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This begins my attempt tp keep some notes of my own in a form that I can later
read. I do no t laike to/dictate them, while my penmamship, in spite of my
earnest efforts, quickly degenerages into a hopeless scrawl that, within a matter
of days, is entirely meaningless to me. So I take advantage of thid extraordinary

+present from thr I. B. M. (Tom Watson) to begin my own training on the
typewriter and to kill two birds by practicing on notes that I should like to remember.

": All through the notes that I have made since the war's end runs the strain of
S annoyance, or irritation, of my seeming inability to draw completely clear of
b4 public suspicion that I seek some political office,withou*:aldly and arbitrarily
\ making certain statements that I believe no American has the right to make !
\JJ\ Those notes are scattered over periods of months and are characterized chiefly by
their irregularity and haphazard composition. They have ordinarily been dashed
! off in crowded minutes, with little time to insure exactness of expression or even
h to check on the thought expressed. Nevertheless, I know, without referring to the
& little black book in which they are to be found, that my statement a s to their
A

reflection of a worrisome petitieal problem-fer-me personal mﬂls

absolutely correct.

To describe accurately the position in which I now find myself will take far more
time than I can devote to this laborious business today! However I can make a

tart and | ps I can find the opportuniyy during the coming week to put down

" ©of the situation. Admittedly the doing so promises no return to

: ‘of al)me! No, here I think I'm wrong! I believe my effort, if
successful will tend fo clarify my mind to sm some degree and thus give me greater
confidence that I am not straying from what I belielve to be priilciple

in any of my statements, conversations or decisions affecting any part of this
confusing problem.

First, the personal angle.

I do not want a political carrer;I do not want to be publicly associated with any
political party, although I fervently believe in the two party system and further
believe that, normally, a citizen is by no means performing hid cdvic duty
unless he participates in all applicable activities of his party, to include
participation in precinct caucuses. e

Consequently, it seems necessary to give reasons for regarding mysedf as
an exceptional rather than a normal case.
My basic purpose is to try, however feebly, to return to the country some
portion of the debt I owe to her. My family, my brothers and I, areexamples of
what this country with its system of individual rights and freedoms, its
boundless resources and its opportunities for all who WANT to work ¢can do
sio for its citizens, regardless of lack of wealth, political influence or
special educational advantage. No where else on earth has this type of
o material, intellectual and spiritual opportunity befin so persistently and so
& successfully extended to all. Regardless of all faults that can be searched out

in the operatiin of the American system, I believe without reservation that

in its fundamental purposes and in its basic structure it is so far superior
to any government elsewhere established by men, that my greatest possible |

opportunity for service is to be found in supporting, in renewing public H
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respect for, and in encouraging greater thinking about these fundamentald.

Since I believe that All Americans, mxitemiemcartasg e ven though they
do so unconsciously or sub-consciously, actually support these

basic tenets of Americanism, it follows that in the field in which I should wokr,

{that is,the bringing of these basic tenets to our CONSCIOUS attention)

there is no difference between the two great parties. Therefore I belong to
neither. Their filnction is to bring before the people the chance to choose
between two different methods in the application of the principles to specifif
problems and to allow the people to choose between tavo specific slates of
candidates. It seems to me that there are cogent reasondl

why I should eschew this partisan field of citizenship effort.

In the first place I shall never lose my direct and intimate interest in the
legitimate aspirations and the welfare of our veterans of World War II.
They, I hope, have confidence that I shall try to dischaege toward them every
obvious obligation---and they comprise BOTH Democrats and Republicans.
Whatever name or reputation I have,they made for me_ --I cannot conceive
of their believing that I was showing proper appreciation of this fact if I shoul
join a political party. (At least I am sure that those of the opposite party
would look at me with a jaundiced eye.)

In the secind place xlx I have been a soldier--necessarily without political
affiliation--all my life. I should like to be of some help from time to time
in that type of governmental problen for which I have been educated. That
classificatiin is military. If my counsel is ever desired in that kind of
question, I should like to be available no matter what political party
might happen to be in power at them oment. In other words, I should
like to remain just what I've always been, a military officer instantly
responsive to civil governmwnt, regardless of its political complexion.

In the third place I accecpted, after long urgung, the Presidenvy of \
Columbia in the belief that in this post and with the help of these great facultie
I could do more than anywhere else to further the cause dtmmadtioxxx

to which I am devoted, the reawakening of intense interest in the basis

of the American system. Having assumed the responsibilities of this post

I do not beliebe it appropriste for me to palisbbedy proclain a loyalty to a
particular political party. We have here men and women of all parties, —
our alumni and supporters, upon whom we are dependent for our existence
likewise come from all parties. My joining a specific prty would certainly
antagonize some. In my conviction, evew partial adherence to a specific
party or any partial entry in jo the political field would demend from me

an instant resignation fronm Columbia. But here is the place I THINK

I can do the most good foq‘all—-- even if that most is a rather pitiful amount.

(i Lo




I believe that the Army of the United States is this country''s most devoted,

most efficient and best informed body of its size now existing. The Army

upholds the Constitution, our basic governmental document and the foundation

of the system that places the civil power of government in the master's position
over the military. The good Army officer has always been particularly careful to
remain loyak to this concept- both in deed and thought and, beyond this, in
appearance!!! Many people regard a soldier's entry inyo politics as an effort

to overturn this concept. Such a thought springs from prejudice and woeful
ignorance- but it is idle to claim it dles not exist. Consequently many individuals
in the army would fear that my entry in to the political field was showing a
disregard of the po&sible consequences ti the army's reputation--they might

even feel that I was ''letting the Army down!. This, by itself, might be of only
minor consequence. But the possibility of false interpretation on the part of the public
----inspired by political partisans to whom no dirty trick is unknown----

could be very serious to the welfare of the Army, which, I repeat is the finest
organization in government--any government.

There is an angle to this same subject that is important, though little noticed.

It is the danger--once we become EI.CE:_ES};O ed to thinking of our military

leaders as potential political leaders, theif selection (which is done by the party in g
power at the time of selection) will certaunly be based as much upon political
considerations as upon their demonstrated military capacity. Such a grave
occurrence in time of war could defeat the nation. That this line of reasoning is

not baseless is demondtaated by the history of France throughout the 19th and

early 2oth centuries.

