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STALIN AND MZHRU: PARTNERS IlV THE: SEARCH Fm PEACE 

Radio Moscow leaps upon the  Stalin-Nehru-Acheson exchange and makes c a p i t a l  
out of it as  proof of the simple Soviet thes i s  t h a t  S t a l i n  seeks peace and 
Acheson r e j e c t s  it. In addition the episode is pressed in to  the  service 
of two other current  propaeanda l ines :  t ha t  the  U.S. lmperial ls ts  want 
t o  destroy the  United Nations, and t h a t  the "peoples" of the world (including 
India) condemn American rtaggreeaion" i n  Korea. 
h o e t i l i t y  t o  Nehru, and wholly ignoring Nehru's support of the U.N.'s 
condemnation of North Korean aggression, Moscow conveys the  impression t h a t  
the  people and government of India, l i k e  the comon people everywhere, 
accept U.S. -South Korean aggression as  a s e l f  -evident f a c t  and a r e  s t e rn ly  
indignant about it. Nehru is not expl ic i t ly  praised, however; the  focus 
of a t ten t ion  l e  on S t a l i n  and on the "epoch-making" character of h i s  "br ie f ,  
c learcut  and calm" reply.  

Forgett ing its e a r l i e r  

a .  
The publ ic i ty  given t o  S t a l i n ' s  reply follows the  usual simple pa t te rn  of 
Stal in-praise ,  end i n  the s implici ty  of its "we want peace" theme it a l so  
accords w e l l  with the "brief,  c learcut  and calm" character of S t a l i n ' s  
statement i tself .  
descriptions of the  "resounding echo" which it has brought f o r t h  " in  a l l  
the  countries of t he  world." 
a new expression of "the consistent and peaceful policy" of the USSR, and 
" a l l  peace-loving men" support it. There is no attempt t o  defend the  
r e i t e r a t e d  requirement t h a t  Communist China must be included i n  the 
Security Council. 
ment might be arr ived a t  by the  modlfied Security Council (whether, fo r  
inetance, it would necessarily include the uni f ica t ion  of Korea on Soviet  
tehra,), nor of the impasse which m i g h t  r e s u l t  from a Soviet and Chinese 
veto of the  act ion which the  American "pup eta"  i n  the Security Council 
have already embarked upon. Instead, t h  €7 appropriatemess of poss i b l e  
Security Council act ion on the  matter is t rea ted  a8  another of the  s e l f -  
evident f a c t s  on which the Soviet case is founded, Sergeeva, fo r  instance,  
with seemingly transparent s implici ty ,  asks: 'Who, if  not the  Security 

S t a l i n ' s  Reply is "A Mighty Symbol Rallying the Partiaans of Peace": 

The statement is endlessly repeated along with 

It is a "peaceful and principled" statement, 

1 Similarly the re i s  no discussion of what kind of s e t t l e -  

r Council, should discuss and s e t t l e  such matters?" 

b. 
I t e  Activity: 
in  which the  S t a t e  Department is sa id  t o  have found i t s e l f .  
bourgeois press, par t icu lar ly  the American, reacted with extreme nervousness 
and ag i ta t ion"  t o  Nehru's message. The Br i t i sh  DAILY EXPRESS is sa ld  t o  
have given expression t o  Acheson's underlying thought with "cynical frank- 
ness" when it declared the  United Nations an "international impediment, '' 
while the  EVENING STANDARD, r e a l i s t i c a l l y  recognizing the probable reper-  
cussions i n  world public opinion, declares t h a t  "the Russian proposal 
ought t o  be accepted." The S ta t e  Department, no t  wanting t o  be "unmasked 

Acheson's Embarrassment; He Does Not Want the  Security Council t o  Resume 
There is a l so  a f a i r  amount of gloat ing over the predicament 

"The foreign 
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a s  an aggreesor r o t e  Acheson's hree times. a u t  the  camouflage 
was not success "Camouf'la ging ent  under hypocri t ical  assur-  
ancea, Acheson expressed the  intent jon 
t o  t h e i r  policy,' which oonsists primari 
Council i n  tpe  posi t ion of a branch of the  S ta t e  Department, and secondly of 
continuing t h e i r  aggression i n  Korea." 
his, lackeys "do not want the  Security Council t o  resume its a c t i v i t y  on the  
bas i s  of the UiN. Charter, t h a t  they f ea r  a discussion of the Korean 

t i o n  i n  the  Securi ty  Council i n  its legi t imate  composition." 

