are not really a class society, We are what I 
would call a special interest society. The pressures of modern times 
have compressed many European class societies into. socialist societies~ 
socialist gover~n~ents. That really l~%s not happened here, The essence 
of socialism is public o~]aership in means of production~ There has 
been very little of tha~ in tl~is country° But here these pressures of 

gover n~e~.~ ~,~e medern times have produced a kind o£ ~ ~t irate society to a 
fairly considerable degree. But that is not socia!ism, I do not think 

you can call it leftism or rightis='~ 

Originally~ this C.,ow~r~uent was to stay aloof entirely from 
economic forces and to preserve only ci:~il freedom so .far as govern- 
ment interference went, Then the conception~ as the years went by~ 
was that it was to be a kind of balance wheel, preventing any economic 
force from ove~vhelming others, However, the conception in relatively 
recent years is that it is to provide benefits for all ~roups, It is 
to provide benefits for the farmers~ laborers~ veterans~ aged, and so 
on~ Our original motto was~ "Equality for all and special privilege 
for none." Now, it is to try to preserve a rough kind of equality 

which seems to mean special privilege for all~ 

This pattern has gone pretty deed in government thinking and in 
the expectations of people generally. A great many o£ our techniques 
and basic concepts of public opinion have been based upon them° But 
there are times in our national life when you can ride this group 
concept a little too hard and a little too far. I think that one of 
those times is now co~ing about very rapidly. Before I get into that~ 
i would like to state a couple of basic principles and one maxim° 

The finest principle is that there really is no such thing as "the 
public~" They are only people~ each of them a little different from 
the last one~ not one of whom ever thinks of him.self~ in my expericnce~ 
as a member of ~he public~ So, rea!ly~ there is no such thing as "public 
opinion~" There are only private opinions which vary and at times 
coalesce into a pretty extensivc body of £eelings. 

The ~,~xim I wanted to quote ~-~as one that was frequently" quoted by 
the late~ lamented Ray Clapper~ who wanted al~vays to remind his col- 
leagues in the news and radio business that we should never underestimate 
the intelligence of the American people and never overestimatc their 

information~ 

4 



9 5 5  

The longer I have gone on in this business, the more I think 
that is trueQ We all know it is pretty difficult to bluff, kid~ or 
fool very many people in-this cmmtry for any length of time° For 
example, v~rh.enever I go out on a trip around the country and talk to 
peopl~, or listen to questions~ or sit about with'peeple~ I realize 
more and more the .necessity to simplify and simplify and simplify- the 
information I am trying-to put across on the radio. ~ost people are 
too busy durin~ the day] they .can devote only a small portion of their 
attention in any one day to the news of the day~ They do not get so 
saturated and soaked in it as so many of us here do. We t~nd some- 
times to take off, in discussing the nears, on the assumotion the 
readers and listeners have infor~_~tion which they in fact do not have. 
This lack of information has resulted in some rather serious successes 
on the part of rather tough-minded people in getting army with a lot 
of assertions in campaigns° I think one of them is the current charge 
that this Government is tryin{~ to appease the Cor~mmnists in the Orient° 
I do not think the record shows that at ali~ There is that f ,~ eei_n~ 
and only simplified, logically laid out in~'ormation on those matters 
'can meet that argument ~md that feeling° 

This business of 8Tonp appeals seems to produce different resfllts 
at different times. In 1948 the Democr~tsj you vd.ll remember~ ~,~on~ 
In my o pinion~ they won largely bec.ause th~ accurately hit a Certain 
marginal group that eou].d-carry~ the margin of victory for them° "~h~.~t' o 
group was the-Nidwest farmers. They approaoh<'d them accurately and- 
~',~ith great effect in the last two or three weeks of the campo~ign on 
the particular question of' storage facilities. I$ ~ms a pocketbook 
appeal--admittedly< a very poin'~ed one--and from the results in a 
great many of the Zidwestern States there was no~ much question bu~ 
that t~is just pushed the thing over for them. 

This fall, probably the most spectacular special interest appeal 
that vms made was made by t,he !abet people in the State of Ohio and it 
failed° I% failed pretty. -completely.~ Why didit work so well in 1948 
and work so porr!y this time? I suppose %here are seconda.~7 reasons-- 
a great many of them-.but I think the primary reason is that the times 
are just a lot more serious° People are a lot more worried. They know 
th'ings have been going ~rong. We are in a dangerous predicament in 
the world. I don*t think that the: pocketbook appeal this time really 
had much $o do with. the outcome of the election. It comes to the point 
where everybody, whether he is a labor man~ "farmer, businessman~ .or 
anybody else, realizes~ after al!~ he is~ first and last, an American 
citizen; that if this coun%~,y is real]y in a bad way or gets in on% 
the special enterprises or special interests will go too and they 
cannot sustain him. 



I think that Franklin Roosevelt understood this business very 
cles~rly. He knew that in the normal co~irse of things, in normal years 
this ~vas a kind of federation of different racial~ re!igious~ economic~ 
intellectual, and regional gro~ps; it took a great d e~l of maneuvering, 
extraordinary skill of'a comple~ nature to hold them together on any 
one particular problem, proposal, or program. But he kne~v that there 
are certain threads that run through the whole thing that do hold us 
all together ~b.en the chips are doyen. And once they began to go down 
he did not make the mistake of trying to talk to them in terms of their 

• ~ private interests. That worked, I supoose, partly because 
own opecm~.~l 
of his kind-of personality. 