As between the so-called concept of the welfare state mand the operation of a
syxtem of competitive enterprise there is no doublt where I stand. I an not on
any fence. In the same way Iam not on any fence with respect to my
attitude toward a possible nomination to political office. I want none of it and
believe that to change ny attitude would be bad both for me and for what I HOPE
I can do in the line of public service. Bt geople will believe me when I say that
I'm against the handout state but nevertheless a militant liberal. They will not
believe me when I say I an not interested in a political office--even the presidency.
We are just sk NOT capable, in this country, of conceiving of a man who does
not want to be president. Too many men runni ng for political office have said
just that, so the response is, "OH YEAH ! " Well, the obvious course is to
say nothing and to continue to preach what I believe, regardless of criticism by
the columnists.
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In the back of this book are two memos, written by my two best friends in
New York. Neither is a polotician- one is a banked, the other a newspaperman.
They take opposite sides in arguing the question''Should Gen. E. now
associate himself definitely wkth the Republican party and participate in the
ensuing struggles between the two parties-specifically in the Congressional
elections of the coming fall?2" Why they happened to decide to write and

give me their thoughts on this question, I do not know. But I am keeping them
because each summarizes, fairly accurately, the arguments brought to me

by many others-- some on one side, some on another, Eberstadt, Byrnes,
Deweey, Hoover, Sprague, Brownell among the more widely known politicians,
and dozens of people on the business and industrial side, have talked to me on
the same subjest--but the answer remains the same.

Today the New York Sun ceases to exist as a separate paper. It has been bought up

by the Scripps-Howard Chain. The one point that makes the incident of some

significamce is the explanation given by the ex-publisher of the Sun for its demise.

His printed statement is pasted on this page----particularly because of his

contention tjat labor leaders have become so unreasonable in their demands that
they are defeating their own ensls, i.e.,
they @re creating conditions in wyich th




Anotherimportatnt reason for noting here the passing of The Sun is found in that
paragraph of hte final editoriad of explanation that states what the paper stood for
during its existence. These are the things in which I believe. If a paper that
has preached these things cannot secure enough support to operate successfully,
the question is, '""Are these primciples, as guides to American action, now to

go into the discard. If they are I am wasting a lot of energy-- but I'll go down
fighting. The cartoon below appeared in the final issue of the SUN.

THE NEW YORK SUN, WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 4, 1950

~STATE OF THE UNION.
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General Snyder and I have decided that it is not podsible for me to remain in
New York and at the smae time resast sufficiently the demands upon my time

so that I can maintainm a schedule indefinitely. Moreove we have found that
whenever I return from a vacation iy is only a matter of a very few weeks until

I am showing again the effects of strain, long hours and tension. Reservation of

a day or half day each week (aside from Dundays) fails because of my giving way to
some insistent demand for a conference, meeting, luncheon or similar chore.
So now we are to try something differeny: we are reserving one full week put of

each two months, to be completely blacked out of my calendar. Preferably I am to
leave the city during the ''no work!' week, but if not then I ma to lock the front door of
my house. This ought to work..... but only today I have broken into the Maech week
to accomodate the meeting of the Boy Scouts National Executive Council. That's

the way it goes. (And it is only Feb. 7,1950.)
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Another kind of typewriter!

I am quite w®ure that some of the nervous tension that the doctor (and gthers)

seem frequently to detect in me (o- : \'5&“’.)
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October 28, 1950 1

On Monday, October 23, I arrived at the Blackstone Hotel in Chicago
to find there a message asking me to call the President, I placed
the call immediately and was informed by the President that he should
like to have me come to Washington for a conversation, to talk in
general terms about an assigmment for me involving a command of the
Atlantic Pact Defensive Forces. He stated that if I would get in

touch with him upon to Jlas to ere W -

weekend of the 28th,f£h%s wou%%?fmﬁﬁ%é%’ﬁa isfac%x?y‘?ﬂ' Moo o b
Cann ot |

I was scheduled for a press conference in Chicago and while nothing

was suggested by any of the press representatives at that conference

which would betray any knowledge on their part of the President's

telephone call, I was confronted immediately after the conference

by a question from Earl Wilson indicating an accurate knowledge of

the incident, I requested that he make no mention of his knowledge

because of the embarrassment I would experience during the ensuing

week. This he agreed to do, but it appears that some little know-

ledge did leak out and I was intermittently questioned by other

press representatives in the cities I visited - St. Louis,

Indianapolis, Cincinnati, Charleston, West Virginia.

I arrived in Washington by a military plane about midnight on Friday,
the 27th,

This morning, the 28th, I visited General Collins, Secretary of the
Army Pace, and the President; also had a talk with General Gruenther,

The situation seems to be about as follows: The American Chiefs of
Staff are convinced that the Commander=in-Chief for the Atlantic

Pact Forces should be named immediately. Originally, it was apparently
the conception that the Commander should not be named until there were
actually large forces to command; that during the formative period a
Chief of Staff, heading a large planning, logistic and administrative
group, could do the work. The opinion finally prevailed that if a
commander's prestige was going to do any good in this problem, it would
be best used during the most critical period of all, namely, while we
are trying to get each of the nations involved to put forth maximum
effort in producing, training and maintaining defensive forces.

It now appears that all of the Chief of Staffs group of the Atlantic
union (the group of which General Bradley is Chairman) have concurred
in this conclusion and I am informed that they unanimously desire that
the Commander should be an American and specifically myself,

From the moment that this possibility was first mentioned, many months
ago, I have steadfastly stood by one statement, This statement is that
T am a soldier and am ready to respond to whatever orders my superiors
in the defense forces and the President, as Commander-in=Chief, may
care to issue to me. The President is particularly anxious that the
matter be not placed upon a cut and dried "order and obey" basis, He
apparently wants to be able to announce that if I should take such an
assignment, that I am responding to a "request."




October 28, 1950 2

There is, however, one major obstacle at this moment to completing
the details which would make the assigmment effective and public.
This is the fact that there are a number of controversial subjects
lying in front of the Council of Defense Ministers, and it appears X
to be the desire of the American and British staffs to handle all

of these questions as a bundle - they do not want to agree merely
to those points in which other nations offer no objection, and by
doing so leave unsolved those parts of the plan to which other
nations may object.

