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REMARKS

OF

HON. HUBERT H. HUMPHREY

OF MINNESOTA

Ameriea's foreign policy is not created in
a vacuum, It results from the fact that we
are a nation among nations and in constant
assoclation with one another, In this assoe
clation we must necessarily have a flexible
palicy to meet changing times and changing
condltions. America’s foreign policy ecan
never be a predetermined, airtight program
of inflexibility.

There are, however, important aspects of
our foreign policy to which we are irrevoc-
ably dedicated:

1. The maintenance and guaranteeing of
America’s Independence and froedom.

2, Working for and promcting tke inde-
perndence end freedom of peoples and nations
everywhcre,

3. A firm commitment to work through
end with the United Nations. A policy of
strengthenirg the United Nations in order
to achieve a just and enduring peace, based
upon seund principles of international law
and scclal justice.

4. A well-plenned program of politicel,
economie, health, and cultural assistance to
those nations and peoples who have dedi-
cated their fortunes and their lives to the
cause of freedom,

5. Promoting trade and friendly economie
and political relations amongst the nations
of the world.
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6. A deep and sincere humanitarian con-
cern and generosity for those who are under=
privileged and suffering from the ravages of
famine, disease, and poverty.

7. Honorably fulfilling all obligations and
commitments entered into by treaties and
compacts between oursclves and other
nations.

8. The maintenance of our national de-
fense military forces.

These principles are part of the glorious
hictory of our Nation.

Let us never forget that we do not live in
this world alone, We are not an island unto
ourselves. The admonitions of Scripture
which remind us that we are our “brother’s
keeper” need to be applied to the practical
realities of international and
foreign policy. In carrying out the above
principles it has been the aim of our Goy-
ernment, first, to aid in the rehabilitation
and rellef of those who sufiered so dearly
from the ravazes of World War II. This was
ciemplificd by our generous gifts to UNRRA
aad the interim ald program in 1845 and
1247 to Western Europe,

relations

Secondly, our Government’s forelgn policy
has been directed toward strengthening
hoce free nations that are resisting com-
munism from within end without. This
policy has taken chape in the adoption of
the Marshall plan of economie eld; the
North Atlantic Pact, a compact of the free
nations of the Atlantic community dedl-
cated to defense against aggression; ald now
being considered for the Republic of India;
the Greek-Turkish aid program which pre-



served freedom and independence for Turkey
and Greece; the Volce of America; our pro=
gram of defense mobilization; and military
assistance to our allies,

Thirdly, the policy of our Government is
to strike at the roots of Communist growth
and infiltration by a broad program of eco-
nomie, scientific, and technological assiste
ance to the underprivileged and under=
developed areas of the world. The point
4 program was a beginning, We are now
preparing to move forward on a much
broader and comprehensive program,

NATURE AND MENACE OF COMMUNISM

In shaping and carrying out our foreign
policy, which must, above all, be based on
our own self-preservation, it is imperative
that every American understand the nature
of the menace of communism—how it works,
how it gains support, who and what are its
natural allies. Communism s more than
a military threat; it is destructive of the
ideals and principles of our religious faith
and of our political philosophy. Wherever
communism has thrived, the individual has
keen enslaved; education has teen corrupted
and used for the selfish and greedy purposes
of those In power; free institutions of busi-
ness and labor have been destroyed; inde-
pendent ownership of farms and property has
been abolished; the very sanctity of the home
and of the family has been Jeopardized;
freedom of worship has been restricted,

This is the menace of communism—a men-
ace of military force and human slavery,
Make no mistake about it—international
communism will not satisfy its hungry appe-
tite by enslaving and conquering Europe and
Asla., Its ultimate objective and its final
blow s directed against the United States,
for here, in this great country, is to be found
the heart and soul of freedom and democracy.

It is my sincere conviction that we can-
not escape—nor, when we understand the
issue, do I feel we would want to escape—
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from assuming the responsibility of leader-
ship for the millions of people who are still
dedicated to liberty; nor dare we minimize
the threat of brutal power and force that
confronts us. It will do us no good merely
to hope for peace and security, I believe
we must be willing to work and sacrifice for
world peace and our own security. The
Soviet Union has brought under its control
millions of people—satellite nations. Today
communism controls over 800,000,000 people,
We in the United States, with slightly over
150,000,000 citizens, cannot meet this menace
alone, We need friends. We need free allies
if we are to preserve our own freedom,