-I have been leading up to saying that I think the way the dam has 
broken in the last few days~ the time is arriving fast--and in some 
degree is already here--when the people in this Capitai~ with its 
military problems, economic mobilization problems, and so on, really 
have the green light now. I think they can pretty well go ahead without 
worrying too much about a great many of the group interests, pressures~ 

and bodies, 

But it is by no means all in the cleP, r. We haveu!t that kind of 
• ' . . . .  :~ g o o d  m a n y  

. . . . . .  ' have as ~'~tn'~sso G yes~erd~..y, a ,. 
1 n i t  r e ~ .  z o u  s - o 3 _ - J -  • , . . . . .  . . . . . .  ~7 y __~ ~resorlt~tJv@s who are golng ~o z~gn~ things like the 
0 e n & T a 0 r o  ~ l l ~  ± ~ p '  ' - 
extension of rent controls~ You do net'.really have any chance of rent 

" on out~ The people 
control by the ~eder,:.l Government going, from he~e 
would noT, tolerate it. You can make. arguments in certain places--I 
think you can--that landlords have been discriminated against; but it 
is perfectly clear that it is going tO be done° The people will no% 
have it other~vise. There are still a good many people on the Hill who 

are going to fight that. 

~@~[e 1~ve a big fight now on ~vage and price controls, l~bor ~mions 
still insist there must be price controls but insist there must be, as 
yet, no wage controls. Industry people, on the ~hole, mnomot there must 
be wage controls but no nrice controls as yet. V.~'e are still pretty much 
in that stage, but the thing is beginning to ch~i~nge° 

I think one of the interesting straws in the wind was the action 
yesterday of the Economic Stabilization agency which, for the first 
time, asked the big industries .in this country to roll back priccs. 
T~ey asked Ford and General Motors to cancel out these new oar pr_mce 
raises they just announced~ T~vo or three weeks ago, i do not think 
the climate would have b6en such that they could have any hope of 

success in doing that. Now, maybe they can° 

Another straw in the wind, I v~ould say, was the attitude of two 
very conservative Senators, Millikin and George, a couole of days ago. 
They interrupted representatives of business groups w.h-o ~,~ere against 
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the excess profits t~mx proposal. They just interrupted them to say, 
"Wellnow, be careful. Don't fight this too long or too hard, making this 
too tough for yourselves, or you are probably going to find yourselves 
with a tax you are going to like a ~ot less." That was rather signif- 
icant coming from those two particular men. It certainly would not 
have Come from them one month ago. 

Nor do I think a month ago you would have had a speech by an arch 
• conservative like Ira Nosher, of the NAM~ asyou had a few days a~o in 
New Yorkwhen he told that powerful industrial group we simply have to 
put an end to this 16-year bickering between business representatives 
and the Government. It was a generalized speech. There was no great 
specific proposal, as I remember. But still this is quite a different 
things' 

I think it would be a mistake for all groups, agencies, and 
individuals in this Governumnt to start worrying now, whether it is 
about recruiting volunteers~ selling war bonds, organizing or converting 
industry, or whatever it Is~ I think boldness is the thing that will 
pay out° The faster it is done, the better. 

I do not thir~ we have to worry too much about the special interest 
appeals. I think it ~ould be a mistake~ for example, for the Treasury 
Department to try to sell war bonds on the appeal--you kno~< ~ the poster- 
"Have a Nice Nest Egg for a Vacation in Bermud%" and that sort of thing° 
I think the alarm is such at the present time that the higher the appeal 
is--appealing to the best instincts of people as Americans and not as 
labor men; farmers, businessmen~ or whatever it is--is the appeal that 
is going to work. 

We are coming to the stage where I think we are not going to play 
much longer with this illusion of voluntary cooperation on me~als 
allocations or on prices and wages~ Maybe there is a kind of curious 
anomaly here in this sense ~. %~%en the time becomes so desperate that 
you ~ould think all groups would subordinate their special interests 
quite willingly, it happens to be the time, so it seems, when you can 
"oblige" them to subordinate them by force of law, and it will be 
sustained by the country generally. 

I ha~e al~vays felt -tl~at in this matter of group interest there was 
a curious kind of group t~'anny on the individuals concerned, last 
spring ! went out around the Midwest for three or four weeks° I made 
it a point to talk. to a lot of Main Street businessmen, groups like 
Rotarians, Kiwanians~ and so on. I knevl perfectly vJe!l the group 
attitude, so to speak, of those people~ That was the time of thebig 
McOarthy-Acheson Communist business here in the State Department~ 
There was such a great emotio~ml battle going on, '~ith enormous con- 
fusion. I would get up in these organizations and tell them what I 
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felt about this. I understood what their feeling w~s. The whole 
atmosphere and tendency of these groups was rather to be very suspicious, 
to go-along with ~[cCarthy on this thing. I kne~ ~ Acheson and so~e of 
these people who had been accused, like Owen Lattimore, whom I have 
kno~ personally for a long time. I made it a point to say, "This is 
all ~rong. I know it's inaccurate, it's dishonest. So-and-so, whom I 

know, has been falsely accused." 