U.S.  leading circles t o  s t i c k  
aintaining the  secu r i ty  

A l l  of t h i s  shows t h a t  Acheson and 

TRUMAN'S MESSAGE: SHARP INCRFZASE IN ATTENTION TO U.S. MOBILIZATION 

After a Slow s t a r t ,  Soviet  propagandists a r e  giving a f a i r  amount of 
a t t en t ion  t o  President Truman's speech, including h i s  c a l l  fo r  more troops 
and for  an addi t ional  t en  b i l l i o n  dol lars .  The volume of t h i s  discussion 
is markedly lees  than t h a t  of the dlscussion of two other current events: 
t he  f a i l u r e  of other countries t o  help the U.S. with troops, and the S t a l i n -  
Nehru exchange. Nevertheless, the amount is of i n t e r e s t  as  representing a 
departure from the  previous general policy of not playing up developments 
which might suggest a large fu ture  increase i n  American strength.  

.developments present the  propagandist with a dilemma: he can use them t o  
good. advantage a9 i l l u s t r a t i o n s  of the  enemy's "militarism, 'I but t o  do so 
means t o  advert ise  the  enemy's po ten t ia l  strength.  
propagandiets seem t o  have assumed t h a t  tfie propaganda disadvantages In 
t h e  s t rength  frame-of -reference outweighed the advantages i n  the  moral 
frame-of -reference. But t h i s  week--perhaps fee l ing  forced t o  say something 
on a subject  which 2\ad a t t r ac t ed  world-wide attention--they have p a r t i a l l y  
reversed the i r  policy. ( A  possible additional, reason fo r  playing up the 
ten-b i l l ion  increase is t h a t  i t  would be a face-savlng device i n  case of 
eventual North-Korean defeat.  
the  North-Korean superior i ty  In equipment; the propaganda picture  is one 
of North-Korean "heroism" p i t t e d  agalnst  U.S. troops which a r e  a t  l e a s t  
t h e i r  equals i n  equipment. ) 

Even now, of course, Moscow concentrates exclusively upon the moral frame-of- 
reference and does not  
w i l l  be increased. 
continue the  Korean aggression; (2)  he admits extension of the aggreasion 
t o  the  Philippines and Indochina; (3)  he has embarked on a "mad armaments 
race"; (4)  taxes and r i s i n g  pr ices  mean t h a t  the common people w i l l  pay, 
while arms-makers and speculators a r e  "delighted"; ( 5 )  he has a l so  asked 
f o r  "d ic ta tor ia l"  powers; and (6) there  is new pressure on Ehrope t o  
supply "cannonfodder. 

Such 

Until  t h i s  week'soviet 

The tendency has already been t o  play down - 

speculate on how much o r  how soon American s t rength  
(1) Truman re j ec t s  peace; he will Six points a r e  made: .' i 
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FAILURE TO SEND TROOPS REFLECTS WORLJI-WIDE PROTEST AGAIEST AGGRESSION 

I n  sheer bulk, the  most prominent Soviet  theme with r e g a r d , t o  Korea has 
been, from. the  outse t ,  t he  "world-wide wave of pro tes t"  against  U.S. 
agpess ion .  , 

support of the  American ac t ion ,  Moscow seizes  every opportunity ' to .convey 
the  impression t h a t  "the peoples" of the  world take a pos i t ion  which is the  
exact opposite of t h a t  taken a t  the U.N. 
brought forward i n  support of this  idea is the f a i l u r e  of countries. other. 
than t h e  United S ta t e s  t o  supply troops. 
Indonesian neu t r a l i t y ,  Nehru's i n i t i a t i v e  (which i.s t r ea t ed  a s  i f  it 
implied acceptance of t he  Soviet  pos i t ion) ,  m,eetings of p ro te s t  i n  a l l  
p a r t s  of the  world, the small number of volunteers i n  the  United S ta t e s ,  . , 

statements by Communist sympathizers, and most of a l l ,  the  hundreds o f  
m.lllions of s ignatures  t o  the  Stockholm Appeal (see below, sec t ion  on t h e  " 

Peace Movement) . 
about which s ide  is the  aQQressor i n  Korea, (nor even about which s.ide is ' 

a t  f a u l t  on t h e  atomic issue),Soviet  propagandists continue t o  l h k  it very 
closely with the"Korean aggression of atorn.ic "cannibals ." 
Omlssion a s  wel l  a s  pos i t ive ,  statement is used t o  support t he  conception 
of "world-wide pro tes t . "  The following f a c t s  a r e  ignored:'' (1) The r epor t  . '  
of, t he  U.N. inves t iga t ing  comm.ittee immediately a f t e r  t he : a t t ack .  This . "  , , 

was m.entioned once l a s t  week (with t h e  claim. tha t . ' the  committee consisted 
of U.S. puppets),  and.not  a t  a l l  t h i s  week, ,'(2) The ovsrwhelming majori ty  

