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ANNC'R: CBS and its affiliated stations invite you to another session of
PEQOPLE'S PLATF(RM, with stuart Novins. Today wetll examine the vital question:
After the MacArthur hearings, what? Our guests are Senator Francis Case,
Republican, from South Dakota and Senator Hubert H. Humphrey, Democrat, from
Minnesota.
Here, to begin the discussion, is chairman Stuart Novins,

NOVINS: During the last twenty-four hours, in the tiny town of Kaesong,
in Korea, the three United Nations military spokesmen talked with their com-
munist opposite numbers, exchanged credentials and conferred on arrangements
for the first real meeting to take place tomorrow and Tuesday. Thus, the
first overtures may have sounbkd for peace or, at least, a cease~fire in the
bitter Korean conflict. Korea has been important. We've lost many lives and
learned many lessons, but Korea is only a part of the over-~all problem of
Asia and the Far East. Here in Washington, as you know, (ongress conducted
searching inquiries and hearings into our broad Far Eastern policye The so-
called MacArthur hearings produced more written testimony and publicized the
views of more top-flight government officials than perhaps any other single
Congressional investigation. In the light of those hearings, that testimony,
where do we go? What have we learned to help us formulate & wise and effec-
tive policy? |

Senators Case and Humphrey, you're both familiar, of course,
with the testimony as given in the hearings. And now I ask the question:
After the MacArthur hearings, what? Would you start, please, Senator case.
CASE: Thank you, Mre Novins. Well, the obvious answer, to put it
very briefly, is that we have to go on from where we are; that is, the Mac
Arthur firing itself is really not the issue we must face now. The crudeness
with whieh the Supreme Commander of the United Nations forces was advised of
his dismissal, getting the word from his wife, who got it from a maid who got
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it from the radio, that really isn't going to help us with what we face. But
I do think that the crudity of it, that the man who had been twice ¢hief of
staff, who had been liberator of the Philippines, who had taken the surrender
at Tokyo, who had set up the new arder in Japan, who, at seventy, took a hand-
ful of green, peacetime, teen-age troops and stopped the North Koreans on
their own terrain, wkoam who planned and executed the Inchon landings and
reversed the whole tide of the Korean war, and who last (Qectober did that,
then, this spring, to be dismissed as he was, I think that that has mafix
furnished an unfortunate backdrop for the problems that we face., It was
Righix highlighted by the dignity of MacArthur himself, the hearings. wor,
when he was asked whether or not he questioned the authority of the President
to dismiss him, he said, absolutely not. And he didn't dwell upon the dis-
missal; he dwelt upon the problem ahead. And I think that he posed a whole
great question for us very clearly, when in the hearings he made this state-~
ment: "Now, recently, the Russian has probably had a new vision opened.
That vision is no longer confined to the warm water of the Mediterranean or
Europe. It is the possibllity of reaching the warm waters of the paoifi&
and the Indian (cean." And then MacArthur warned: "If by any combination
Russia could extend down to the Indian (cean, she would not only outflank the
Meditérranean, of course, but it would place her, fair and flush, upon the
continent of Africe, which for the next one hundred years, with its enormous
industrial potentlial, is something that attracts all commerce and industry,
whatever its nationality might be." In short, the problem we now face is:
How can we secure safety for the future, if we leave communism in command in
North Korea and in chinaf, as the cease-~fire order apparently will do?
NOVINS: Well, I thank you, Senator Case. Now, Senator Humphrey, please}
HUMPHREY Well, 1t appears to me that the greatest econtribution of the Mac
Arthur hearings is the placing of American foreign policy in proper focus.
General MacArthur has sald that the Communist threat was global, And T want
to reemphasize that very statement. The Communist threat to world peace and
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security and freedom is global. Now, that means that our poliecy, the poliey
