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PREFACE

The postwar foreign relations between the United
States and the Soviet Union were analyzed for numerous
years after World War II. Historians, both the earlier.
ones and the'revisionists. who aspired to any degree of
sophistication, took care to comment upon American policy
between 1945 and 1948, and they tried to determine where
the blame, if any, was to be placed.

Disregarding blame, the diplomacy and words spoken
by the executive and legislative branches, the Department
of State, and the American public actually shaped the
future of the world. The following pages were written
because those actions greatly affected, and still affect,
American lives. A second reason for taking time and
effort in reporting the "American Reaction to the Sovietiza-
tion of Poland, Czechoslovakia and Hungary 1945-1948" was
to give needed attention to U.S. opinions of that period
since they had nbt been much publicized.

| What I was concerned with throughout the thesis was
that elusive element known as opinion, specifically that
of U.S. federal officials and public citizens during the
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three year period of time after World War II, and the
approach used was hopefully that of  an objective historian.
Newspapers, magazine articles, "letters to the editor,™

"editorials," the Journal of the Senate, Conﬁ;gssional'

Digest, and Congressional Record, plus numerous books were

used for research and the writing of this thesis. Once
that material was gathered, the methodology of arranging
statements of fact, quotations, and interpretation on
paper completed the work. The outcome was not é survey,
but a specific account of the events in Poland, Czecho-
clovakia and Hungary which directly influenced the postwar
relations of the U.S. and the U.S.S.R. at the govefnmental
and public levels,

The following thesis was fodnded upon the mass of
printed materials directly concerning United States relations
with Poland, Czechoslovakia and Hungary and events in those
£hree states betﬁeen 1945-1948, I am, therefore, greatly
indebted to historians who previously researched, reported,
and interpreted that period of time. Using their professional
information.lit was possible for me to write the thesis.

By way of acknowledgments, friends criticized parts'
of this thesis or aided in othef ways. In this conhection.
I would particularly like to thank Dr. Stephan Horak, Dr.
ZLeonard C. Wood, Dr., David Maurer, Carl Davis, John Roy,
Docia Taylor, Sandy Trojello, and George A. Rogers., Many
librarians, both at Eastern Illinois University and the

University of Illinois, also provided much needed help.



I feel especially indebted, however, to my parents,
Mr, and Mrs. John M. ﬁhlent. Without the help, considera-
tion, encouragement, and undefstanding qf these two wonder-

ful individuals, this paper would not have been possible.

I am deeply grateful,



OVin

TABLE OF CONTENTS

PART I. FROM THE U.S.-SOVIET WAR ALLIANCE TO .
OPEN CONFLICT AS A RESULT OF DEVELOPMENTS
IN POLAND, CZECHOSLOVAKIA AND
HUNGARY BETWEEN 1943-1948

Chapter
I. INTRODUCTIONs THE PERIOD OF TRANSITION , « o 1

From Isolationism to the Policy of
Intervention

The Yalta Meeting and the Potsdam
Conference

II. FORMATION OF THE NEW REGIMES e o o ¢ o s o o 10

Poland: 1942-1947
Czechoslovakias 19#4-19“8
Hungary: 1945-1948 _

PART II. ACTIONS AND REACTIONS OF THE
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF STATEB
AND THE U.S. CONGRESS

III. U. §, STATE DEPARTMENTD IPDOMACY TOWARD
. POLAND, HUNGARY AND
CZECHOSLOVAKIA s ' be Go
19“5.1948 e e o o 0 0 o o 0 o o o 36

Poland
Hun gaxry
" § Csechoslovakia
- IV. REACTION OF THE UNITED STATES CONGRESS TO
; EVENTS IN POLAND, CZECHO=-
SLOVAKIA AND HUNGARY T
1945-1948‘. e o o o @ o‘; ; ) .'SBH

An Over-All View - . : T -
Poland - T o T I T
Hungary ' : ’ i '
Czechoslovakia



- vii -

PART III. EXECUTIVE AND PUBLIC POSITIONS PLUS A
SUMMARY ON U.S.~SOVIET FOREIGN RELATIONS

Chapter

V. PRESIDENTIAL AND PUBLIC OPINIONS CONCERNING
POLAND, HUNGARY AND
Cz ECHOSLOVAK IA [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [} [ ] [} ] [ ] [ ] ] ?9 ’

The Executive Position
a, Franklin D. Roosevelt: Friendship
Above All
b. Harry S. Trumans An End of & Friendship

Public Opinion and the Press

VI. CONCLUSIONs A SUMMARY OF TRANSITION « o i 93
APPENDIX e o [ ] [ ] [ ] ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] ' [ ] [ ] [ ] 99
BIBLIOGRAPHY [ ] [} [ ] [ ] L] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] L] [ ] [ ] [} [ ] L} L} L] 135



Table

II.