' 

of U.N. members endorsing the Securi ty  Council decision. .This  has been ' 

almost wholly overlooked; it appears t h i s  week only'once, and i n  a 
d i s to r t ed  form.. It is sa id  t h a t  the  overwhelming majority '  contented 
themselv.es with "noting" the  decisions of "a group ,of m.embers of t h e  
Securi ty  Council," and "refused t o  give any p rac t i ca l  support t o  Americ'an . 

ag'&ession." (3 )  The existence of other  possible reasons for  not  sencing 
troops. 
reason f o r  not sending troops; I t  is assum.ed t h a t  t he  only possible  . reason ' 
is f ea r  of popular indignation i f  any tangible  help i s  given t o  U.S. ' :  
"aggression. I' "These m.embers have thus admitted wi l ly-nf l ly  by t h e i r  s tdnd 
t h a t  war  i n  Korea represents  an ac t ion  s t a r t e d  and ca r r i ed  on by t h e  
American imper ia l i s t s  themselves, and the  United Nations has not  and ,cannot 
have anything t o  do with it." ( i n  Rumanian, 24 ' Ju ly  1950) . ' 

A s  i f  t o  counteract t he  negative impression created by U.M. 
: 

The most tangible  f a c t  y e t  

Other evidence a-dduced include,s. . 

' 

. .  

Although the  Stockholm. Appeal says nothing whatever 

1 .  

' 

The existence of other mi l i t a ry  needs is not  mentioned a s  a possible  

Other noteworthy omissions or avoidances i n  the  Soviet  treatment of Korea 
a re :  .. , 

' ,, 

, '  1 '  

(1) Facts  on who. s t a r t e d  it. Both l a s t  week an$ t h i s  week ther.e has. 
been only a very meager and fragnentary e f f o r t  t o  prove U.S. ,aggression'; 
almost altia.ys':. it is trea.ted. a s  s e l f  -evident. It is of i n t e ree6  . i n  ,thi.e', 
connection t h a t  even the al leged discovery of top-secret  UNCOK. docum.ents,. , 

. 

. .  
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abandoned a t  the  ttme of the  f l i g h t  from Seoul, is not claimed t o  demonstrate 
South Korean or  American aggressive plans. It is claimed only t h a t  t he  
&ocuments show UNCOKts subservience t o  the  United States ,  and a U.S. 
d i rec t ive  t o  t h e  Commission t o  hinder "peaceful unif icat ion" of Korea. 
(TASS; i n  English Morse t o  North America, 24 July 1950) 

(2) The r a c i a l  issue.  Althoughwhite Americane a r e  f igh t ing  i n  Asia 
aga ins t  Mongolian Koreans, the r a c i a l  aspect of the s t ruggle  has been 
scarcely mentioned by Moscow. 
cas t s ,  is Kornilov's quotation of a statement by (Mon Hak Tow?), former 
p o l i t i c a l  adviser t o  Syngman Rhee: 
t h a t  t he  Americans regard the Koreans a s  the  lowest race  on the  globe, 
and have exploited them i n  t e s t i n g  t h e i r  methods fo r  the  attainment of 
domlnation over t h a t  'lowest raoe. ' I t  

The nearest  thing to '  it, i n  ava i lab le  broad- 

"It is only now t h a t  he openly admits 

( 3 )  Unification. 
from Soviet  broadcasts, but  there  appears t o  be a d i s t i n c t  difference i n  
this respec t  between Moscow and Pyonmang. 
"the s t ruggle  f o r  un i f ica t ion  and independence, aga3nst the American 
aggressors," while Moscow is more l i k e l y  t o  say simply "the s t ruggle  f o r  
independence, againet  the American ag$ressors .I1 (To describe it of ten  
a s  a struggle for  un i f ica t ion  may, i n  MOSCOW~B eyes, seem t o  come too c lose  
t o  an  admission t h a t  the war is something more than the  r epe l l i ng  of *a  
South-Korean a t tack .  ) 

The idea of un i f ica t ion  of Korea is by no means absent 

Pyonaang is l i k e l y  t o  say 

(4)  Poesible Soviet  o r  Chinese Mili tary Support, While the r e s t  of 
t he  world speculates about whether the  Korean war may be transformed i n t o  
a Third World War by Soviet  o r  Chinese-Communist par t ic ipat ion,  Moscow 
remains s t r i c t l y  s i l e n t  on both poss ib i l i t i e s .  
references t o  moral support and general f r iendl iness  (for instance, a 
Korean documentary film., "Song of Frlendehip," ie  sa id  t o  be devoted t o  
"the firm and lnvdolable friendship" between Korea and the USSR), but t he  
question of more tangibla  a i d  is not discussed. 