of this government and its allies,must be global in its context and in its
conception. @General MacArthur placed a great deal of emphasis upon ouvr poliey
in the Far Rast, and, I think, appropriately so. But I listened to him in
the hearings when he saild that he was not either equipped by experience or
background to make a comment upon our poliey in western Europe. I think that
rovoali a portion or a part of global strategy which we need to clearly under-
stand; namely, that when you talk of a world, you don't just talk of the Far
Eastern sector; you talk also of the Western Ruropean sector, where there is
great industrial not only potential butbt productivity, ready productivity, where.
there is at least 300 million people that are skilled and trained and who can
make powerful allies either for the cause of freedom or powerful satellites in
the cause of enslavement that the Soviet has as its program. Now, I would
summarize our position at the present as follows -« speaking now of where do
we go from here; The MacArthur hearing has proven to us mX beyond shadow of
a doubt that our policy must be greatly strengthened and that we, the American
people, with our allies must be willing to resist and ready toresist communist
aggresslion wherever it rears its ugly head. [Likewise, we must take certain
preventive actions We must have a positive program, as well as merely a de-
fensive program, I would suggest for the Far past the following items as an
agenda for a program that will least afford us a means of checking the Commun-
ist growth. First of all, the speedy conelusion of a treaty with Japan, per-
mitting the Japanese to build wp their own defenses, with American supervision
and with American bases, Secondly, the building up of our own bases in the
Far pastern area, such as at Okinawe, in Guam, and in the philippines; and,
thirdly, a Pacific pact with those nations that are willing to join with us,
such as the Philippines, Australia, New Zealand and any other, keeping the .
pact open, an open impact. rourthly, economic aid along the lines of the
Marshall plan, particularly to those countries that have the beginnings of
industrial developments Fifthly, military assistance to every country in the
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iouth and southeast Aslatic area that has demonstrated any willingness to
resist communist infiltration at home and communist aggression from without.
And I emphasize that point, because it will be utterly impossible for the
United States of America alone to garrison every single state, to give pro-
tection to every single nation and all the peoples in the Aslatic area. We
must look to them to strengthen their own armed forces with our assistance.
And, finally, I believe the most important point of our entire Far Fastern
policy is the long-range program, the program of scientific and technological
assistance, of psychological warfare, of economiec, cultural and educational
assistance, This is known as the Point lj program. This means, by limited
economic and scientific and technological aid from our country and other mem-
bers of the ynited Nations, that nations such as India, such as Indonesia,
Barma, Thailand, Malaya and other countries in the Asiatic area will build
their own economy; getting our technical assistance, our scientific help,
train their own people to 1lift their own standards of living., And I submit
that if we can do that, we have struck a real blow at Ccommunist infiltration,
because Conmunism grows in the soil of poverty and unemployment and lack of
opportunity. '
CASE: Well, Senator Humphrey, I don't know that I would quarrel with
your last statement, I think Communism does grow in those quarters. But,
summing up all that you have suggested as a program, it occurs to me that what
you are saying, in effect, is = that what the MacArthur hearings taught us
was that we should reverse the policles that were initiated under the Truman
Administration since 1945; in other words, you are proposing that we now try
to restore the balance of power that we fought to destroy during world war II.
You say: have a peace treaty with Japan, build her up militarily. And 1'd
g0 you one farther on thate 1I'd say that in a proper understanding of this
global problem that we have, that calls also for a peace treaty with germany
and at the earliest possible date. We have followed too long a policy of