Specifically, the most controversial subject of all appears to be
that of rearming Western Germany. America and Brityain want to
proceed with a partial rearmament, and thus throw the Germans into
the whole defensive structure. The French have objected to any
consideration whatsoever of such a scheme, although later it appears
that they have advanced a theory involving a complicated form of
partial German rearmament and hodgepodge organization that they feel
might be approved by popular French opinion,

In this general argument I appreciate the French position and sym-
pathize with it. However, I am definitely of the opinion that the
French leaders should realize that the safety of Western Furope
demands German participation on a vigorous scale and should get
busy on the job of educating public opinion in France to accept
this proposition, subject, of course, to clear evidence that the
Germans cannot regain a position from which they could threaten
the safety and security of France. Because of this belief, I am
of the further opinion that the Americans and British are correct
in refusing to agree to a plan that would necessarily remain
largely a paper one and would give more opportunity for debate than
for action., They should hold out for a sensible solution for this

vital problem before agreeing to accept on behalf of Ameri%
responsibility for command, r : _

I scarcely expect to see this situation clearly and unequivocally
resolved. Rather, I suspect that the French may make certain
promises and engagements that will at least partically justify a
favorable decision on the part of the Americans and British, and
that possibly the command will be set up with very great areas of
indecision and doubt with respect to the Western German question,
If nothing at all is done in the way of resolving these difficulties
and I am still asked to command, I would have very great doubts as
to the wisdom of my consenting to accept the position. It might be
better to make an issue of the matter, even though my own attitude
might be very seriously misunderstood in this country or abroad.
If, however, there is developed any chance whatsoever that this

vital point can be settled logically,as before indicated, it seems
to me that I have no choice in the matter whatsoever,
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October 28, 1950 3

As of this moment, I would estimate that the chances are about
nine out of ten that I will be back in uniform in a short time,

All this will occasion a very great deal of adjustment in my
personal life, Mamie's heart condition deteriorates a bit year

by year and I hate to contemplate the extra burden thrown upon

her by attempting to set up housekeeping in Europe, particularly
when she would also be worried about the condition of her father
and mother back in Denver. Actually this phase of the whole
business would be the only one that would give me any great

private concern, As for myself, I do not think it is particularly
important where I am working as long as I feel I am doing the

best I can in what I definitely believe to be a world crisis. It
will, of course, be a wrench to give up the work I am so earnestly
working on at Columbia, but there are some fine young men there
that can carry on and I am sure that my friends all over the country
who have promised to help will not let them down merely because I
have to go away temporarily. As to the period of time in which I
might be involved in such an affair, I do not see how a hard and
fast estimate can be made, I firmly believe that my own maximum
possibilities for service - based upon my alleged prestige in
Europe - will begin to diminish very soon after the organizational
phases of the proposition begin to show results. We must remember
that the whole scheme may be one that will have to remain in effect
for ten, fifteen or twenbty years.x Consequently, it seems to me that
it would be important for me to throw in at an early date some
acceptable and reasonably young commander to take over and carry on
the work for a reasonable length of time, While I realize that I
might be able to carry on for five or six years, I think it is bad
practice to allow such developments to fall into the hands of older
men. Particularly, I would not want to see the habit started of
assigning successive commanders who had almost reached the end of
their usefulness as soldiers,

At this moment, there is no telling when decision on these matters
will be reached,
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I have now been in Paris for about ten days occupying a temporary headquarters in the
Astoria Hotel, The problems to date have centered far more on the annoying and frus-
trating details that impede the effort to get ready to work rather than any important
subject connected with the arming and training of European forces,

Yesterday, I went to see the British Chiefs of Staff., We had lunch at Claridge's and
I immediately returned to this City. The general talk was about plans and schemes for
organizing for the defense of Western Europe, with one eye on the possibilities of
doing something to alleviate the bitterness of British popular reaction to the recent
announcement of Fechteler as the Supreme Commander in the North Atlantic. I personally
believe we can do something by emphasizing the importance of the Mediterranean area
command and announcing some British lNaval officer as the commander. (This command
would not include control over the American Naval Forces given me for protection of my
right flank, nor would it interfere in any way with my scheme of command for the pro-
tection of Western Europe.)

Admiral Sherman is coming to see me tomorrow with Admiral Carney., I hope that we shall
reach such clear understandings of what we are trying to do, that I can push right
ahead in forming up the various sub=-sectors of this command, making announcements as to
commanders, and thereafter getting on with the real job that we have. General Juin,
who I want for command of ground forces in the center, will not return to Paris for
some days. I understand that I will have some difficulty with him because he will
insist upon taking actual operational control of supporting air forces. Bub he does
not see that such an organization will give both the American and British Air Forces
the excuse to hold back on allocation of air units to this command. They will claim
that the "ground" viewpoint is manifesting itself and that the air cannot afford to
make sizeable allocations in an area where the air "will not be so used as to realize
its maximum capabilities.!

Of course, all this kind of talk is largely balderdash, but each of the Services has
its own little fetishes and prejudices and insists upon living by them. In our own
way s m*mo; ¢ ly free of the kind of thing that motivates the ordinary or
small-time politician = this is the inability to shake loose from considerations of a
short=term self-grmdi;'_gemnt or advancement in favor of long-term, eventual good for
all of us. (In spite of this statement, I still believe that the uniformed Services
produce a higher average of concern for the public good and selfless devotion to sheer
duty than do any other professions or industrial or labor organizations.)
o <

Right now, France is without a Government, The one headed by lr. Plevin has fallen
and we do not know when one can be successfully orgamized to take its place. Britain
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is torn apart by savage resentment against the Govermment for consenting to

Fechteler's appointment in the Atlantic, The source of this s of course, is England's
traditional concern with the sea and the sea lanes that connect it to all other parts
of its Empire. Moreover, national prestige and glory have been damaged, This is the

type of thing that should be foreseen by so=called statesmen and political leaders
but, instead, they just blunder along and leave the results of their errors for some=-

one else to clean ups Too often, these poor victims are the men in uniform.

I am collecting a most able staff. I am particularly impressed with Schuyler and
Anderson, two Americans, In addition, a little personal group I have made up of
Gault, McCann, and Carroll are most unusuale De Havilland, a Britisher on the Council
of National Representatives, seems likewise to be a very capable person. Among the
French officers, I have not formed any real conclusions; but among the Government
officials who have just lost their places, I liked Plevin, Schumann, and Moch very
much indeed.
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10 July 1951

On Sunday morning I was visited by Charlie White, President of Republic Steel.
His principal reason for looking me up was to say that he had just completed a
close examination into the coal and steel industry in Britain. He is convinced
that Britain is again going downhill economically and that the real reason is

that they are not producing enough coal. He believes that labor is not perform-
ing efficiently and that management is not providing the incentives that will get
labor to develop. He feels that since the Government has completely nationalized
these industries, political leaders must participate in the problem and get busy,
or slow disaster will overtake Britain. He feels that coal production must in-
crease in Britain to the point where that country can again export coal.

This whole conversation was so interesting that I asked Mr. White to meet with
representatives from my Headquarters and possibly the ECA Headquarters. To
this he enthusiastically agreed, because he thinks that with pressures exerted
from the right directions, Britain can save herself.