The poss ib i l i t y  of American use of the atomic bomb in  Korea, which 
received a s ign i f i can t  amount of a t t en t ion  l a s t  week, is mentioned th i s  
week only  I n  a few sca t te red  broadcasts. 
t h e  reactionary American mi l i ta ry  observer (Hanson Baldwin?) declared t h a t  
under no circumstances should the  atomic bomb be used i n  Korea. 
mi l i ta ry ,  psychological and moral reasons should prevent the  United S ta t e s  
from using the atomlc bomb. I t  

There a r e  abundant 

Moscow a l so  notes that  "even 

P o l i t i c a l ,  

, .  

.. , 

. I  

. .  

Atrocity s t o r i e s  continue t o  appear, including the pro tes t  of a group of 
newspaper correspondents against  the al legedly del iberate  bombing of a 
well-marked hospi ta l  i n  Wonsan. Their t o t a l  volume, however, is only 
modera.te. 
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NORTH KOREAN RADIOS: KOREA IS ONLY THE BEGINNING; GENEROUS STALIN 

The North Korean radios continue the i r  preoccupation with establ ishing the  
righteousness of t h e i r  cause, the  s p i r i t u a l  s t rength of t h e i r  forces--which 
a r i s e s  from the  aforementioned rlghteousness -and the  world-wide support 
enjoyed by t h e i r  cause. They a t tack  the United S ta tes  fo r  i n s t i t u t i n g  
aggression i n  Korea, f o r  manipulating the  United Nations t o  cover up t h a t  
aggression, and for  resor t ing  t o  bru ta l  bombings and other a t r o c i t i e s .  
And they a l so  point out t h a t  even i n  those countries which have o f f i c i a l l y  
endorsed the U.S. act ion in  Korea "the people" support the just  Korean 
cause. The consequence of t h i s  support--inevitable i n  Soviet-Communist 
propaganda--is t h a t  those Governments a r e  persecuting the  people. 
rep ly  t o  Nehru's mediation of fe r  is duly approved. 
war continue t o  be included i n  the ranks of those denouncing American 
aggression. The preparations fo r  the 15 August e lect ions of People's 
Commlttees i n  the  "liberated" South a re  reported, and the  land reform program 
is applauded. 

S t a l i n ' s  
American prisoners of 

a. 
aggression i n  Korea is but '  the  preaursor of s imjlar  aggressive action's i n  
other par t s  of the world, which has been implici t  i n  much of Pyongyang's 
propaganda, is discussed with some spec i f ic i ty  i n  a 20 July rad io  address 
by (Mun Hak Tong ?)  who ident i f ies  himself a s  a former p o l i t i c a l  adviser 
t o  the  Americans and t o  Syngman Rhee. 
exposing Rhee's corruption and h is  f r i c t i o n  w i t h  the  Democratic Party and 
Lee Bum Suk, but,  i n  revealing Rhee's subservience t o  the  Americans, t he  
addresa describes the aggressive plans which Rhee helped implement. Mon 
insists t h a t  the  U.S. warmongers assigned a "sacr i f ice"  r o l e  t o  Korea; 
it was t o  be plunged in to  a sea of blood and a l l  Koreans exterminated so  
as  $0 "touch off  a t h i rd  World War.'' The plans were made i n  April  l a s t  
yearland the  aggression which was t o  be the spark for world-wide conf l i c t  
was arranged f o r  July 80 as  t o  give the U.S. an excuse t o  send i t s  forces 
t o  the  Far East and thus f r u s t r a t e  the Chinese Communist forces who were 
known t o  be planning the invasion of Formosa i n  July. 