Well, there ~ould be a kind of chilly silence almost every ti.~ne. 
People would look at one another. }~ind you, they are all businessmen 
down the street, who must live and work with one another. But almost 
every time there would be people ?~ho would come up to me afterward," or 
would drop in the hotel to see me, or ~-rite me a note, or something, as 
an individual really speaking his o~,~u~ conscience, For exaz~ple, one of 
thegn would say, "You know, I didn't get up in the meeting and say this. 
I know a lot of the boys might not agree ~.ith me. I ~uess they think 
I~m kind of eccentric, or sOz~etl~ing, but I think you're kind of right°" 
They were troubled by those things. That happened so many times. Then 
I realized that just the very ~<roupness of the thing exercised a kind 

of tyranny over their o~uq ind~:~idual feelings. 

I was talking about this out in Oklahoma last sprin~ with }~(ike 
~onroney--he has just been elected Senator--and he rather a~reed with 
it. He said, "But you know, it's a different thing with fa~:~merso '' I 
had not been out trying to ta~k to the farmers at all. But he told me 
he had been over the State and had talked to hundreds and hundreds of 
them. He said, "They're a little different. Th~y a~re not attached to 
these groups so m~ch. It is far more of an individual operation for a 
faru~er. They sit around at night in their farmhouses and they regally 
turn the dial on their radio. They will turn to Elmer Davis, Fulton 
Lewis, or whoever, and sort of go across the" spectrum, radiologice, lly 
speaking. They are hard to oush around, kid, or stamoede very ~ach." 

I suppose there must be considerable truth in that° 

~;ell, I think one of the difficulties at the moment is that in 
makin~ this national appeal to the people instead of these ~roup appeals 
you do need symbols. If you are going to appeal to the best instincts 
of the people you need the best oossible symbols. I think FDR, by ~nd 
large, was one. Churchill certainly ~as one, although I must say the 
British do not seem to need them as ~uch as we do. For exampl~, if 
you go to the average political meeting ~n a borough of London, let us 
say, you will find the attitude and motivations of the c~owd there 
rather different. It is not so much to see the personality or to say 
they listened to so-and-so; their concentration is really on the issue° 
It is much more on what is said than on ~ho says it. i~ybe that in- 
dicates a little bit more oolltical maturity. I don't kno~. I suppose 
it does. But pure demagoguery, oratorical fireworks, and great histrionic 
demonstrations vchich can impassion and oanic a lot of A~erican audiences, 

in my experience, do not h~ppen much there. 
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ou s e e  the same thing operating between British and American 

radio~ I know I do not care much for the BBC S,ystem~ its progra~ing 
or the way it is run. But people over here turn on the news, to a great 
extent, because it is so-and-so on at that heur~ They listen because of 
who it iSo They do not do that at all in ~gland; they turn 8n the 
radio to hear what the news  is. 

I think we are weak in this Government in that respect--great 
symbols of the moment. The President certainly is not the kind of 
symbol, his person, for my money~ that his predecess.or was Of course, 
Acheson is not in the sense that Cordell Hull was. Gener~,~,[arsb~ll - 
s e e m s  t o  b e  a b o u t  t h e  ' " . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
a n d  c h a r a c t e r  s o m e h o w  ~ l y  o n e  l e f t  w h o  s e , ~ , s  .i.n h i s  n a t u r e ,  a ~ p e a r a n c e ,  

Y~.qbolzzo s o m e t h i n g  t h a t  a p p e a l s  t o  a l l  - 
A m e r i c a n s  no m a t t e r  w h a t  t h e . i t  g r o u p  a f f i l i a t i o n  o r  i n t e r e s t °  B u t  h e ,  
unfortunately, is a rather inarticulate m~n. In fact. I think we have 
been far too m~ach an inarticulate government. I have never seen it 
quite so stultified in its efforts to con~aunicat e with people generally. 

The President,s speeches have been far too much a matter of plat- 
itudeso They are infused with a s:ense of our moral righteousness in 
all this. But there has not been really ~u~ch information that he h~s 
given in them~ He has given no teal kind of analysis of the position 

wantWe aretogettingget clear°UrselveSj.n theirin'minds. I think that is what people desperately 

Now, Acheson can do it. He has that kind of mind better than 
anyone else in the Government. But he ~s been so cut to ribbons in 
terms of his standing and position in the public mind that it is almost 
impossible for him to do it. He certainly pitched himself into a 
terrible speech last week~ It ~zas full of far too many intellectual 
subtleties about our position and programs in the world .which was 
exactly what the people did not want to hear° They want to hear the 
hard, blunt tm~.th as to ~vhere we are and where we think we are goin.g~ 
There has been too much holdzno" ~ bac~' on tn...s'~ sort of thing. The 
President has not really talked per~onally to the country since this 
crisis began. 

• Another example o£ the kind of thing that we f~ I " • 
t o  me ,  i s  t h i s  c o n f m - m ~  ,,~4+~, ~^  . . . . . . . .  • a 1 i n t o ,  z t  seems 

• - . . . . . . . . . . .  ,~-u*~ ull~ Drl%lSfl ii " thlng ~s har~oenJn~ tha + T u ..... , " ere thls week. [he same 
-  tern[tion i s ° n ppen ma..y times b ,+'ore at these 
" ' " ~ • g o british are masters "of this business of 
pl~tting out information, then keeping the story funning, running it 
their way, if there is a serious disagreement involved, although there 
is not too much this time. 