trying to beat nations into the ground and to create ... we have created a
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power vacuum which has invited Russian communistic expansion, both in the
past and in the West.
HUMPHREY ¢ well, Senator case, I think you're just being a little bit too
harsh on the American people, this Government and its military power. We
didn't ereat a power vacuum, World War II created the power vacuum, And I
take sharp exception to these continuous comments that come, that, somshow
or another, all the problems in the world are due to the Truman Administration.
Apparently some people have a convenient lack of memorye. They forget that we
had & world war that lasted from 1939 to 1945. The power vacuum in Germany
is due to the defeat of the Nazi German power in World war Noe 2 ese
(interruption) ... The Morgenthau Plan was, of course, never put intoc effect.
The power vacuum in Japan was due to the defeat of the Japanese militaristic
regime in World war No. 2. Now, I likewise submit that the program that I've
enunciated or outliﬁpd here is & program to which this Administration has
been ¢ ommitted and has been working ceaselessly. For example, the Point 4
program, the Pacific pact, the Economic Ald. Rvery one of these has been
programs that were initiated within the last three to five years and have been
promulgated and have been pushed forward by the men in the Congress who be-
lieve that our global defense is vital, Western Europe and the Far East work-
ing together,
CASE: Well, Senator Humphrey what you have brilliantly demonstrated is
that the MacArthur hearings are forecing a reversal of the policy that we fol-
lowed in the Far Rast. 7You are pointing out that what we are now seeking to
do is to build back the strength we had there in 1945, before we attempted to
get Russia into Korea, before we brought Russia Iinto Manchuria. We once had
a position of strength, when we had the friendship of potentially the strong-
est power in psia. And that was china. Ve had the friendship of the Chinese
people., We threw it away by selling out the agreement that had been made at
cairo, and brought the Russians into Manchuria, we brought them into North
Korea, we brought them inte Port Arthur and pairen, and it was the bringing
of them in there, as a result of the Yalta and the Potsdam Agreements, that
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created the situation which made it possible for the North Koreans to act
as thelr puppets in the aggressions Now, the necessity of correcting that
" has been demonstrated, surely, by the MacArthur hearings. And I'm not going
to quarrel with you about the Point L program, because I think we've got to
do something to make amends for the terrible mess that we've gote We're trye ;
ing to get back «.e
HUiPEREI 3 Of course, Senatar, you would like now to give our radio audience
a little testimonial as to the vote in the Senate on the Point L program. Is
it not true that the chief champions of thse MecArthur position were likewise
the chief enemies of the point L program?
CASE: Well, I wouldn't o..
HUMPHREY: The vote was 36 to 37.
CASE: I wouldn't say that that was so0.
HUMPHREY: I woulde I was therse.
CASE: Well, I don't know just when ...
HUMPHREY: In the second session of the 8lst Congress,
CASE: Well, I was in the House at that time, and I'm not familiar with
the particular vote that you refer to. )
NOVINS: Well, gentlemen, there's been a lot of looking backward and a
lot of recerimination and a lot of accusation, and I'm wondering now can we
lock forward a little bit and see if we can eliminate some of these thinge
which have been ...
HUMPHREY 3 Well, just a minutes I was going to say that we ought to look
forward, I didn't want to fight over the MacArthur hearing again. I think
that «es may I just say? ... I gathered from the MacArthur hearing that the
Chinese question didn't end up so well on the MacArthur side., But I'm not
wanting to bring out old linen here. I think what we're trying to talk about
is where do we go from here? Isn't that what we were talking about?
CASE: Senator Humphrey, don't you think that the MacArthur hearing has
dissipated the idea that we're going to agree to the admission of Red china
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into the United Nations?
HUMPHREY : Nobody ever ... you know, these straw men that people set up}
First of all, who ever said we were going to agree to Red China in the ynited
Nations? (interruption) ... the Senatar talk about Potsdam, cairo and Yalta...
CASE: I think it's pretty well accepted that the British had in mind
that Red China might be admitted to the yUnited Nationa ...
HUMPHREY : But this is the yUnited States.
CASE: eees HOng Kong = and, further, our attitude on Formosa certainly
has been reversed, from the statements that Secretary Acheson made. And, by
the way, that suggests one very constructive thing that I think we could
start off with - and we could start off right here. DpDuring the past week
Senator Humphrey has demonstrated, Mr. Novins, great persuasive powers with
the President on the matter of appointments.
NOVINS: Very good, siri
CASE: And I admire him for it. I think that Governor Youngdahl is a
high-grade man. ['m glad to see him come into the Federal Government in such
a position,
HUMPHREY : Further testimonial of the bipartisan spirit of the Administra-
tion, may I say,
CASE: Well, I should take your persuasive powers ... Now, I'm going to
suggest a constructive thing, to go on from here, and 1'11l lay it right scuare-
ly before youe If you will persuade President Truman to name a successor to
Seeretary Acheson who will be as well quelified for his job as Governor Young-
dahl is for the job to which he's been appointed, you will have made & distinet
contribution to the development of confidence in the country and to the develop-
ment of a real bipartisan approach to our foreign poliey.
NOVINS: Senator Humphrey, we'll give you an opportunity to formulate
your plans in that direction. (SPEAK SIMULTANEOUSLY) ... meantime, let's
talk about Chiang Kai-shek,
HUMPHREY & I have & very good plan., I was just simply going to say thit
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it appears to me that we don't need a successor for Secretary Acheson. Secre-
tary Acheson has proven his ability in the hearing, he's proven his ability
as a master designer of a great foreign policyes And I would say to my friend,
Senator Case, that if we spent a little less time trying to run Secretary
Acheson out of Washington and a little more time trying to stop the Communist
growth in Asla and in purope, we'd be making far better headway on our foreign-
policy.