Other broadcasts c a l l  on a l l  Asian peoples t o  awaken t o  the  r ea l i za t ion  
t h a t  America's aggressive schemes a re  not confined t o  Korea. 
President Truman's message t o  Congress is offered a s  another reve la t ion  of 
America's plan t o  expand h o s t i l i t i e s .  Pyongyang reasons t h a t  Truman is 
t ry ing  t o  conceal the U.S. defeat i n  Korea by expanding the scope of 
aggression and is using t h a t  defeat "as a chance t o  in tens i fy  h i s  warmonger- 
ing  policy,  exploi ta t ion of t he  people, and deprivation of a l l  r igh ts . "  

America's Global Plans fo r  Aggression: The general claim t h a t  American 

Much of h i s  t a l k  is devoted t o  

And 

b. 
frequently acknowledged the USSR's generosity t o  the North Korean regime-- 
such acknowledgements have been a standard component of Pyongyang's 
broadcasts--and t h i s  week the acknowledgement is re la ted  t o  the  Korean war. 

The Frlendly Sovlet  Union and the Great S ta l ln :  Radio Pyongyang has 



. .  

. . . . . . . . . . .  . .  
. . . .  WEEKLY SUI '5 

. .  
. .  
: , . .  

. . .  j . .  27 JULY i g w  . .  . .  . : . .  , . 
. .  

. .  
. . .  

. . . . .  - ~ 6 -  . .  
. . . . .  

. . , .  . . .  
. I  . .  

'. . I A 29 'buly broadcast emphasizes t h a t  the Soviet Government is  s t r i v i n g  f o r  
' 

, a ,  fa.ir,"set*lem.ent .of , the  Korean issue an2 is "international.ly defending us  
l ..in bur. war .again& the  American imperial ie ts ,"  The Soviet Union's 

' 

trad!t'ional polJcy .toward Korea; epitomized i n  Gromyko's urging t h a t  t he  
Uni.ted' Nations discharge i t s  peace mission i n  Korea, is sa id  t o  be 
"diam.etr,ically'' opposed t o  the  aggressive pol ic ies  of the  United S ta t e s ,  

I n  t h i s  8ame fram.e of reference,  a 23 July broadcast is e n t i t l e d  "General- 
issimo S t a l i n  3s. Our .Saviour, .Liberator,  and Closest Friend," 

. .  

This comment- 
, ary 'deals lwlth, .Stal . infs  . . .  h i s t o r i c a l  kindness t o  the  North Koreans i n  the  

. . .  % f i v e  years: .a.i,qce, "Llberation" .and ,with the current manifestation of t h a t  ' 

..:.. kindnese,--Stalin's reply,  t o  Nehru's mediation offer.  
.brd,adcaets' does ' there appear t o  be ,any reference t o  material  ass is tance 

: from.'-the USSR., Purthqmore, In reports  of the  enthusiasm. with which the  
' 'people. a r e  contr ibut ing funds for ' t h e  purchase of war planes there  is no 

,i,dentif i aa t ion  . .  :of t he  'source of supply of those planes. 

.c. '  'The S p i r i t u a l  Strength of the Koreans: 
to.a'void arq . exp l i c i t  'comparison of the material  atrength of , t h e  Koreans 
with t h a t  of the'"Am.ericens; they concentrate on recounting the moral ang 

:' ensure . f i n a l  victory i n  , the righteous war .  
. .  i n  one ,broadcast: th l sweek.  In describing the encircl ing a t tack  which l e d  

t o ,  the  ca$ture,,of Taejon a m.ilitary observer claims t h a t  "relying on t h e i r  
,':.: numerical .:auperiorlty, t he  enemlee mobilized their .  a i r  units '  t o  give cover 

t o  t h e i r  .:. : ,bat ter ies  on the K m .  r ivkr  defense l i n e  and attempted t o  s top  

In noither of theso 

, 

' . 

North Korean broadcasts appear 

. .  
". s p i ~ i t u a l ' . a t t r . i b u t e s  which make heroes of Korean troops and which w i l l  

This pet tern is departed from. 

. , the  advance ,of our : tank  units. ' '  
. :  

. . .  ' '  " The Tuture. s t rength  implications of Truman's speech a r e  minimized and the  
.. addi t ional  s t rength gained by the U.S. from. the support accorded by other : 

.. ' ; : t he  Korean. cause Pyongyang adds t o  i t s  claim.ed s t o r e  of s p i r i t u a i  strength;.  ' 

,a:nd by cla.iming t h a t  "the people!' a r e  opposed'to the American aggression 
evqn. in . those  countries.which have o f f i c i a l ly  endorsed the  act ion it 

. . .  . nations is disregarded. By claim.ing t h a t  a l l  peace-loving nations support 

. 

' ' ' implfci t ly  subtracts  from Am.erica '8 st rength potent ia l .  

c 