Nr. Att!ee himself, for example, briefsthe British correspondents 
every night as to what is going on, his position~ the position of their 
government, and all these things. There was no briefing at all for 
mos~ of us here on the American side until the State Department people 
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just stepped into it and tried to do it themselves regardless of what 
~hey were doing over in the White House. Steve Early~ now in the ITnite 
House--at least temporarily--h~s picked up the ball as best he could. 
The position was so bad when this started, most of the ~nerican cor- 

~ '~ere  
' e respondents ~er~ were so blocked at American sources that they 

going to see an old friend of mine named Philip Jordan~ who is Att!ee Is 
personal pressman and is well acquainted with a great many of use 

Churchill used to do this thing wonderfully well. Even during the 
war he would come over and they would have a meeting of their ~hole 
Embassy staff. He would talk to them% 50 or 80 people. He ~'~ould say~ 
"This is our line. This is ~hat we want to put across~" By George~ 
that would pop up at dinner parties even among your best British 
friends. They were so aware of this and so disciolined in that sense. 

We have never quite worked it that way° 

Well, I guess I have been trying to say, in a sense~ that V~ashington~ 
is isolated from the coun~ y and its feelings a good deal. But I also 
think that the country is isolated from ~ashington and the facts far 
too much. I think the politicians, this fall particularly, certainly 
have not helped to close those gaps. Their are a!vJays representing the 
feelings of their constituents in the country to this Capita!~ but 
they also have a great responsibility~ it seems to me, Zo represent 
the facts as they are kno~.u~ here--and they are best kno~n here ~-back 
to their people° I think that on beth sides pretty generally in this 
campaign they did evade the real issue, which is not a Hoover depression~ 
communism in the State Department, or anything of that sort. Nonsense~ 
The real issue was whether we are to be politically defeated ever~vhere 
in the world; whether this country itself is to be physically assaulted 
and possibly defeated at home. That is all it comes do~vn to. 

I think the cress and radio have contributed a good deal of mis- 
understanding as well as understanding and information to this~ partly 
because Of their techniques--the headline and the lead technique-- 
which lead to all kinds of miserable distortions and e~0.ggerations. I 
suppose a famous example was the President's statement just the other 
day about the use of the atomic bo~,~. Therc~ were great headlines on 
this; broadcasts blared arotu~d the world. There was absolutely no 
justification for it when you read his statement~ He was not really 
saying a thing ~xcept that the situation },~as where it al~ays had been° 
~6~e simply >~d a weapon~ we al~ays ccnsidered it a weapon, so it was 
under consideration. That was all. There was no change. But there 

was great confusion. 

One thing that leads to bad stories, bad headlines, misinf0rmation~ 
and alarm sometimes is this business of bottling up information. When 
you do that you just create a situation where you create rumors. 

a Tuesday got very u~set about this. General Bradley~ last ~ond y or 
He had just been a victim of it himself in a speech to a Senate committee. 
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His remarks went out in a very distorted fashion. The headlines said 
that he ([Bradley) had said there ~ould be a "Dankirk;" and so forth. 
He told Charley Ross privately, "This • thing bms got to stop° Somehow 
the info~mation has got %o be put out or else there is going to be a 
good deal more of this." Unfortunately, Charley died that afternoon. 

I think, on the whole, we have no-~ reached the time when the people 
have to be told as much of the truth, just as bluntly, frankly, and 
straightforwardly, as can possibly be done. They are crying for it. 
They are ~aiting for it. If they do not get it, if further soeeches 
are around the point, if the people of the country feel they are being 
talke.d do~vn to or being led along quietly, if they think the real pre- 
dicament we are in is being withheld from the[o~ I would say there is' 
going to be a pretty explosive reaction to that. 

Ws are paying an awful price on this business of 6ensorship~ whether 
it is military, wartime, overt censorship, or lust a kind of censorship 
through lack of organization om telling the Stor~yo Tb~t is true here 
now. ~Ye paid a great price on that in th¢ war~ in my personel experience, 
because we were never al!owed~ until %he war was almost over, to t~ll 
the fu!l story of China and China's par~ in the war; the fact that, 
really, for seven years it b~d don~ nothing and had no intention of 
doing anything. I tried %o tell that all along the way until ! ~as 
finally stopped by the State Deoartmen%. As yon remember, the whole 
thing blew sky-high~ There v~as tremendous upheaval and ce~fusion about 

I am told that Hr. Stewart Symington, v,-bo, I gu~.ss, is our head man 
in mobilization now, talked to a group of industrial !cadets j~ist the 
other day about it. Beca~se he is the kind of blunt, straightfor~ard 
person he is., he just got up and said, "Gentlemen, there is about a 
fifty-fifty chance that your children are not going to grow up to be 
Russian slaves." For my money, that was about the measure of ~zhat this 
thing is. I wish he had said that publicly° I ~ ~/.,'ish he had said it to 
the whole country~ T only wish the Pr3sident would do so,, I think that 
is our trouble. ! think that is the only way we are going to get. the 
people of' the country to react as they can and as they must. 