* % * %* %*

Mr. White then launched into a description of conditions, present and future,
within the United States, as he sees them.

His first hypothesis is that in the next election there must be a Republican victory;
that government has fallen so low in the minds of most Americans, that it can
exert no leadership and has no prestige. This condition, he believes, influences
adversely our position abroad. He thinks that the Republicans have been very
stupid and have again and again allowed internal fights and personal struggles for
nomination to be the cause of Republican defeat in general elections. He desparate-

ly hopes that such a fight may be avoided this time. At this point he brings in a prophecy

concerning the business cycle in the United States. He says that in spite of the
rearmament program, we are due for a recession, although probably not a full
scale depression, in the United States. He is certain that this will occur as the
rearmament program tapers off. In support of this he quotes figures concerning
the annual output of passenger cars and refrigerators as being far in excess of the
annual consumption rate in the United States. He says this observation applies to
many other items. (While he gave approximate figures in several items, it seems
unnecessary to repeat them here). As a result of this situation, he believes that
the man elected President of the United States at this coming election cannot possibly
be reelected in 1956. His next argument is that the Republicans must have two
acceptable candidates to offer the public, one to win in 1952 and restore '"'sound
business practices' to the United States, and the second to win the election in 1956.

He says that he speaks for no one except himself. He has worked out his plan by
himself. This plan is that Mr. Taft should be elected in 1952, that I should support
him, and that I should accept the post of Secretary of Defense in the Cabinet. (He
apparently does not know that it is against the law for a soldier to fill that particular
post and that General Marshall is filling it now only by virtue of a special dispensation
from Congress). The scheme would be for Mr. Taft to agree in advance that he would
not seek reelection and that I should be promised this by the Republican leaders.




I told Charlie White that, of course, I was flattered that he should think of me
in these terms, but so far as I was concerned (a) I now have a job of transcen-
dent importance to the United States. Because it is a military post, I do not
find it possible to participate in American partisan politics; (b) that I have
always insisted that I would never be connected in any way with politics - even
after I could finally lay aside my uniform, except in such exceptional circum-
stances where a duty was clearly indicated. In this case, I do not see any call
to duty.

Mr. White left after repeating that the idea was solely his and not to be repeated
to anyone else.
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Monday, 29 October 1951

Today I was visited by several individuals who brought up the political
struggle in the United States. Chief among these were Mr. Weir, Head of
the National Steel Company; and Mr. Harold Talbott who, as I understand
it, has been associated with Republican politics for some years.

In general, the argument of both men was the same. It is about as follows:

a. In the absence of some serious opposition, Mr. Taft is going
to capture the Republican nomination for President before the convention
itself meets. In other words, when the convention Mes, there will
be so many delegates pledged to him that opposition will be useless.

b. That Mr. Taft can get in an election the solid vote of the old-
line Republicans, but no others. Specifically, Mr. Talbott said he could
get no votes from anybody under 30 years of age. The further statement
was made that in our country today are 40% Democrats, 31% Republicans,
and 28% Independents. This last figure was completely astonishing to me
and I doubt its accuracy.

c. The proof is clear, according to these gentlemen, that Taft
cannot be elected President of the United States. Fundamentally, they
believe that Taft's lack of appeal is the belief in the United States that he
represents a reactionary type of thinking, and especially that he represents
a reactionary wing of the Republican Party.

d. Mr. Truman, they believe, would beat Mr. Taft very easily.
Mr. Weir said that any other Democrat could likewise beat Mr. Taft.

= Four years more of Democratic, uninterrupted, government
in our country will put us so far on the road to socialism that there will be
no return to a free enterprise. They firmly believe that we would follow
the example of Britain until we became fully socialized, which means, of
course, fully regimented.

s That the only way to halt this chain of events and to give the
United States a breathing space is for me to make a proper move within a
reasonable time (although neither man stated the exact time) to allow all
elements of Republican Party, other than the supporters of Taft, to nominate
me as President. They think that I would be easily elected because of what
they call my appeal among Independents and also among certain sections of
the Democratic Party.



29 Oct 51

These representations happen to coincide with four letters that I received
today from people at home (one of them completely unknown to me), out-
lining the same argument. The whole business is merely repetitive and,
except for the utter seriousness with which it is presented, it grows very
monotonous. It is certainly burdensome.

In reply, I said to these men as I have said before:

H; I do not want to be President of the United States, and I want
no other political office or political connection of any kind.

b. I am now on a job in which success is of the most tremendous
importance to the future of the United States.

8. One of the great factors in producing success in this job is
support from the bulk of the American population. Consequently, I have
no right to announce any partisan leanings of any kind, because to do so
would jeopardize the great project on which the United States is spending
so much money and on which her future so clearly depends.

d. I entered upon this post only from a sense of duty - I certainly
had to sacrifice much in the way of personal convenience, advantage, and
congenial constructive work when I left New York. I will never leave this
post for any other kind of governmental task except in response to a clear
call to duty. I will not be a participant in any movement that attempts to
secure for me a nomination because I believe that the Presidency is some-
thing that should never be sought, just as I believe, of course, that it could
never be refused. What future circumstances could convince me that I had
a duty to enter the political arena, I am not prepared to say. I simply do
not know what they could be. I merely adrﬂ%t that, as of now, I would con-
sider the nomination of which they Speak accomplished without any direct

or indirect assistance or connivance on my part to place upon me a
transcendent duty.

S Because of these convictions, if ever I should decide that I have
/duty to perform, it would be incumbent upon me instantly to submit my
remgnatmn to the President.