NOVINS: All right, now, gentlemen, let's talk about China and let's talk
about Chiang Kal-shek.... (speak simultaneously)

CASE: esce except that I think that thls is clear, that the basic thing
that the country needs today 1s confidence in its foreign policyes

NOVINS: Well, let's talk about that foreign policy, Senator, so we know
what we're going to have confidence in. Wwhat shall we do with Chiang Kai-
shek now? Do we need to give him further assistance? What shall we do about
Formosa? Shall we continue to block it up, as we have done?

CASE: My own feeling is, Mre Novins, that we ... a® to Chiang Kai-shek,
that we should take the wraps off from chiang Kai-shek and let him do whatever
he wants to dos I don't mean by that that we should suggest to him that we're
going to support him in whatever he proposes to do, but I'd take the wraps off
him and let him do whatever he wants to do.

NOVINS: Is there any possibility, do you think, that there is a strong
enough guerrilla force in what is now Communist china so that 1t can be an
effective underground force?

CASE: I dos I recall that when General MacArthur was testifying that
he did not suggest that Chiang gKai-shek be encouraged or asked or giroctod

to make a raid upon the mainland of China or to go to Korea, but it was his
suggestion to let him do whatever he wanted to do. And, undoubtedly, chiang
Kal-shek has access to the underground in China better than any other leader
that you can name,

NOVINS: Would that put us in a position of being committed in a war

against Communist china any more openly than we are currently committed?
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CASE: Well, I don't see that it necessarily would. But how can you say
that we're not in war with Red China, when their people are killing ours?
NOVINS: I don't say we're note I sald "more openly than we are," Senator.
Senator Humphrey, may we have an opinion from you on that?
HUMPHREY: Yes, I think this is a basic matter of policy as to just how we
should pursue our hosztilitiel or war activities in the Far gast, The Admini- '
stration has felt that we ought to limit this war to the Korean Peninsula. I
think that's & wise decision. I think it's wise in terms of our own power
buildup, in the strength of our allles, and in the threat that exists all
over this world, For example, let's just take a look at & new threat, in Iran,
How ridiculous i1t would be for our @Government to commit, let us say, a million
troops, or a million and a half troops in the mar East, when the powder keg
may very well be in the Near East. And I think we have to be very adept and
we have to be very careful as we plan the utilization of our forces and of
our economic and military power. I go back to MacArthur's great statement
that this is a global threat, and it is rddiculous in a global threat to com-
mit the balance or the majority of your power in any one particular sector,
CASE: Welly, I'm not going teo quarrel with Senator Humphrey on that. pBut
I want to point out the quarrel between t wo statements that he's made. Rarlier
in his remarks he said, "we should resist to Commnism wherever it rears its
ugly head." Then he says, "we must avoid making a commitment somewhere that
would prevent us meeting the situation in Iran.” |
HUMPHREY : That isn't what the Senater... that isn't what Senator Humphrey
gaid at all, What Senator Humphrey said was that we ought not to commit the
ma jority of our forces. And that is exactly what we would have to do if we
were going to get the all-out total victory that we would like to have to
satisfly our national ego in the Chinese area, What we've had c..