It was the recognition of this obvious fact
that prompted our Government to enter into
the North Atlantic Pact—an alliance of 13
free nations for mutual defense and com-
mon effort in securing pecce. The North
Atlantic Pact was established within the
framework of the Charter of the United Na-
tions, It lends strength to the United Na-
tions. Let it be clearly understood that there
can be no United Nations If free and Inde-
Fendent nations are conquered and absorbed
by the Soviet Union. It is because of the
military power and the aggressive actions of
the Soviet Union and her satellites that it
became necessary to implement the North
Atlantic Pact by, first, the military assis-
tance program and, secondly, the creation
of a Western European defense system in-
cluding American troops, air power, and
naval forces,

TROOPS FOR EUROPE

The defense of Western Europe is essential
to the defense of the United States, Western
Europe and the United States represent the
muscle, the fiber, and the tissue of the forces
of freedom. Communist aggression looks
upon the countries of Western Europe as but
the steps—the gateway—to a frontal attack
upon the citadel of Iiberty, the arsenal of
democracy—the United States of America,

The question is simply this: Where do we
defend freedom against the constant pres-
sure and force of Communist totalitariane
ism? Shall 150,000,000 Americans undertake
this task alone, or shall we join as a strong
and participating partner with cur friends
and allies where the battle line has Leen
drawn?

Let's make no mistake about it: The de-
fense of Western Europe is the key to the
security of the United States. With the peo-
ple of Western Europe on our side, we have a
combination that the Communists cannot
bzat. But with Western Europe dominated
by Soviet Russia, its people enslaved, its re-
gources exploited, its factories producing the
materlals of war for Russia, we will be faced
with an overwhelming preponderance of
power that may well spell our doom.

The reasons for this are perfectly clear,
Military power consists of manpower, indus-
trial preduetion, natural rcsources, strategle
Ekases, and tke will to fight and resist. If
Vestern Europe is lost to the Communists,
the majority of the world's manpower goss
to the Communist forces.

If Western Europe is conquered or domi-
nated by the Soviet Union, the balance of
industrial production goes to the Commu-
nists,

If we loce Western Europe, the over=
whelming proportion of raw materials and
critical supplies goes to the Cocmmunists,

If we lose Western Europe we lcse ths
strategic bases, air and naval, from whance
to defend ourselves sgrinst Soviet attack.

If Western Europe is controlled by the
Communists, a spirit of defeatism and hope-
lessnecs will befall all of humanity.

A word akout industrial production,
There are three great industrial workshops
in the world: First, Canada and the United
States; second, Western Europe; third, Rus=
sla and her satellites. A striking way to il-
lustrate this fact iz to look at the world's
gicel capacity. For every 10 tons of stcel we
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in the United States can produc:, Western
Europe can produce more than 6 tons, Rus-
ela and her satellites can turn out 4 tons,
The significance of this is obvious, Add
Russia's 4 tons to Europe’s 6, and you wind
up with a steel capacity equal to our own.
On the other hand, combine free Europe and
the United States, and the result isa 4 to 1
advantage in our favor.

There are dozens of other illustrations
that can be shown, but they all lead back to
the conclusion that the productive capacity
of Western Europe and the United States
combined tremendously exceeds that of Rus-
sia and her satellites, And they alzo lead to
the conclusion that our margin of safety
weuld ke tremendcusly reducsd if frece Eu-
rope falls into Russian hands.

But productive capacity isn't the whole
story. With Western Europe in their hands,
the Communists would quickly take over all
the resources of the Old World. The Med-
iterranean would become a Red Sea. Africa
would be defenseiecs. The Liiddle East,
India, the rest of southeast Asia, Australia,
&nd the island areas of the Southwest Pa-
cific weuld fall into the Red orbit.

With the loss of Africa would go the
uranium supplies upon which our atomie
weapons so largely depend. IManganese, an
essentlal componant of steel, reaches us to-
day from India and Africa, Loecs of those
two regions would cripple our steel output,
Ifuch of our tin and all of our natural rubber
comes from the Malay Stralts and the island
ereas of the Scuthwest Pacific.

In short, the locs of Weetern Europe would
mean that we were forced te defend our-
s2lves with the resources and manpower of
the V/ectern Hemisphere alone and sharply
reduced—and that is not a happy prospect.

There are 2,250,000,000 people on earth,
About 300,000,000 of them live in the West-
ern Hemisphere—about one-seventh of the
world’s population. I do not relish the
prospect of living in the kind of world in



which the Communists control 85 percent
of the world’s population. And that is
exactly what we would face if we walked
out on Europe,

We must send troops to Europe because
our national self-interest demands that we
save Europe from Communist aggression,
To refuse to send troops is to serve notice
to the Soviet Union that it can walk across
the continent,

And Europe can be saved. Our military
experts, from General Eisenhower on down,
tell us so, and this is a military question.