It is difficult indeed to maintain the attitude I tried to explain to my visitors.
It would be much easier to simply have done with the whole business by
arbitrarily declining to give it any thought whatsoever. Possibly I shall

do this yet. As of now, I see nothing to do but to keep my mouth shut.
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2—-% 21 December 1951

@ With reference to the Stassen visit, I intended to summarize the account he
gave to me, He has done that himself in the form of a note which I have just
received., It is contained in my correspondence files under his name.
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§-’ 21 December 1951

Two or three days ago, the Prime Minister of Great Britain made a visit to
SHAPE. He was accompanied by the British Ambassador to France and by
Anthony Eden, the Foreign Secretary,

Our talk largely centered around the concept of a European Army, General
Gruenther has made a rather extensive summary of the conversation, but it is
easy to see that the plans presently under discussion on the Continent do not con-
form with the ideas Mr., Churchill has had in mind, Consequently, he is very
lukewarm - it is better to say he is instinctively opposed - toward them. How-
ever, since we here agree with him that the attempt to make Great Britain a
participant in the European Army project would only slow the matter up, it is
clear that his personal opinions have no real significance except as they affect
the warmth of his political and moral support,

It is quite true that Europe really needs the morale and support of Great Britain;
several of the Continental countries have become accustomed to look to Britain
for this kind of leadership. We had a very warm discussion on the whole matter
and, while I most certainly did not convince him, I am sure that he realizes he
must do something in the way of giving us the kind of support we ask. He is

quite ready to admit that, in the long run, a politically unified Western Europe is
essential to the welfare and security of the free world. He is likewise ready to
admit that we should try to make the formation of a European Army one of the
stepping stones toward such a political union, But he balks at the idea of attempt-
ing to set up a single ministry to deal with the administrative and other ministerial
problems of a European Army and will go no further, in his own convictions, than
to propose and support some kind of a coalition force, In other words, he wants
to go back to exactly the thing we had in World War II and merely multiply the
number of participating nations (and most certainly multiplying the difficulties),

Frankly, I believe that, subconsciously, my great friend is trying to re-live the
days of his greatest glory., He has taken upon his own shoulders, as he did in
World War II, the dual position of Prime Minister and of Defense Minister., He

is struggling hard to bring about a recognition of specially close ties between
America and Britain, and is soon to depart for the United States in furtherance

of this purpose. I am back in Europe in a status that is not too greatly different,
in his mind, from that which I held with respect to him in World War II. To my
mind, he simply will not think in terms of today, but rather only those of the war
years. (Yet it is a curious fact that, in spite of his insistence that men must wear
their own national uniforms, wave their own national flags, sing their own national
hymns, and serve under their own national officers, it is still true that in the late
summer of 1942 he offered to put British soldiers in American uniforms in order
to facilitate their entry into North Africa. For that one moment, he saw a special
need and, therefore, acted in accordance with that need, )

My regretful opinion is that the Prime Minister no longer absorbs new ideas;
exertation and appeals to the emotions and sentiment still have some effect on
him - exposition does not.




January 1, 1952

Dear Mr, President:

Your letter of December 18 was delayed in transit, not reaching me until the
28th. At that moment I was intensively engaged in an effort to sp&dr our
European friends into developing an acceptable plan for a European Army as
well as, eventually, some form of European political Union. All this explains
the time required for my answer to reach you. I am deeply touched by the con-
fidence in me you express, even more by that implied in the writing of sych a
letter by the President of the United States. It breathes your anxious concern
for our country's future,

Part of my answer must almost paraphrase your own language where you say,
"If I do what I want todo . . ." There has never been any change in my per-
sonal desires and aspirations, publicly and privately expressed, efsn over the
past six years or so. I'd like to live a semi-retired life with my famil iven
over mainly to the study of, and a bit of wrlt_g_on, present day tre
problems s with a little dirt farming thrown in on the side. But just as you h_a_\g_e
decided that circumstances may not permit you to do exactly as you please, s
I've found that fervent desire may sometimes have to give way to a conviction of
duty. For examplé - I'm again on military duty and in a foreign country!
e K X 7
Now, I do not feel that I have any duty to seek a political nomination, in spite of
the fact that many have urged to the contrary. Because of this belief I shall not
do_so.” Moreover, to engage in this kind of activity while on my present military
assignment would encourage partisan thinking in our country toward a project of
the utmost importance to the nation as a whole., (Incidentally it would be in
direct violation of Army Regulations.) So I shall keep still in all this struggle
for personal position in a political party. Of course, a number of people know
of my belief that any group of American citizens has a right to fight, politically,
for any set of principles in which its members believe and to attempt to draft a
leader to head the fight!

-~

”
3eécau e iefs and/because particularly of ination to remain
silent you know, far better than I, that the possibility that I will ever be drawn

into political activity is so remote as to be negligible. This policy of complete

abstention will be meticulously observed by me unless and until extraordinary
circumstances would place a mandate upon me that, by common consent, would
be deemed a duty of transcendent importance, :

Foast }

This answer is as full and frank as I am able to dewse(and I would be very
regretful if you thought it otherwma But when one attempts to discuss such

important abstractions as a sense of duty applied to unforseen circumstances of
the future ne:.ther brewty nor a.rbltra.ry pronouncement seems wholly a.pphcable

This note brings to you and yours, from Mamie and me, our best wishes for a
: happy and prosperous 1952, To you personally, my continued esteem and regard,

Respectfully,

(wok Mowdnorrdin) /s/ DWIGHT D. EISENHOWER
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22 January 1952

This morning's paper states that the President's budget, just submitted to Congress,
amounts to something over eighty-five billion dollars, with a contemplated deficit
for the year of fourteen billion. Only in two of the years of World War II has an
American budget equalled this figure - it is a record for peacetime. Of the budget,
the paper states that approximately sixty-five billion is to be applied to military
preparedness, including help for our Allies,

I have not been a party to any of the military estimates included in the budget. I
know that the men who have made the studies are capable, honest, and patriotic,
Yet I know something of the methods of making such estimates, and I am well
acquainted with some of the countries in which the size of national budgets has
stifled initiative and caused great difficulties otherwise,

I am very greatly afraid that certain basic truths are being forgotten or ignored in
our public life of today. The first of these is that a democracy undertakes military
preparedness only on a defensive, which means a long-term, basis. We do not
attempt to build up to a D-day because, having no intention of our own to attack,

we must devise and follow a system that we can carry as long as there appears to
be a threat in the world capable of endangering our national safety.

As far back as 1945 and even earlier, I began discussing these subjects with the
President, Members of Congress, businessmen, personal friends, and others., I
talked with Jim Forrestal more than with anyone else about these things because of
his very great honesty of purpose and his dedication to public service. Moreover,
he was so personally concerned by the dangers that our nation was incurring that he
wanted to talk about these things. Some of my associates in the Service and in other
governmental or civil positions have been equal to Jim Forrestal in selflessness, but
few have had his insatiable desire to learn and then to apply his knowledge for the
public good. So we explored and searched together to see if we could define an
appropriate course in language clear enough to be specific and yet general enough
to be applicable over a period of time,

Almost everything that we came to think important could be classed as obvious fact,
some so obvious as to be trite. Nevertheless, one of the facts we agreed upon is
that, more and more, we seem to be in need of education in the obvious, whereas
too many so-called educators take great delight in pushing us further and further
into the obscure,

We felt that it is necessary to recognize that the purpose of America is to defend a
way of life rather than merely to defend property, territory, homes, or lives. As

a consequence of this purpose, everything done to develop a defense against external
threat, except under conditions readily recognizable as emergency, must be weighed
and gaged in the light of probable long-term, internal, effect. For example, we can
and do adopt in time of war restrictive practices that, if applied in time of peace,
would constitute serious damage to the system of government set up by our Consti-
tution., Censorship, price controls, allocation of materials and commodities, and
the like are necessary in a great war, In time of peace, certain of these controls
could possibly be applied in unusual and serious circumstances, but only in the
event that there are some specific self-limiting provisions included so that shrewd
politicians cannot, through the manufacture of continuous emergency, do permanent
damage to our system.