(M ORE )
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that we ought not to commit the majority of our forces and that 1is exactly what
we would have to do if we were going to get the all-out total victory that we
would like to have to satisfy our national ego in the Chincse area. What we've

had i1s a limited war and the best we're going toget out of it is a limited vie-

torye.
CASE: That's unfortunately true and you're not seeee
HUMPHREY: I don't think it's unfortunately t rue., It's unfortunats

ly true tmt we can't have viectory. It's certalnly unfortunately true imt we
can't destroy the élapaoity of the agsressor to aggress again in the direction
of India or to come on down in South Korea for, certalnly, no one will maintain
that we're going to have an easy truee in Korea. If we reestablish the line at
the 38th Parallel what 1s to prevent another aggression? It 1s unfortunate
that eesss

NOVINS: Senator Case, would you onsider establishing a line
sonewhere along the 30th or any other artificial linemms a vietory for the
United Nations forces as has been described?

CASE: I wouldn't consikr it a victory which leaves the aggres:
ed the victim of the agsression more punished than the aggressor. For today
Korea is probably the most punished .. South Korea the most punished peop.e in
the history of the world and that statement, 1 think, was rMade by Mr, Kingsley,
the Agsnt General of the U, N, Koreen Reconstfruction Ageney, on the twenty-
first of May., He said: "I doubt that ever in the history of the world, s ince
perhaps the sacking of Certhage, has been ,,., has there been such complete

destouction as has occurred in Korea," Ridgway said about the same thing last

J&n uarye
NOVINS: Senator Humphreyl
HUMPHREY : Well, I can plainly see that Senator Case and I have

an entirely different coneeption of the nature of the stru;gle. This war ...

this struggle between Communism on the one hand and the forees of freedom on

the other is not going to be settled in any one small sector and what the Sena-
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tor from South Dakota feels 1s that we must win the great victory in the Korean

areé.

CASE: Nol Nol What I (inter,) what the Senator f rom Minne=-
s0t8 seeee

HUMPHREY: (both speaking) eeee.e 8878 unfortunately we have to ac-
cept the situation, that we cannot have a victoryeeceees

CASE: All righty All rightl |
HUMPHREY : Then it was & wise decision, was it not, to have a
1imited war rather than to permit 1% to get out of all control? Our major enemy
is not Yorth Korea. Our major enemy ig not Communist China. Our major enemy

is the Soviet Union and 1 submit that as long as that is the case that it is
ridiculous ta have a policy to try to fight the fingertips of this oetopus or
the ends of the tentacles rather than try to strike a dagger blow and a lethal
blow at the very heart and the core of the octopus.

CASE: It is certainly unfortunate that that conviction wasn't
reglistered in the White House when we went into Korea in the flrst place with
ground troops.

HUMPHREY: Well, may I say that that convictlon has alwoys been

in the White House,: That is exaectly why we had a progran of military a ssistance
of the North Atlantic Pact and the Marshall Plen and sseeo

CASE: That conviction has not always been in the White House
because two years ago, when we pulled out of Korea, the representatives of the
Army and the representatives of the Navy and the representatives of the Air
Forece testified before the Foreign Relatlions committee in the House of Repre-
sentatives that we were pulling out of South Korea, and we took our troops out
of South Korea., That cmviction has always been there. Why did we move out?
HUMPHREY 2 Well, Senator, may L say it has always been the objectiw
of the Americen people and their Government not to occupy or not to militarize
any other pergson's land or any other people's land., We did exactly what was in

the tradition of our country, = not to have military occupation over an extended
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period of time, but I go back to the fundamental 1gsue that the war that we're
engazed iIn is a major war and 2 major conflict. It 1s not the conflict in Korea,
It's not even the confliet in Malaya or in Indo-China. It is a total conflict
all over the surface of this world and that total conflict has as its gulde post
and ag its major power terminal the Soviet Union, and the Soviet Union has its
tentacles sticking out into all sections of the world and I submlt 1t would be
wrong to have a military or a political poliecy to try to make a major war out of
what the Soviet considerfs to be a small war when the major enemy 1s the Soviet
Union itself,