They tell us it can be done by building
up the combined forces of land, sea, and air,

The second question is, should we limit
troops to Europe? I say “No.” If the secue
rity of Western Europe is basic to the secu=
rity of the United States, then it would be
sheer folly to limit that security by an act
of Congress, World War II should have
taught us the lesson of “too little and too
late.” The events leading to World War I
should now be conclusive evidence of the
futility of half-way measures, Let this be
berfectly clear: Military assistance to Euas
Tope—troops for Europe—is in our own na=-
tional interest. We do not know at any
time what the next 24 hours may bring, and
the lessons of Korea and Pear] Harbor should
have taught us we must be thoroughly pre-
pared.

How many troops belong in any one spot
Is a question which neither you nor I can
decide. Congress and the President have
decided, through the North Atlantic Pact
and the military assistance program, the
basic foreign and military policy, Military
leaders must decide technical questions of
military strength and troop movements,
These decisions must then be finally ap=-
proved and implemented by Executive direce
tion, nameiy the President, who is Coma-
mander in Chief of the Armed Forces,
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MOBILIZATION FOR DEFENSE AND PEACE

There are those who are disturbed about
our program of military mobilization and
what appears to be the tendency toward
war. I am sure that. People everywhere are
disturbed, confused, and emotionally upset,
We live in dangerous times. We are faced
with the possibility of war, ang yet we are
not a warlike nation, We desire perce. We
have made an honest effort to preserve peace
and will continue to make every effort hu-
manly possible, but peace cannot be obtained
without strength, Therefore, we are mo-
bilizing our strength not for aggression, not
for worlc power, but rather to impress upon
the leaders of the Soviet Union that the
free people of the world will resist aggrese
sion and force. At the same time, through
the counclls of the United Nations and
through the normal diplomatie channels, we
should let the world know that we stand
ready at all times for real disarmament under
International Inspection,

It 1s our solemn duty to impress upon the
People of the world the understanding that
wars do not solve problems and that we In
the United States have but one desire—
peace, freedom, and security, We know that
the answer to the aggression of International
communism is not to be found in military
Preparedness and strength alone. Qur major
emphasis must be directed to creating and
building the conditions of Ppeace. Peace in
Europe, peace in Asia will come only when
Injustice and exploitation have been re=
moved; when people have the right of self-
Eovernment; when economie and soeial op=
portunity is made avallable; when poverty,
ignorance, and disease have been checked
and rolled back. These are the objectives
toward which we should dedicate our efforts,

THE CRISIS IN ASTA

Our world is changing. Whole areas in
Asla and Africa are in revolution, Millions

of people are seeking their independence and
freedom, Some have obtained it—such as
the people of Indonesia, India, Burma, and
Ceylon; others are aspiring to it—such as
the people of Indo-China, North Africa, and
Malaya. If there has been a weakness in our
foreign policy it has been that we as a Nation
have failed to identify ourselves with the
legitimate desires of the people of Asla and
Africa to attain their own independende and
their own freedom. It is my considered
judgment that we ought not to be resisting
this revoclution. We ought to give it leader=
ship.

The tragedy of our time is that we have
permitted the Communists to identify thems=
selves with these liberation and emancipa-
tion movements in Asia and Africa. Yet
communism by its very nature is counter-
revolution, reaction, and subjugation. Ine
ternational communism’s only purpose in
Joining with these people seeking their inde=-
pendence is to gain control and inflict on
these people their vicious and brutal system
of exploitation and oppression. Our job is
to explain that to the world, not only in
words but by setting an example through
leadership, throuzh guidance, through gen=
erous assistance.

INDIA

We must be patient and understanding—
and we ought to be. We tco, only a short
time ago In human history, obtained our
freedom. We rejected colonialism; we were
sensitive and jealous of our liberty. And
we were justly concerned with our own in-
dependencs, trying to keep away from fore
eign entanglements. Let me give you a
modern example. I refer to the Republic of
India. Here is a nation of over 350,000,000
people that has just obtained its independ-
ence after 300 years of colonial exploitation,
India is confronted with overwhelming prch-
lems within her own borders. She is new

in the art of sclf-government, She is, in a
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sense, weak in military and economic power
but potentially strong and rich,

Many Americans are disturbed, yes, angry
because the Government of India does not
see eye to eye with us on the problem of
communism in China. But shouldn't Amer-
icans consider that India is consumed with
the difficulties of her new independence and
freedom? That she wishes to keep away
from foreign entanglements? This is the
natural and the historic pattern of new
nations. It was our pattern, our experi-
ence of less than a hundred years ago. India
is a country that is prodemocratic by its
constitution, its government, and its phi-
loscphy. It has taken stern measures against
totalitarian groups within its own borders.
It is a part of the British Commonwealth,
our major ally. It is without a doubi the
leading free country in Asia, Yet, because
India has not alined herself with us on
the China question, even though she has
supported thr Unlted Nations' resolution to
resist aggression in Korea, she is today being
criticized and condemned and is suffering
at the hands of our own Government, which
is withholding urgently needed food and
wheat from India,