This need for avoiding damage to our system markedly influenced Jim and me as
we approached the development of estimates as to military requirements. No
argument is needed to show that excessive expenditures for non-productive items
could, in the long run, destroy the American economy. National bankruptcy would
necessitate a type of control or confiscation of property that would be in utter con-
tradiction to the assurances and safeguards of our Constitution, At the other
extreme, the traditional tendency in our country in time of peace has been to
neglect the armed forces to the extent of folly. Even subsequent to World War II,
with everybody, including ourselves, hoping for some kind of '""modus vivendi' with
the Russians, this traditional tendency had to be combatted. From 1945 to the day
of his death, Jim Forrestal devoted his most earnest efforts to this horn of the
dilemma, because American thinking seemed to be again ‘%ﬂicted with complacency
and disbelief, while he never once wavered from his profound conviction that
Communism was our great threat - that Communistic Russia would never relax its
pressure against us as long as we were exponents of free government,

In the very early days of 1947, when Jim was Secretary of the Navy and I was

Chief of Staff (Bob Patterson was Secretary of War) and we had preliminary talks

on this subject, we came to the general conclusion that if we would be provident

and prudent in the salvaging and preserving of materials left over from World War II,
and our money would suffer no depreciation, we should be able to produce a minimum
defensive structure, reasonably appropriate to our needs, with a yearly expenditure
for all Services of fifteen billion dollars (exclusive of stockpiling and other expenses
of that type).

In several conversations, the President seemed to agree to this general calculation
but expressed the hope that our relations with Russia could be steadily developed
to the point where this sum could be substantially reduced. Of course, all of us
agreed with the hope, but Jim himself believed that we should be prepared to carry
a load of this magnitude for a good many years.

The reason that we felt it so important to make some estimate of this kind is that
one of the most expensive practices in the maintenance of military force is uneven-
ness in the scale of preparedness and in yearly appropriation, Peaks in one year

or a series of years, followed by unwise reductions in a period when economy is the
sole watchword, tend to demand extraordinary expenditures with no return. Conse-
quently, we very greatly hoped to produce a plan and budget that would be, in effect,
an element of bipartisan policy, and which would be as free as possible of the
defects and costs brought about by yearly cuts or increases, usually due to impulses
or aberrations of the moment.

In the 1945 days of our association - really before we became firm friends -

Jim Forrestal and I differed seriously on one subject., This was the proposal for
unifying the three Services. He had visited me, twice, during 1944, while I was
still commanding at SHAEF. Although he was primarily concerned, at that time,
in other subjects, we mentioned this one casually. I thought he believed in unifica-
tion, but I was obviously mistaken. Of course, neither of us failed to see the need
for close coordination between the Services and unified control both of operational
and of budgetary planning. Our difference involved the best methods to accomplish
this, At first, he was afraid that the scheme that I supported would glorify the
military at the expense of civilian control. I tried to prove to him that the opposite
was true, He favored "committee' as opposed to '"single" civilian authority. (In







this connection, it is interesting to note that almost the last recommendation that
Jim Forrestal ever submitted, in 1949, plead for a higher degree of centralization
of authority in the Defense Department. )

Our fifteen billion dollar goal was never realized in any year. Every kind of attack
was made upon our estimates and all sorts of chiseling took place, Incidentally,
all of us were aware of the habit of bureaucrats to ask for greater appropriations
than they reasonably expected to get. This had been the practice of many, on the
theory that, since Congress was bound to cut appropriations in order to show that
it was '"economy minded, " the only recourse was to pad original estimates to the
extreme limit of possible justification, Following the war, the men with whom I
worked (and this includes all that I can now remember) decided that we would refuse
to follow with this practice. We would ask for what we believed to be the minimum
needed and then stand honestly and firmly behind our estimates and conclusions
when we were called before appropriate Congressional Committees. (I since have
sadly concluded that we were a bit naive. )

The chiseling and cutting of estimates was accompanied and made worse by a
steadily depreciating value of the dollar. Thus, in the fiscal years 1947, 1948,
1949, and 1950, the defense fabric continued to shrink at an alarming extent - and
this in spite of frequent protestations - on the part of responsible officials.

I personally left the Office of Chief of Staff in February 1948, but already the
situation was drifting to the point that I tried to bring certain of my convictions to
the attention of the public rather than merely to couch them in terms of recommen-
dations to governmental superiors. For example, in a book I published in 1948, I
warned of the dangers of deficiency in military strength although, of course, I did
not believe it appropriate or proper for me to recite the many instances where the
recommendations of my associates and myself had been rejected or disregarded.

It is interesting to speculate where we would now find ourselves had it not been for
the Communistic invasion of South Korea and the consequent awakening of the whole
free world to the warnings that people like Jim Forrestal had been expressing time
and time again in previous years.

Now I am afraid that we are risking damage from the other horn of the dilemma - that
is, the danger of internal deterioration through the annual expenditure of unconscion-
able sums on a program of indefinite duration, extending far into the future. This

is a subject which I am bound, in my present position, practically to ignore, It has
great political significance at home and I have already publicly stated that, if the
Republicans decide to place a political mandate upon me, I would not attempt to
evade it., Therefore, if I should, while on this critical military duty in SHAPE,
attempt to express my convictions about the matter, I would at the very least destroy
my usefulness to the country in this progran?f in which it is embarked. However,

the only justification for the imposition of an expenditure program that foresees a
minimum fourteen billion deficit is an immediate prospect of war - an emergency
which removes all normal limitations upon maximum financial, industrial, and
military effort. We are not told that this budget is for the emergency of a single
year; therefore, our péople can only assume that we plan to continue the practice

on the same scale.

I am astonished that an administration including, after all, many men of conserva-
tive and cautious tendencies could have approved or at least concurred in such a
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budget., Men like Symington, Lovett, Sawyer, Finletter, and Kimball certainly
must see the terrific dangers of such a program, unless it is stated to be specifi-
cally of an emergency character and definitely limited in a way to show that it is
so contemplated and regarded.