Thank you. 

QUESTION: }Jfr. Sevareid, v~e in the military have. on occasion, 
been asked to confer with re l?ort~.rs on certain subjects, Pr~sm~ab!y, 
it was to be in confidence. The story was to be checked prior to its 
publication. And we have~ on several occasions, had our fingers burned 
by talking off the record, and having the thingexposedto the public 
in the new'spapers the follo~¢ing day. 
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I wonder if some of this is not a two-~Y deal, where the mi!i%a~ 
and also the r)olitician hav~] gotten their fingers burned so many times 
that they are-reluctant to speak completely off the cuff and to talk 

frankly to reporters. 

I~, SEVAREID: I was not talking so much about speaking frankly 
to reporters. Nest reporters who are worth their salt know-;,that the 
story is. I am talking about a few people who can speak for the 
countr~J, for the Government, speaking to the people at large. 

But you are perfectly right~ I think that is very often happening 

with the military and with other people, so far as certain people in 
the press are concerned. It is not vGry often happening to bhe 
po .iticianS. There are very fe , politioi, ns  -ho a prT .  m on 

"nk on the whol% there are far more careless leaks of 
silence. I th, j . . . .  ,~+~i U~l] an there are through 
. . . .  • "' on iro[h u~:, ~u~ ........ th 

specific blts of lnforma%l . ~ ...... ~ 4~ +.h~ nress~ That 
ibresoonsibility or deliberate brt)aKmng o~ ~u .......... : 

was my exoerience~ anyway. 

I might "try to decrement that by going back to 1942 and 1943. 
Genm~ral ~rshall used to see about 12, 15, or 20 of us maybe once in 
two months in his office and he ~ould t.~Ik for a coup].. <-<~ of hours. The 
people present were picked rather cal"efu!ly • He ~;~as often amazingly 
frank about where we wore in North Africa, what the next stop was~ and 
so on--things that you-~vould not even discuss ~ith anybody in a taxicab. 
In a way~ you did not want that knowledge, You did not v~nt that 

• he has said so since--there 
responsibility. But to my mind--in .,;ac~, 
was never one case of any of that information leaking out. 

At the same time General Marshall ~-as havin= ~ enormous difficulty 
• e~ he said once that 

with various co;nmittees on Capitol Hill. In .... ct, 
Stalin had told us cne of the rgasons we could not get any information 
from the ~Issians on things ?~e both should have known since they were 

• s that Stalin and ~iolo%ov complained, "~e canlt tell you 
our a!l~o was 
%his. %No would tell you that but you are responsible to your Congress 
and itls going to leak out. We won't do it." That may have been just 
a pretext. I suppose maybe it was° At least that was a notorious 
enough pattern so that Stalin in the Kremlin was aware of it, according 

%% 
to General ~&arshal!. 

I do not mean to exculpate the press completely at all. %~Ie had 
• , rr 

a case late last week where a very important mmlmta ~ officer had talks4 
to a number of us in a small Club about southeast Asia from whence he 
had just come. There was apparently one French correspondent, or 
perhaps an American working for a French agency, who misused that 
information. It went out to SaJgon and immediately flashed back %0 
our State Department, There was aft h--- to pay for a while. I% happer 
to General Bradley in just the same way by just the same people, a year 
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or so ago when the question of arming the Germans came ~p. The very 
mention of that by anybody in authority was fighting words~ He talked 
supposedly in complete confidence off the record. Two hours later the 
French Embassy protested to the State Department, 

There have not been an awful lot of those cases° D~.ring the v~r~ 
in my own exy)e'rience and from my ovm judgment~ there were far more 
examples of harm being done by military suppression, of information 
from people whom I thought were entitled-to kn0~ ~ and must know tha~ there 
were by leaks, deliberate or inadvertent~ by the press. The most 
famous example of the latter .~o.s "The Chicago Tribune" story about 
breaking the Japanese code "~hic?,~you remsmber~ almost resulted in legal 
action. That is an awful problem~ but ! do not know what the whole 
solution to it is. 

I do not know what the solution is right now to the question of 
censorship of the Far, East war th¢~ater. iVe have the problem of Uni~ed 
Nations comm~nd, wit.h reports coming in £'rom many countries~ I am 
inclined to thir~ we should have hsd from the beginning compulsor~y 
censorship on military info~w~ation~ not on political~ "~e never did 
have it~ ......... for a time the command tried to go along on the 
principle they would take no res~nsibility for military infor~r~tion 
that ~vas ~'~ritten or broadcast, b~t the reporter who made the mistake 
would suffer for it, proh~b!y by being throv~ out; but they would lay 
down some rules about politica~ information and criticism, of the 
command or troops which~ to me~ is the one thing you ~ust not atteraDt 
to censor~ except in rare cir~un~anceso But two days ~go the co~m~nd 
in To~zo itself put out under its ovza label the exact positions of this 
new defense line south of ~ongyang. No reporter had attempted to tell. 
that; in fact~ the understanding had been that it must not be told~ 
V¢ffry this .was then Sold b2" the authorities concerned~ ! have no idea~ 

Now~ where you ha~e a free press and radio~ it is not such a problem° 
There is no easy answer to it at all, ! would rather have it that ~,~ay 
than the way iZ is in so~e of the other countries. 