You will be interested in knowing that
American policy with reference to the Ra-
public of India has been & major con-
cern of mine ever since my arrival in the
United States Senate. I have realized the
importance of cordial relations between our
country and India. I have attempted to
make an intensive study of American-Indian
relationships, and in particular the political,
economlic, and social institutions of that
great Asiatic power. On several occasions
during the past 2 years I have spoken on the
floor of the Senate on the subject of India
and its position in world affairs. Not only
have I brought these matters to the ate-
tention of the Senate, but I have also
brought to the personal attention of the



President and the Secretary of State
America's policy with regard to India and
the other areas of the Far East,

Better thar a year ago I outlined to the
President and the Secretary of State the
urgent need of food for India if that coun=
try were to avert famine and all of the ac-
companying agony and confusion, Approxi-
mately 8 months ago I had the privilege of
meeting one of our great Christian leaders
from India, Bishop Pickett, of Delhi. I had
Bishop Pickett discuss the Indian food short-
age with Members of Congress, with the
Secretary of State, and with Special Assistant
to the President, Mr. Averill Harriman, as
well as with Vice President Barklev. I ac-
companied Bishop Pickett to all of these
meetings where he presented the very real
need of focd for the people of India. At a
later date I arranged for the bishop to visit
the President.

On December 16, 1950, the Indian Am-
bassador to the United States, Madam
Pandit, made a formal request to our Govy=
ernment for 2,000,000 tons of cereal grains,
Following this formal request, I joined with
other Members of the Congress in preparing
a letter t) the President asking for an audi-
ence to discuss the food needs of India,
Along with Senator O'MARONEY, of Wyoming,
I arranged for a congressional delegation to
visit the President. We received from him
assurances that he supported India’s request
for 2,000,000 tons of grain. The President,
subsequently, sent a very strong message to
the Congress in support of food for India.

Immediately following the President's mes-
sage, I joined with three of my colleagues in
the Senate In Introducing & bill to authorize
the Government of the United States to pro=
vide the grain that India needs,

It is imperative that there be congressional
approval of legislation to provide a grant of
2,000,000 tons of food grain to the people of
India. There are disturbing signs in India
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and In all of Asia—slgns of great mistrust
on the part of the pecple of that continent
that the United States is not interested in
thelr welfare. You and I know that the
American_people are a generous people; that
by philosophy, tradition, and history we have
always demonstrated a keen and abiding in-
terest in the welfare of our fellow men. It
is imperative that we use the strength of our
abundance in our conflict with communism,
Witl nut an: expansion of industrial capacity,
without any further mobilization of man-
power, we can strike deadly blows at Inter-
natlonal communism by lifting the standard
of living and by aiding the ciek, the hungry,
and the exploited.

The people of Asla face starvation, Free-
dom loses its meaning if it 1s without bread,
Our Nation, if it is to be effective in the
struggle against communism, must respond
to the appeal for food from the under-
privileged peoples of Asla, Africa and the
other underdeveloped areas. Yes, the most
effective way to oppose communism and fas-
clsm is to eliminate the causes of those ma-
lignant diseases. It is not idealistic to say
that we must attack poverty in the world,
This Is practical realism in the twentieth
century. The time to assist the democratic
forces In India and in other parts of Asia is
now. Every humanitarian consideration,
every political and religious conslderation,
and every consideration of cur national in-
terest calls for the Corngress to act imme-
diately in support of legislatlon for food grain
for the people of India.

Food for ~adia is symbolic of an over-all
comprehensive program th-t is Cesperately
needed—a program striking at the roots of
communistic growth—a program that had
its beginning in the point 4 program, as
announced by President Truman. We can
be a partner in the self-help efforts of these
new nations In the Asiatic area, The govern=
ments of these new nations are struggling to

maintain their Integrity and thelr freedom.
These gcvernments, as history has proven,
can be destroyed from within., There need
be no Communist military attack. The at-
tack of poverty and economic distress can be
Just as ruinous and destructive as a military
blow. Communism in Asla, particularly in
the southern and southeastern portions, is
growing because the economic conditlons are
favorable to its growth. The propaganda of
communism offers bread and land to the
under-privileged and to the exploited. A
bold and comprehensive program of eco-
nomic assistance can prevent these areas
from going communistic,

I point up the issue of India because I be=
leve that if we are to build a world dedi=
cated to a just and enduring peace, if we
as Americans are to give leadership, we must
not expect all of our friends and allles to
agree with us all the time on every issue,
Freedom means the right to disagree. We
condemn the policy of the Soviet Union for
having satellite or stooge nations that say
“yes” at every command. Are we not expect=
ing our friends and allles to be subservient
to our every wish? This must not be. Free
allies, free nations must be expected to have
independent judgment, and that judgment
must be respected for what it is.