In this case, there is newspaper speculation to the effect that these budgets will
continue to rise at least until 1954 and then possibly to ''level off.' If this is true
(and I cannot believe for a moment that it is), then we are headed for worse than
trouble, The effect will be disastrous.

I realize, of course, that if the Russians should commit the great blunder of ven-
turing upon global war, or even if we should stumble into such a tragic situation,
then the people now urging expenditures of this type in the name of security will be
hailed in history as men of vision, foresight, and great wisdom. But I know that
those men have no better access to secret or otherwise valuable information than I
have. There is no greater probability of war today than there was two years ago;
and no one can say for certain that there is any greater probability of deliberately
provoked war at the end of this year or of next than there is now. We can say only
that properly balanced strength will promote the probability of avoiding war. In
this sense, we need the strength soon - but it must be balanced between moral
power, economic power, and purely military power,

Reasonable men have no recourse except to plan on the basis of stable, relatively
assured income and outgo. To do otherwise is adventure far beyond the point of
reason, Not only do I believe that military expenditures themselves should be cut,
but I believe that the government today should take the lead in establishing rigid
measures of economy and efficiency in all its activities so as to accomplish at a
very minimum some ten to twenty percent savings in all these other activities.

Only two or three years ago the President told me very solemnly that an aggregate
national budget of more than forty-two billion dollars would quickly spell uncon-
scionable inflation in the United States. Today we talk about eighty-five billion
and apparently mean it to be indefinitely prolonged into the future.

In considering this subject, of course it is necessary to make allowances for ample
support of the war in Korea, No one has ever given me even a vague estimate as to
what that war is costing, although I have asked a number of supposedly responsible
officials. Possibly many of them are just as uninformed as I am. Cutting of appro-
priations does not apply to the conduct of that war, which should, of course, be
supported earnestly. (Incidentally, I might remark that I am one of those who
believes that we did the right thing in defying and opposing the Communist advance
into Southern Korea. While it is manifestly an awkward place in which to fight, and
there seems to be no satisfactory conclusion to the struggle, yet it is my own
opinion that, had we allowed the South Korean Republic, which was sponsored by
the free nations, to go under, we would have by this time been kicked out of
Southeast Asia completely, and it would be touch and go as to whether India would
still be outside the Iron Curtain, If we had lost those areas, I do not know exactly
how we would obtain some of the raw materials we now import from those regions. )

If we do not, as American citizens, weigh this situation and reach a reasonable
answer in this year's appropriations, we will be so committed to a possibly unwise
military program that either we will begin to go far more rapidly down the inflation
road or we will again have to accomplish a sudden and expensive contraction in that
program. In this latter case, much of this year's appropriations would have, of
course, gone down the drain, (4’)
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MacArthur Marshall

 The Generals

The December issue of Harper's Mag-|  This is not written in criticism of nny, 9 Industry is being integrated with the

azine carries a leading article, “The|of these men ay individuals. They are
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sive about the siece is that the author they represent a dangerous military pat [off therecord meetings, cruises, junkets,

.can be a

neither of being an|tern, “They have in common the habat | and “strategic” orders,

&mateur nor a Communist. He is Hanson | of command and discipline and the men- ‘.’Perl:,h the most dangerous and in-

W. Baldwin, the conservative military | ¢q)

outlook of years of military training— | sidious

all s the growing influence

analyst of the even more conservative a tendency to apply the yardstick of which the armed forces are exerting
New York Times, and perhaps the fore- | physical power.” That is what makes this upon the American mind. The seryvices
most American m:rlhan fpecuhst in his| formidable accumulation of brass in| maintain large and carefull tratned pub-

chosen field

strategic civilian posts such a threat to! lic telations stafls and their lobby s

Baldwin's theme is one with which the future of democracs peobably the most powerful in the
PM are not unfamiliar—the in- Preparation for country. The lobby plays both upon the
creasing military domination of Ameri. T o i general public ll( tEe Congress. It uses
can life and the steady drift towards the | Total War all the well known and tested devices

garrison state.” It is, by the way, in itself| One of the root reasons for this vitua- | propaganda, pressure, judicious cen-

& commentary on the current climate of tion is the quiet but relentless prepara. sorship at the source, veterans organi-
opinion in this country that such a hi h]K tion for total war that is now taking place | zations’ spokesmen. “confidential” leaks,

- regarded writer as Baldwin should think | in

this country  Though the present| “hig names " specially artanged trips for

it necessary to start his weighty argu-|mobilization  as yet wcomplete and in ! ( uktessmen, and where necessary the
ment on a note of apology. “I must em. | its early stages, i1s not for purjmmes viear | (“crackpot,”  “pacifist,” “Com.

hasize,” he writes, “that 1 am not a|aggression, in the long run the effect 1s unist”),
Follower of Henry Wallace — nor, of | bound to be just the same—militarization fnkwﬁ'lmﬁm. Baldwin writes,
course, a Communist, nor a fellow- |of the youth | oncentration of political | “maore than $10,000 000,000 annually on
traveler.” Having thus established his | and economic power in a fow hands, andf owr  arined forces, or more than $70
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position so quietly and cleverly that the
public has not been alarmed. But the
time has come to ring the tocsin, or we
will find ourselves one day racing along
the same path as Germany.,

It is, in(fe‘ml. striking how many par-
allels there are between the United
States today and Germany, say, between
1890 and 1914. In both we find a boom.
ing economy; expanding world markets;
concentration of wealth in a few hands;
the growing power of igantic monopo-
lies; a tendency to rule the world and
to feel superior to it; reliance upon
military  might; emphasis upon sheer
streng({l. It is a nightmarish thought that
we may also repeat the disastrous mis-
takes of the Germans.

For if history shows anything, it shows
that when a people relies for its security
upon power alone, and places its future
in the hands of the professional military,
it is doomed to get exactly ‘what it tries
to avoid. The Founding Fathers knew

Rat; the great American statesmen and
hinkers knew that. But we, living in
€\ dge of the atom when total war
ust mean total loss of the basic liberties
akd probably also total destruction, seem
to} be blundering away from the lesson
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gAaITison state. It Is, Dy the way, In 1tselr
a commentary on the current climate of
opinion in this country that such a highl
* regarded writer as Baldwin should thin
it necessary to start his weighty argu-
ment on a note of apology. “I must em-
hasize,” he writes, “that 1 am not a
llower of Henry Wallace — nor, of
course, & Communist, nor a fellow-
traveler.” Having thus established his
~ credentials, he proceeds to demonstrate,
with a wealth of data and asive
reason, that the “growing influence of
-the military in American life is dangerous
to our democratic liberties.”
List Tells

The Story ;

The extent of the penetration of key
civilian positions, or positions most of
which should be and traditionally have
been civilian, by Army and Navy per-
sonnel is seen from the following list:

§ Lieut. Gen. Lucius D. Clay, governor
of Germany.