Qt~_S~I~. Mr. Sevareid, ~ ~ I underst~,nd you correctly~ you are 
basically-~alking about educatin,~ the general public as to the current 
situation~ or what appears in ~our vis.w or the views of others to be 
the s±t~tion. 

wonder if it is not possible to carry that thou~ht one step f~ther~ 
possibly along this line~ As you indicated~ peoole ~n officisl oosition 
should make available to the public ~'actual data-to satisfy their y~arning 
for education along those linese IsnTt there a reciprocal functiom on 
th~ part of the press~ perhaps the radio~ to assist in. the education of 
the public along the lines that they are not thorou!ffhly informed about 
with respect to situations in other countries? 
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-We, here in the college~ are privileged to hear lectures on 
various and s~ndry sub~ects and various and sundry countries. But 
rather, it seems to me, than waste our time reading stories about 
felonies and misquotations of people in official capacity~ isn ~t there 
some place in the public press ~here you could have editorials, or 
something or other, of an expository nature as to conditions in various 
parts of ~he world that would pretend to educate the public rath~:r than 

to play down to the lowest level? 

We have been predicated on the system of freedom of the press and 
also of great education in this country--the t~o keystones upon ~hich 
we have built our present su~ccess. Yet, the newspapers seen to appeal 
to the lowest level rather than trying to raise the level to the intel- 

ligence of the group~ 

I am just %~ondering if there isn't a reciprocal burden on the part 
of the press, the public information services, to do something along 
this line as well as on the part of the officials to divulge information 

on their part o 

~. SEVAREID: I think it is not only'a reciprocal burden. I 
thi~Lk the primary burden is on the Dress and radio. The privilege of 
being free~ it seems %0 me~ entails that responsibility. But I do not 
think there is quite the bLzckout of serious informative nears in this 
country that your rc[~arks seem to suggest. I think, on the ~,~hol~, it 
is about as good a press as any I know an~¢here in the ~or!d. You have 
to read on a very selective basis° It is hard, too, for the average 
person to find the paper or magazine %hat can give this information, 
although they do exist. But the unfortunate thing is there are no% 
enough publications of limited appeal to certain levels of education° 
For example, there are almost no big popular weekly magazines that do 
a very really serious adult job--very fev~ The problem is so different 
in rec~nt years of economically supporting either a daily paper or a 
weekly magazine~ The cost, for example, is about i00 percent higher 
tb~n it was a few years ago. Therefore, the pressure for circulation 
which brings advertising is more tremendous than it has ever been before~ 

That is one unfortunate thing. 

Nov¢, "The [Yashington Post" in this town, for example, v~hich~ I 
think, has a pretty good editorial pagc and a lot of pretty good 
serious stuff in it~ is caught in this fight all the time. It v~ould 
like, in its best instincts, to be a second "Nevz York Times" do%~ 
here; yet it is caught in a relatively small city ~ith a tripl~ 
newspaper situation where it is constantly in this circulation fight 
and it has to try to survive~ to keep trying to build circulation in 
all parts of thc~ area on all different levels of intelligence and 
economic standards, and so on~ I think that is why it is a split 
newspaper. That is ~hy it does not have a real kind of fbrm, personality 
or c~%racter of its o%m. Its employees are quite avcare of that. There is 
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always a struggle between tl~ managing editor and the circulation man 
who wants to print the picture of the little girl and her lost dog on 
the front page and the people who are concerned about the Tr~mn- 
Attlee cor~erence, or whatever it .may be~ 

That has caused some casualties in this co~ztry® I thi~( one is 
the "Chicago Daily News," which used to have the greatest foreign 
service, I suppose, in the ent~e country. For several years its whole 
aim has been greater circulation advertising~ The whole character of 
the thing has clmngedo 

Then along c o m e s  a little m~gszine like this one called "The 
Reporter," which comes out every two weeks and which tries to fill this 
gap in the spectrum of the weekly series of publications. I think it 
is a pretty good effort° There is frequently a lot of infor~ztion in 
it, but it has a vet 7 limited sale. I do not know how long it can go 
One Its owners obviously ~ r e  ~ ^ ~ - ~ - -  

~-~o.~-~s money hand over fist° I took part 
in the original discussions about that before it started. It tries to 
fill this gap betv~een the .sort of doctrinaire, sectarians left-wing 

.... papers like "The Nation,, for ez%~le, which alv~ys have a ezzn.~te 
position on everything that .comes up~ You know what they are going 
to say about any issue before you open it. And on the Other side of 
the spectrum, with publications like '.!Time," "Life," "Collier," "The 
Saturday Evening Post," or what not, you know what they are not going 
to say~ All the big magazines are politically pretty conservative, 
which may reveal something ~nportant~ I do not know° 

Now, that little magazine was an effort not to sit in any particular 
ideological position on the spectrt~n, but to try to follo~- the facts 
wherever they might lead. £ paper like "The London Economist" does 
th~.t i think,, quite well~ i do not know whether that little magazine, 
"The Reporter," is going to surviw~ or not. I hope so~ 

~ IVm~ Sevareidj ! would like to suggest a QLESTION .~ notner possibility 
on this matter of censorship~ 

About 20-years ago I was working for a former competitor of the 
Associated Press. I had a chance to observe then a fo~ of censorship 
or suppression on the part of the press itself which strikes me as 
potentially evilo 