KOREA

I fully realize the tragedy, bloodshed, and
destruction that has come with our resiste
ance of aggression in Korea. The attack of
the North Koreans and the entrance of Com«
munist China into the Eorean conflict is
clear and unadulterated aggression. Were
we to let this aggression go unchecked, we
would again see the pattern of conquest un-
fold 1itself with ever-increasing greed and
power. Our struggle in Korea is a struggle
for freedom, for independence, and for a
world based on law and order, Like your-
sclf, T am disappointed that the other mem-
bers of the United Natlons have not felt free

945560—39068

to give us greater support. But those valiant
men who have sacrificed their lives in Korea
and those who are yet battling against tre-
mendous odds, may well save this world from
an all-out catastrophic World War ITI. While
the battle is far away from our homeland,
the aggressive attack of the Communists in
the Korean area is a dagger pointed at our
heart. Those who have given their lives in
the Korean conflict have done as much to
Preserve and protect the freedom of America
and the rest of the free world as the patriots
at Valley Forge, the Argonne, and the Battle
of the Bulge. They are fighting the fire of
communism to prevent the conflagration
ifrom sweeping over our own homeland,

Aggression on the part of any nation
against another is banditry and lawlessness.
It needs to be challenged just as we in a
local community take effective action against
those who commit assault and battery or
trespass against the private property of
others. There isn't a shadow of a doubt that
the North Korean action was a part of the
over-all program of the Cominform and its
aggressive tactics. I repeat, the fact that
we met this aggression, despite t.l:}e risks
involved and despite the great sacrifice that
it meant, has done a great deal to check the
Foscibllity of World War IIT.

1, for one, am convinced that if this attack
had not been challenged, it would have been
the “go ahead” signal for any nation in the
world to move its troops against another.
We know what happened in the Berlin air
1ift when Russia decided to blockade Berlin.
We know that by firm and determined action
on the part of our Government and that of
Great PEritain, the Soviets finally appealed
for a settlement and the blockade was lifted.
I think the facts of the last few years reveal
conclusively that wherever nations refuse to
resist Communist pressure, communism
moves ahead, conguers, and controls. I
think the facts reveal that wherever nations
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do resist Communist pressure, communism
takes another look, sizes up the situation,
and comes to an agreement that preserves
the peace.

I know there has been a great deal of criti-
cism about what has transpired in Korea. I
am not prepared to defend every action that
we have taken, but I do defend the moral
valldity—the righteous purpose of our resiste
ance of aggression,

CHINESE RELATIONS

We Americans are worried and c¢onceri..
over what has transpired in China. But let
us get the record clear, Our Government has
been generous with the Chiang Kal-shek
Government of the Republic of China, Our
Government extended to Chiang's Nationale
ist Government of China a grand total of
$3,598,200 in economic and military ald,
Our Government sent one of its most able
public officials, Gen, George Marshall, to
China in a desperate effort to save the situa-
tlon. I do not know all of the reasons why
the Chinese Communist movement con-
quered China and defeated the Nationalist
Government. But I do know that it was
through no fault of ours. The propazanda
that has becen let loose in America agalnst
our policy in China would lead many to be-
lieve that it was our responsibility, and ours
alone, to save China.
saved from the menace of communism if it
refuses to save itself. Communism iri=-
umphed in Russia because corruption, ex-
ploitation, and injustice was rampant under
the Czars, because the legitimate government
ignored the social, economic and politieal
needs of the people. I am led to believe
that communism triumphed in China, not
because of what happened on the battlefields
alone, but because of what did not happen in
constructive action in the villages, on the
farms, in the cities, and throughout the en-
tire society.
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But no nation can be

The tragic conquest of China by the forces
of communism threatens our own security
and the security of the free world. There
is no doubt but what this was a part of the
master plan of the Kremlin. China, a his-
torical friend of the United States, has been
turned against us by the Communist leader-
ship and the Communist propaganda. The
attack of the Red Chinese armies upon the
forces of the United Nations in Ecrea has
clearly demonstrated the true intentions and
Furposes of Soviet imperialism. The Chinesa
Communist aggressicn has brought into
sharp focus a fundamental issue of American
foreign policy, This was recently dramatized
by the President’s dismissal of General Mac-
Arthur,

DISMISSAL OF CENERAL MAC ARTHUR

The real issue involved In the President's
dismissal of General MacArthur is one basic
to American Constitutional Government,
The President, under the mandate of our
Constitution, is Commander in Chief. The
President, under the political tradition of
our Republic, is responsible for foreign
policy. It has been a hasic prineiple of rep-
resentative government that the military is
subordinate to the civilian. The military
officers and services are the servants of the
Republic, not the master. The action of the
Fresident is within the tradition of American
Constitutional Government.