CASE: I could not agree with you more that it 1s a mistake to
make a ma jor caommitment in Korea and I cannot state too strongly that I think
that we have been the victim of letting the Soviet Union and Russian Communism
dictate where we meet them and when we meet them, I have repeatedly said that
the fallacy .. the policy of containment was that it left ... it gave the choiet
of tine and place to the enemy and as long as that cmtinues we will be run
ragged all around the world,

HUMPHREY: Well, I would want to say in reference to your last com-
ment that any peace-loving people, any peace establishment always finds the
burglars, the arsonists and the murderers on the offensive, That's true in a
municipality with its police department, It's true in a country as it deals
with its gangsters, and what you're dealing with here 1s international gangster-
ism, but what has been our policy? The containment policywas an effort to
restore a balance of power, to stop the seeee |

CLSE: I'm zlad you're agreeing with what I said earlier}
HUMPHREY ¢ eeese to stop the flood of Communism and the tide of
Communism and to build up our Allies, Now we have done that and we're continuing
to do it so that our Allies today are not ... are not leaches upon us, but are
becoming strong, friendy, particifating partners and we have extended our mili-
tary strength to & point today where we are the major military power on the face
of the globe and I think the fact that the Soviet Unicn's delegate at the United
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Netions sugzested a cesse-fire truce in Korea indicates that this was another
one of their litile plans that back-fired just exactly as the Berlin airlift,
Now, if we keep on the pressure, if we keep ourselves strong, if we do not let
this delude ::t: into believing thnt we've won war, because this kind of war p-
we're engaged in may last for a generation, 1f we keep in mind that this is but
one of the many sectors that will require our strength and our steadfastness of—
pur pose, I think we willl win the total confliet with the Communist aggressor.
NOVIS: Gentlemen, I think you'll probably agree that it's very
important that we make and maintalin and perpetﬁate the friendship that we have,
or did have, with the peoples of Asgia because that's a very strateglc part of
the wqud sesse

CASE: Indeed|

NOVINS: esese and now I would like to ask what has ourexperience
in Korea done to our relationship with the rest of 4sia? Have we made friends
there byw alking into Korea? Was the United Nations cesee

EEMRARXXX CASE: It's terrible what it has done, Mr. Novins., I heard
Harold Stassen say that today a piecture of the battlefield suggests to the
average man in Asia a white man fighting a man of color, I was in China in

1945 and never did I realize the truth of what Wendell Willkie later said, that
we had a reservoir of goodwill there. When we passed the Chinese coolies work-
ing along, bullding eirports and so forth, they would hﬁld up thelr hands, turn
up thelr thum; and say “1(11'1313 hol" which was a greeting of good wi shes and good
luck, and that isn't the feeling that was there in Kasesong this morning when the

Chinese guards came there armed, suspicious, Unfortunately, we've destroyed

that reservoir of goodwlill and we've got a job to get it back,
NOVINS: How can we do 1t, Senator?

Rk cAsE: Well, I think that I would launch a program of goodwill,
One o the things T had in mind to sugsest as a constructive thing was that we
try to get behind the Iron Curtain the t rue story of what free enterprise and

individual liberty and religious freedom means,
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NOVINSs Well, Senator, if I may interrupt for a moment. What
can we do in those areas like Malaya and so forth, whigh are not behind the
Iron Curtain but which might well be in the future? How can we prevent that
from happening now?