4 Maj. Gen. William H. Draper, Under
Secretary for the Army.

Brig. Gen. Frank T, Hines, ambas-
or to Panama.

9§ Gen, Thomas Holcomb, ambassador

" to South Africa.

§ Lieut. Gen. Geoffrey Keyes, governor

of Austria,
Adm. Alan G. Kirk, ambassador to
Belgium,
¢ Adm. William D. Leahy, intimate
Presidential adviser and personal chief
of staff.
¢ Gen. Douglas MacArthur, governor

ofJaé::rn:.
George C. Marshall, Secretary
of State.

{ Brig. Gen. Kenneth C. Royall, Secre-

for the Arg
Brig. Gen. Charles E, Saltzman, As-
sistant Secretary of State.
Lieut. Gen. Walter Bedell Smith,
ambassador to the Soviet Union.
- 4 Lieut, Gen, Albert C. Wedemeyer,
head of special mission to China.

In addition, there are about 13 Ameri-
can military missions scattered through-
out South America, and they, like their
Cerman prototypes under the German
Kaiser, wield great political and military
influence.

tion is the quiet but relentless prepara-
tion for total war that is now taking place
in this conntry  Though the present
mobilization, as vet invomplete and in
its early stages, 15 not for purpeses of
aggression, in the long run the cffect is
bound to be just the same—militarization
of the youth councentration of political
and economic power in a few hands, and
a systematic suppression of the mam
freedoms. This is, in essence, what is
meant by the “garrison state,” and no
one can deny that, uince the death of
FDR, the first steps in that direction have
already been taken. Propaganda is now
at work to prepare for the next steps.

Consider what has alieady happened:

€ The War and Navy Department
have been united under a Secretary
Defense with Cabinet status, and thrpe
other Secretaries who could sit in t
Cabinet if the President so wished. This
will give the armed forces preponderant
répresentation in the Cabinet.

{ The War Department’s Policy and
Strategy Group and the Navy's Politico-
Military Affairs section have been tied
with the State Department in one Co-
ordinating Committee (“Swink”).

U. 8. Follows
German Model

{The reorganization of the armed
forces provides for a staff of 100 officers
to serve under the Joint Chiefs of Staff.
This is modelled after the German
General Staff which, as is well known,
became the real ruler of Germany, espe-
cially after Bismarck. There is also a
provision for one unified commander
(the Navy still refuses to agree) who, in
an emergency, will have absolute power
over the life of the Nation. “Not even
Britain or Germany in the extremities of
the last war,” comments Baldwin, “found
gg !Peed for any such organization as
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§ By means of subsidies and higher
salaries, the military has entered the field
of science to an enormous extent. In
physics and related areas, it has already
imposed severe intellectual restrictions,
even where security does not call for it.
m}ROTC courses have been enlarged

increased.
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| pwopDagandaa, pressure, juaicious ven-

sorship at the source, veterans organi-
zations’ spokesmen, “confidential” leaks,
“hig names,” specially arranged trips for
Cougressmen, and where necessary the
siwar  ("crackpot,” “pacifist,” “Com-

For if history shows anything, it shows
that when a people relies for its security
upon power alone, and places its future
in the hands of the professional military,
it is doomed to get exactly ‘what it tries
to avoid. The Founding Fathers knew

unist”),
( e are ing, Baldwan writes,
“more than $10,000,000,000 annually on

our arined forces, or more than $70
apiece per person in the United States;
we maintain uniformed forces totaling
more than 1500000 men, the largest
navy w the woild, one of the largest
air forces, and an army second to none
in equipment and second only to Rus-
sia’s in size Yet we are constantly
told that our armed forces are ‘weak,
and measures already presented to Con-
gress (UMT, etc) would add billions
more to our defeps "

turbing because the American people,
who are certainly unmilitaristic and who
share with Thomas Jefferson a traditior
horror of powerful standinﬁ armies ahd
all the military paraphernalia, have

cepted the situation passively. There ire,
I think, two explanations for this. (ue
is that the Nation is worried a
security in a chaotic world; the oth
that the armed forces have moved [nto

Rat; the great American statesmen and
inkers knew that. But we, living in
e\ dge of the atom when total war
ust mean total loss of the basic liberties
akd probably also total destruction, seem
tol be blundering away from the lesson
ofjall experience.

o halt the drift towards the “garrison
sthte,” we will have to, first of all, give
upr the dangerous illusion that we can
‘hieve absolute security by any means,
articularly by means of military domin-
nce; secondly, we will have to return
civilian thinking and to a civilian

- regime where stra!e[.'}ilc“lm]icy positions
thi

are concerned; and ly, subordinate
much of our incumparai:le power to
some larger whole, perhaps a strength-
ened United Nations or an approximation

.| toward a world government. There is

really not much choice in the matter,
unless, like the hlind horse that just
didn’t give a damn, we insist upon run-
ning into the ditch.

—SavL K. PApovER

Inside Washington:

sty By oo Al e
WASHINCTON

While the controversy still rages over
shipment of U. S. goods to Russia and her
satellites, American business firms are step-
ping up their exports to the Soviet regions.
But this is likely to be only a temporary
situation—a cleaning up of back business,

Latest Commerce Dept. records show an
upward trend for the month of October
and it is expected that the rise will also
be reflected in November figures when they
become available.

On the basis of statistics now at hand,
October exports to Russia amounted to
$9,100,000. Most of the s s oan-
sisted of machinery such as oil-drilling ap-
paratus and electrical equipment. The value

of the goods was three times the value of

Exports to Riss

those exported by American firms to Russia
in September, and twice the amount shipped
in August.

Interestingly, American imports  from
Russia during October amounted to §7,-
835,000. Most of this=abont 60 per cent—
represented purchases of Russian furs, al-
ways an important item in the U. S.-Russian
trade.

A majority of foreign trade experts be-
lieve that the reason for the increase in
American deliveries to Russia can be traced
to rising sentiment particularly in Congress,
against doing business with the Sovicts,

These experts believe that American firms
have made every effart to speed up thelr
deliveries against the possibility that there
may be some advearse action in Congress
to curtail future shipments.

__ There’s lots of speculation on Capitol Hill, especially about who was speculating. — P.M.