» The issue is: Shall military comimanders
dictate and formulate American policy or
shall they carry out that polley. In this in-
stance the issue was even more broad be-
ccuse the military action in Korea was not
only an American action but one under the
over-all supervision of the United Nations,
President Truman, as all Presidents before
him, demanded that foreign policy be estab-
lished by the elected representatives of the
People, not by any one or a few generals,
able as they may be. Once we lose civilian

control over foreign and military policy, then
we lose the fabric of our democracy.

In dismissing General MacArthur Presi-
dent Truman had no other choice. The gene
eral—a brilllant and ablc military leader, a
great man in his own right and by his own
record—openly disagreed with our Govern-
ment’s policy and with that of the United
Nations. He disagreed with the recommen-=
dations of the Secretary of Defense, General
Marshall, and the Joint Chiefs of Staff, No
government can exist so divided in policy
since no government can be guided by two
inconsistent foreign programs,

General MacArthur, as an individual, has
& perfect right to disagree with our Govern=
ment’s foreign policy, but as a general subor=
dinate to his Commander in Chief, he has
neither the right nor the pre;ogatlve to for=
mulate and attempt to carry out his own
program and to disregard the program es-
tablished by the Government. While I have
a high regard for General MacArthur and his
abilities, I am not prepared to accept his
Judgment over that of the President, the Sec-
retary of State, the overwhelming majority
of the representatives in the United Nations,
the majority in the Congress, the Becretary
of Defense, and the combined Chiefs of Staff,
It should be clearly recognized that the bold
statements of General MacArthur were caus-
ing great concern in other nations and
among our allies,

THE NEED OF ALLIES

While it is true that we as a Nation have
been bearing the major burden of the war in
Eorea, we do have allies there, and those
allies stand with us in Western Europe.
They are the only allies that we have., It is
Impossible to keep allies and to malntain a
solid defense against Communist aggression
if we as a Natlon and a Government act in
opposition to our allies and disregard their
wishes, their policles, and their program,
To put it quite bluntly, faced as we are by
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the Soviet Union and its satellltes, with a
total population of over 800,000,000, we can=-
not afford to stand alone. The Soviet Union
is doing everything in its power to break us
away from our allies, The old tactic of
divide and conquer is again being utilized,
We must not fall prey to this tactic. We
must stand together and work together,

THE ISSUE AND THE RISKS

The issue of foreign policy which divides
us today is primarily related to our coun-
try's relations with Red China. The issue,
simply put, is whether or not, first, our
Armed Forces should attack military bases
cn the Chinese mainland; and secondly,
whether or not we should use and assist
Chinese Natlonalist troops in an attack on
the Chinese mainland, This inevitably
means extending and expanding the war
in Korea,

It is the policy of our Government to do
everything possible to limit the present
Korean War to the Korean battlefield. It is
the firm determination of our Government
and our allies not to extend and expand the
conflict to the mainland of Asia by any
action of ours. The risk involved in a fur-
ther expansion of the confiict is a possibility
of World War III and the full-scale inter-
vention of the Soviet Union. It should be
remembered that the Soviet Union has a
treaty of alliance and assistance with the
Red Chinese Government. This treaty calls
for Soviet military assistance In case China
is attacked by Japan or any power assoclated
with Japan. Today we are the prime occu-
plers of Japan. We are assoclated with
Japan, We are now preparing to conclude
a treaty with Japan. It is entirely possible
that the Soviet Union, under the obligations
of her treaty with Communist China, would
take direct military action were we to ad-
vance to the Chinese mainland. The politi-
cal policy of the United States Government
and its allies is to bring the Korean War



to a conclusion and to negotiate an hon-

orable peace.

The position of General MacArthur was
clearly and brilliantly stated in his address
to the joint session of the Congress, Not
only did he recommend economic sanctions
against China and a blockade of the Chinese
coast by our Navy, but also the use of Chi-
nese Nationalist troops from the island of
Formosa and the sirategic bombing of Man-
churian besges by our Air Force. As I have
stated, we must take into consideration were
this program to be adopted, the Fossibility
of open Russian intervention and its conse-
quent effect upon our military position both
in the Far East and in Western Eurcpe,
We must take into consideration the present
military strength of the United States and
its allles as compared with the Soviet Union
and its satellites, OQur mobilization program
is just getting under way. Our total mili-
tary strength fis approximately 3,000,000
men. We as yet have not been able to send
the additional four divisions to Western Eu-
rope. Wa have had to call up reservists in
order to maet the ccmmitments in Korea.