If you ~,mll recal!~ in the thirties ~e had Father Cou~hlin~ who 
was a radio priest speaking from Detroi%~ We also had ~th(~ rising 
effort to repeal the ~" -~ Emgh~eenth ~r~endment, There were those two things. 
The Associated Press prided itself on being objective and prided itself 
on representing all political views, That is still one of its prime 
criteria° I think there ~was evidence in the Associated Press at that 
time actually to suppress various st~tements made by Father Cou~hlin 
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even though there were certain member newspapers ~Thich ~,{anted theme 
The member newspapers, he ~'ever, were given this material not over the 
Associated Press wires but separatelyo It was not carried on the wires 
for the reason they felt the m%jority of the membership was not in 

sympathy with Father Coughlin~ 

urs to me that there was a - the other it occ. • ..... ~ .~ ~, ~. ther dangerous~ 
~ ...... ~' +.~e cart of the, press which s~.,,~? o . . . .  e r~ 

I wonder if you would !rake ~o co.menu 

~. SEVAREID: Yes, I think I would like to comment on that~ I 
guess I WaSh ~t old enough to be aware of that problem at that time; but 

I do remember Father Coug hlin~s broadcasts. 

I think what you come do~m to there sir, is the problem of the 
definition: What is news? There isn ~t any real slide-rule that you can 
always apply on that. It is a matter of your o~t'n judgment~ Le%J me 
give you another example of much the~_ same~ thing. I am not sure at ~hat 
point Father C~g hlinls renu%rks oeaoe~ to be news, or ceased to be 
important ne~s. How lon~, in that case, could he go on saying these 
things--which were essentially the same kinds of things--and still 
merit a conm~anding position of any kind in the newspapers? Thzt is 
something any press a@eney or distributor pretty well has to follow 

his instincts on. 

Another case was ~cOarthy last spring, l~nat ~IcCarhhy said, by 
reason of the very sweeping and dramatic nature of his accusations, 
%-as certainly news, ho?~ever you looked at it, whether it Was right or 
~ron.~. It got a tremendous play by AP and everybod# else~ 

Now time went on--weeks and ~eeks went on. This %vas on the front 
pages every day. These cases were not being proved out~ He was keeping 

himself on the front pages by new accusations all the time, or n6~v re- 
joinders of one kind or another~ He paid no attention to denials~ He 
paid no attention to any discrepancies pointed out. in his o~{n accusations. 
He did not pay any attention to accusations ag~9~inst himself. He never 
paid attention to those because he discovered if he came out with some- 
thing fresh and nsv, ~ for the A~ and P~.{ papers every day he would pgetty 
well lead this publicity fight, ~rhich is what it really got to be. 

But time ~ent on~ and then he said something one night--I forget 
what it was--and the Associated Press would not use it. He accused 
the AP of supressing news, I am sure the directors of the Associated 
Press had many long soul-searchin~ meetings and discussions about this. 

At what point is this stuff no longer legitimate news? Arthur 
Su!zberger of "The New York Times" put the question this v,~ay: When a" 
responsible man in a responsible oosition does an irresponsible thing, 
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makes an irresponsible statementj or so it seems to us, what does a 
responsible newspaper do? I think that is what the thing comes down 
to after a while. 

I do not know whether you call that censorship or not. I think 
it is a matter of news judgment. That is all. 

QUESTION: Would you say the time has come for L~s to establish 
again a kind of domestic office of war information that has proved in 
the past necessary when the crisis ~eepens? It was necessary in World 
War I and World War II. 

~7%. SEVAREID~ I am inclined to think that the time has arrived 
to look at the other side of the coin, that is, the censorshio Side 
on military things--whether it is to be voluntary here or compulsory 
over there in the war theaters as it was. The time probably better 
come fast. . .  

Now, I am not at all sure yet about the OWl setup here for the 
reason this is so much a United Nations thing. There are so many 
governments, other people, and military units involved in it. I thihk 
it would be very difficult, diplomatically and every other vray, for us 
to organize a goverr~nent agency to put out news on this whole world 
struggle without all kinds of implications and coordination with other 
people. And on what basis would you do it? 

I would imagine that probably the time has arrived at least to 
create a skeleton~ shadow organization for a new office of information 
to be used when the air is cleared here and the lines are cleared and 
we know who is at war with whom. I am not sure you could do it now; 
but I might be entirely wrong~ 

CO~,,E.~NT: Mr. Sevareid ~ it seems that when this country has gotten 
really into difficulty in its history strong characters have arisen who 
have gotten us out of it in one form or another° It seems, though, 
right at the moment very few, if any, strong characters have arisen, 
It seems to me that someone as capable-as you of acquainting the public 
with the capabilities, characteristies~ and strength of certain indi- 
viduals would have a bettez opportunity than anybody- else to help bring 
out t~se characters in a time of crisis such as we have ah the moment. 

}J~. SEVAREID: You mean I should appoint a commander in the Far 
East? 

STUDE~NT: No. I mean simply an adjective here andan adjective 
there; saying what you lhink of an individual; giving attention to his 
views. Certainly newspeople 1~mst come into contact ~ith so many of 
them that you are capable of judging better than other people who do 
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not get around so much ~ha% individuals are reslly strongest, most 
competent, most intelligent, and possibl~r capable of makinz the best 
leaders from the point of view of appealing to the people generally. 