RUMRRREX: cacp: I would try there to help them bulld themsdves up =
economically and I'd put more ins ... emphasis upon them doing it thaﬁaeivel,
end behind the Ipron Curtain 1'd experiment with thlis ldea and ... that Drew
Pearson has been talking about, - floating leaflets into the Iron Curtaln coun=
tries with tiny balloons. I'd use plecture that they could understand as there
can never be peace if the people of Asla and the Communist countries regard us
as blwdthirsty imperialists who have built up a great world power bent upon
destroying the peo.le of the world, :

NOVINS: Senator Humphrey, do you agree that we have lost friends
in Asia by our action in Korea?

HUMPIREY s No, I do not agree that we have lost friends in Asia

and (inter,) and I'd like to gzive you a case example, A year ago the country
of Burma, the Republic of Burma, was within an ineh of falling into the Commun-
ist hands., This is a matter of record, Today, Burma is firmly on the democrat-
ic side and she is on the democr&#ic side because she saw over a year ago that
the tide of Communism was sweeping down in Asla and she Just literal 1y knew that
ghe could not resist it, but when we put up our firm resistance in Korea we
demonstrated to the peoples of Indo-Chilna, for example, of Thalland, of Korea,
of Paklstan, of Ceylon, of Malaya, of Indonesia, each and every one of these
countries, that the United States of America, working through and with the Unite
Nations is willing to stend and to help reslst the tide of military a ggreasslon,
Now, to conclude on the more positive program, because war does not settlex
these questions, - what 1s it that they need in south and southeast Asla more
than anything else? They need the chance to live, the chanece to ﬁdte their new
sovernments work, the chance for their people to 1ift thelr standards of 11 ving,

the chance of better health and better education, the chance of jobs, the oppor=-



PEOPLE'S PLATFORM-7/8/51 =15=
tunity et is there, and I submit that our progrmn]muat be a bold and a imagina-
tive and a creative one of economic and technologlcal, and sclentificand educa-
tional assistance, not tals twenty-fiﬁ-million or thirty-five-million-dollar
project that we have of Point Four that ... but a program that goes up in the
hundreds of millions of dollars to ald these people, toeducate thelr young
people, toc bring them to America, to give them opportunities of educatlon, to
gend our young people to their countries, to contribute to their build-up, This
is the kind of demonstration that will build goodwill. Now, I'm for leaflets,
I'm for radilo broadecasts, but you can't eat them, and these people are dying of
mass starvation, = nc jobs, Our job is to builld up their reslstance from within,
namely, their economlc status, thelr political security, to glve them the sense
of participation as free and equals in this world,
NOVINS: Well, Senator, you had little more than a minute to sum-
marize and let's do the same thing for Senator Cases
CASE: Well, Senator Humphrey, with your objectives I1'd agree,
but the time has got to come in America when we find a solutlon for our prob=-
lems without drawing a check book on a treasury that calls for inereased taxes
all along the line. I think we've xm got to maintaln our strength. I'd reen-
force the polley of Thgodore Roosevelt - to speak softly and carry a big stick,
and I would supplement that wi th a constructive program, MK but it would place
emphasis upon the people of these other countries doing something for themselves,
NOVINS: Well, gentlemen, it's been enlightening and most inter-
esting to hear your views on the hearings and on our future policles in the Far
East. I think you'll agree that the American publie, given all the facts, 1is
going to be better able to make up its collective mind and I think you both have
helped in that process todaye.
Thank you so much}
PR R RN R R
ANNOUNCER 3 Andthat brings to a close this session of "People's Plat

form" with Stuart Novins. Today we conslidered the questlion: "After the Mac-
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Arthur Hearings - What?" Participating in the discussion were Senator Fpancis
Case, Republican, from South Dakota, and Senator Huberf H, Humphrey, Democrat,
from Minnesota,

Thig has been a public service presentation of the CBS
Department of Public Affairs. -

-

The broadcast originated in the Studios of Station HTEP,
Columbia's affiliate in the nation's capital,

("Invitation to Music"™ announcement)

Thig 1ls the CBS eee the COLUMBIA BROADCASTING SYSTEM

fld,trans.-Emily Seclhelner
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