Is it not possible that the strategy of the
Soviet is to trick us into a major war in Asia
80 that an all-out attack can be launched
in Western Eurcpa? It is Western Europe
that Russia ncods, It is Westarn Curoge that
has the incustrial pProduction, the skilleq
manpower and the strategic pesitions that
are needed to round out the Soviet military
machirne. Russia and her satellites have an
overabundance of population, They lsck
in supplies ang productive machinery,

Those who support General MacArthur's
Position state quite confidently that the
Soviet Union weuld not intervene were we to
attack the Chinese meinland, Of ccurse,
N2 one really knows what the Soviet wiil
do. But, I call to your attention that Gene
eral MacArthur clearly stated to the Presi-

dent on the ceeasion of the President's con-
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ference on Wake Island in October 1B50, that
the Red Chinese armies would not inter-
vene in Korea, I call this to your attention
because then as now g risk Was being contem=
plated and a military decision was being
made. The military decision was that of ad-
Vancing to the Yalu River in order to destroy
the North Koreans, The risk involved was
whether or not the Chinese Communist.
armies would move into the Korean War,;
History now tells us the answer, The
Chinese armies did come into the war and
momentarily the forces of the United Na-
tions suffered tragic losses. 1t is reasonable
to expect that an attack upon the Chinese
mainland could and would provoke open
Soviet intervention, The questions that we
must ask ourselves then are simply these:
Do we wish to take that risk? Are we pre=
Fared at this time by military strength and
mobilization to meot all-out attack by the
Soviet? What would be the effect upon cur
Armed Forees in the area of such a Soviet
attack? What would be the effect of a
Soviet attack in Western Europe at this time?
It is not divulging any secret when we
openly recognize that we are presently weaker
in terms of military strength than our ad-
versary. This position win chanse within
& year but today the Soviet Union and its
satellites have a much larger army and air
force than the United States and its allies,
It appears to me that Soviet sirategy is based
on trapping us into a war on the Asiatic
mainland only to strike in Western Europe,
destroy our allies, and overrun the Western
European countries. I this should happen,
We would lose the only allles we have, Ve
Wwou'1 loze the productive power of Eurcpean
industry. We would loze the critical raw ma-
terials and the strategic bases that are now
under the contral and Possession of our
allies. We would find ourselves withcug
friends or allles end without vitally needed
raw materials,

13

INCONSISTENCIES IN CONGRESS

We must seriously consider the conse-
quences involved in extending and expand=
ing the present conflict when we know what
a difficult assignment we now have in EKorea
alcne. It seems contradictory and confusing
trat the very same Members of the Congress
who did everything in their power to either
defeat or weaken the North Atlantic Pact
and the Marshall plan, to prevent shipment
of arms to our allies in Western Europe, and
finally to prevent sending American troops
for the common defense of Western Europe
are now advocating the extension and ex-
pansion of hostilities in the Aslatic area.
Only a few months ago this same group in
Congress was advocating that we get out of
Eorea; now they are advocating that we go
into China. Some Members of the Congress,
while advocating an expansion of the war
in Acsia, have only recently vected to limit
our Armed Forces and to weaken the pro=
gram for selective service and universal milie
tary training.

I point cut these Inconsistencles because
they need to be understood. It Is clear that
you cannot expand a war from Korea to
China withcut taking the risk of World War
II1. You cannot expand hostilities from
Ecrea to China without having more man-
power and a far greater military force. You
cannot expand hostilities from Korea to
China without risking loss of Western Eu-
rope by a Soviet attack. It is imperative
that we face up to the facts of our present
military strength and that we clearly un=
derstand that the Soviet threat is world-
wide and not localized.