D~. SEVA~LEID" That is certainly very flattering, sir. It is 
quite a responsibility. I think %he way we do that in this indirect 
sense is that those reporters, broadcasters, or writers who have 
enough of a position or enough freedom to do so do exercise very 
considerable discrimilmtion in what they use and do not use--as to 
what is said about what we should d.o on a particular problem. 

Now, for example, a thing like this will blow up, or maybe you 
have a problem of ~,~hether to drop an atomic bomb'or something else 
%hat has a lot of sp$cial kno~ledge concernedwith it and on which 

decisions have to be madeo 

There is an old kind of habit, especla±ly in the news-wire agencme , 
to go around and stop every oongressman' you can find and say, "~Yhat do 
you think about this?" 17ell~ he has to say something, so he says some- 
thing° They collect a whole list of these things and they are then 

printed as news. 

! try not to do t~z%; so do a lot of other people here~ One thing 
we can do, however--and I think it is legitimate, justified, and neces- 
sary--is to take out of all this. the reL.ar~<s or the statements of 
certain •people whom we have learned .to know over a period of years as 
responsible people and people who know what they are talking about. 
So far as my own experience is concerned, lthimk that is about %he 
only real service I can perform in that ~/~-ay. I do think it is a useful 

o n e .  

QUESTIO~o. ~I~. Sevareid, would you enlarge a little on your 
remarks about China fighting for seven years without any intention of 
doing anything? I am not for one moment chal.l~nging that; I am simp3y 

interested in that° 

~,~. SEW-REID: I couD.d enlarge for hours on that subject° I was 
not long in China. I was there in 19~.3 for a number of weeks. Very 
qu.ickly it was apparent to me that despite the daily coF~muniques at 
that time about their battles and how many of the enemy had died in 
such and such a place~ none of this was really happening. They,never. 
allo~:a~d us to go to see these battles° We real].y could not travel at 

all except in the ~erican areas~ 

~Tell, there was considerable cynicism in all the foreign press 
colony about all this partly because on one or two occasions when th@y 
said they ~ had a big battle nearby~ and consented to tak.e some o£ the 
boys down, they almost never could find traces of anything, But that 
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is a lon g~ long story. I came away absolutely convinced in my ~vn 
mind they meant tO do nothing about the Japanese. They did not have 
to do anything about it. ~e were doing it for them° 

l. YoUld recommend that if you are really interested in this you 
go over to the Pentagon and look at the official records of Japanese 
casualties in China throughout the seven-year period ending with the 
end of the war. The Japanese had quite a force in China° Chiang had-- 
I don't know how many--one or two milli6n~ whatever it was; you never 
could relic The only way to determine what happened was those records 
of the Japanese themselves after the war. According tO my information~ 
those records now shc~ that in that seven-year period the very large 
Japanese force in China sufi~ered a total o£ 2%000 casualties° That 
is less than 3,000 a year. That is about one-half in seven years %hat 
we ourselves have suffered, alone~ in Korea in five months--~ha'b is, 
dead~ wounded, and captured. 

Now, vchab does that mean? It means not only that Chiang's armies 
all through that period never did fight these people, neither did the 
Commm~ist armies° During my time in China there was a general feeling 
on the part of Stilwell that the Communists were fighting up in their 
area, but we couldn't really get there. I think th~-t is final proof 
that they ~ere not; but neither was Chiang. 

All that time, while the American people had this big picture 
built up by pro-Chinese propagandists and the truth yeas throttled by 
very severe censorship--the picture of millions of fighting Democratic 
Chinese Holding back these tides of Japanese invaders, which was utterly 
false--the Japanese used this occupation to train troops~ lived off the 
la~d~ which did not hurt the Japanese economy at a!l~ and they never 
tried to go terribly far back into China. They kept the big city areas 
and railroads and certain points useful to them, This was a great feed 
lot for them. It strengthened them enormously toward the end. Not 
until they became worried about our intentions did they do much in 
south China at all. I think that is pretty much the proof of the 
pudding. That is why I personnally--I may be w~ong; I hope I am not 
too bitterly prejudiced about Chiang-k.ai-shek and his people--at this 
very moment am very skeptical about this idea of sending Nationalist 
troops to Korea to fight. It seems perfectly sensible. The Russians 
ar~ using satellites, why shouldn't we use satellites? ~hy should we 
do all the dying? But my instinct on this~ based on that experience? 
is simply that one-half o£ them would desert just as they did when they 
did fight the Conm.~unistso I can see no reason why these Chinese on 
Formosas all of them simply dying to get back to China~ are going to 
go under a foreign command and fight their own countrymen especially 
when their o~u~ countr~nen ~re demonstrating that they are winning~ and 
fighting not for their own country but for an international principle~ 
something called the United Nations that they could not locate on a 
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map if they had to. I think the chances of general collaDse 6f troeps 
on the very first co~tact would be grcat~ I could be Wrong. 

COIDNEL BARI\~S: ~2. Sevareid, we are much in your debt for giving 
us your time this morning ~nd for this very fine discussion. Th?~nk you 

very much, 

(I0 Jan 1951--350)S° 
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