The logleal and consistent outcome of the
policy of extending military action to the
Chinese mainland was pointedly brought to
light by a recent resolution introduced in
the Congress by Senator Cain, of the State
of Washington, who proposed that the Gov-
ernment of the United States declare war
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on Communist China. If this conflict is
to grow, if it Is to be extended, let it come
only by the aggressive designs and tactics
of the Soviet Union. If the Chinese Come
munist forces are assisted by Soviet air
power, if our troops in Korea are attacked
by concentrated air power—then we have
but one choice, and that is to retaliate,
This means that our effoits to limit this
war in Korea have been checkmated by So-
viel interference. The very survival and
safety of our troops will demand that we
attack the air bases and destroy this air
power lest it destroy us. Let it be clear,
however, that we would do this in dzfense,
Up to now the Communists and Nerth Ko-
rean forces have not had any major alr
power. Therefore, it has not been militarily
necessary to attack the Manchurian air bases,
If this new Communist offensive in Korea
brings with it waves of airplanes, then we
n.ust attack the nests and the bases from
whence these planes take off. Let us hope
and pray that we can limit the conflict and
bring this tragic Korean action to a speedy
conclusion on the terms of a just and hone
orable peace,

International communism now fully un-
derstands that we will resist aggression. The
policy of our Government has been one of
firm and resolute resistance to Communist
aggression and subversion. No partisan de-
bate nor any beclouding of the issues can
remove from the annals of history the clear
and unmistakable fact that President Tru-
man, the Secretary of State, and the Congress
in the development of our foreign policy
have delivered hammer blows against Com-
munist imperialism.

I welcome General MacArthur's arrival in
the United States and his address to the
Congress, The debate over foreign policy
in the Far East will serve to reaffirm our Far
Eastern program and to make it clear and
understandable to the American people, It




is only fair and honorable that one should
awalt the outcome of the congressional hear-
ings before dogmatic conclusions are mede,
It is my hope that a basle sense of fair play
will continue to permeate our attitude as
we discuss and debat.a_our foreign policy.
Above all, we must be united as a Natlon,
for the dangers that we face are great,

PSYCHOLOGICAL WARFARE AND AMERICAN POLICY

The desire of our Government is to get out
of Eorea, but only when aggression has been
stopped. We are not fighting the Chinese
people. The Chinese peopie have been vic-
tims of corruption on one hand and now of a
Communist police state on the other. It is
the official policy of our Government, and it
surely is my personal view, that at all times
we should extend the hand of friendship and
fellowship to the Chinese people, but to do
this does not mean to embrace their masters
or their dictators. In fact, if we have true
affection for the Chinese people, we will net
only want them free from Western dominu-
tion, but also from Communist dictation. If
one has real affection for the people of Po-
land, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Rumania, and
other countries, he should want, sbove all
else, these people to be liberated from those
who have defiled their government aud their
nation.

Recently I joined with several other Stne
ators in cfiering a Soanate resolution ex-
preszing friendship for the Ruscian people.
It is the policy of our Covernment to dis-
azcociate the people from their Communist
masters. Our whole pregram of informa-
tion and truth riust make it clear that cur
deslire Is for peace. We must appeal to the
pzople of Russia and her satellites, That
appeal must ke directed over and beyond the
government. There are many evidences of
restlezsness and of tenslon within the Soviet
empire. It Is thoroughly possible that cne
of the reasons that Russia has not precipl=
tated conflict in Europe is becausg of the
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fear that the Communist leaders have of
their own people and, particularly, of the
people in the conquered countries. Our in-
telligence agencies report that the Com-
munist leadership is having a difficult time
keeping order in Poland, Czschoslovakia,
and other countries. The pecple of Paoland
and Czechoslovakia are a freedom-loving
people. They are proud of their national
history, We must appeal to them., We must
give them assurance of our support when
and if they attempt to throw off the yoke of
Communist oppression. This is what is
called psychological warfare, an area in which
we have been very weak.

SUMMARY

Thercfore, our foreign policy must have
many parts: in some areas economic assist-
ance, in other areas such as Western Eurore,
economie assictance plus a political and mil-
itary elllarxc2. Our policy toward the na=-
tions tak=n over by Russia should be that cf
encouraging their breaking away, such as
heppened in Yugoslavia, Once they have
broken away, we should offer them whatever
assistance is within our means,

Another part of our forelgn policy is and
must be military and economic strength here
at home in the United Statcs. It is for this
reazon that we are mobilizing our forces, ex-
randing cur production, and strengthening
our economy. The real secret weapon that
America has is the strength of its people,
the strength of its government, the power of
its industry, the over-all health of its econ=
omy. Whatever we do, we must constantly
keep in mind that we, the people of ths
United States, have a great responsibility of
leadership. The whole world looks to us for
guldance, for inspiration—yes, for economic
ald and military assistance. This is a tre-
mendous burden for our people to bear, but,
I submit, it is a burden much less crushing
than war,

There are no easy answers to these difi-
cult problems that face us today. There is
no short cut to peace, We must be prepared
for years of earnest endeavor and sacrifice,
We must develop a sense of polse and
strength that comes through understanding
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and a reallzation of the righteousness of our
cause. I believe that Almighty God will
crown our efforts with success. I join with
you in seeking Divine guidance ard inspira-
tion, for there are some things man cannot
do alone.
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