III.

Iv,

v,

LIST O TABLES

Page

Division of Parliamentary Seais in 1947
for Poland « « « ¢ o« o o o o ¢ o o 21

Party Representatlon in the Czechoslovakian
National Assembly for 1946 . « + + « & . o 23

Representation in the-1945 National Assembly
in Hungary I I I R 29

Percentage of Votes Cast in the Hungarian -
Electlon on August 31, 1947 . . . e« o« o« 33

0ff101a1 Results of the 1947 Polleh Electlon. L2-A



PART I. FROM THE U.S.-SOVIET WAR ALLIANCE TO OPEN CONFLICT
AS A RESULT OF DEVELOPMENTS IN POLAND,
CZECHOSLOVAKIA AND HUNGARY
BETWEEN 19'4-3 1948 '



" CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTIONs THE PERIOD OF TRANSITION
I. F:om';golgtiqglam to _the Policy Q:'Iéjezfgntigg

The périod of'19b5-1948 bécame one of transitioﬁ _
as the world pfoceeded from a World War into a Cold War, .
Dufing that time of international strife and conflict,
the United Stétee and the Soviet Union heid the future
of the world in their hands. They assqﬁed the position
of world leadership, an extreme reverse after the isola-
tion from European affairs that both practiced after World
War I, and by 1945 each supérpower had formally accepted
an interventioniet policy in Europe. The philosophies of
w§shington and Moscow, however, were totallj divergent.
The situation was one of preordained conflict gnd dispute.-
and it pointed to a posture of defiance.

As World War II was swiftly coming to its termina-
tion, it soon became evident that the U.S.A. and the
U.S.S.R. would ultimately have worldwide influence in
the social, economic, and political spheres. Military -
strength had placed thosé two states at.the‘summit of

world power. Technology, nationalrreaourdes. and man-



power were to be their mainsiay. When used toward the
common cause of defeating a mutual enemy, these elements
were useful and acceptable, but as peace gradually became
a fact instead of an objective a less than friendly mood
settied over American~-Soviet relations,

« « o« (I)t was plain that the task of
building a lasting peace .would be beset with
many difficulties. . . . Total war by its very
nature was at odds with the concept of a
reasonable peace. And in the wartime coalition
of the United Nations, the Big Three were often
held together by little more than their common
resistance to German expansion. . . .

The first skepticism concerning Allied cooperation after
the war came when the military course of the hostilities
changed propitiodsly for the Allies.

« + + By the beginning of 1943 the tide of
- battle had turned in both Europe and Asia. The.
Allies could at least be fairly confident -of
eventual victory. But as warmaking evolved into
peacemaking, frictions within the Alliance in-
~tensified. In a series of conferences during
¥943-1945, Stalin, Roosevelt, and Churchill
discussed the kind of political settlement which
would accompany-victory; they uncovered as many
profound disagreements as they Broduced opti-
mistic but tenuous compromises. ‘

Russia was winning victory after victory over”the Nazi inf;
Eastern Europe. By January 17, 1945, Warsaw, the capital '’
of,Polan&. would be liberated after five years and fonr'  ',

1Arthur A, Ekirch, Jr., Ideas, Ideals. and Amerlcan
Diplomac A Histor of Their Growth and Intg lon. (New
York: Appleton-Century-Crofts. 19335. Pe 169.- e AL

2Peter G. Filene. ed., Ame can V ew 2 4 So#iet Russia,
1917-1965, (Homewood IlllHOlBl The Dorsey Press, 1968),

PP. 1 8-149.



months of Germanloccupation. As Communist military
supremacy emerged, future Soviet aims in Eastern Europe
became apparent. _

The intentions of that monolithic state were diverse
from those of Great Britain and the United States., The
latter two were working toward a permanent peace, a strong
community of nations, and limited territorial expansion. |
The U.S.S.R, was wbrking for the establishment of a strong
buffer zone to protect it from aggression by its western
neighbors. Moscow had developed an almost paranoid fear of
Germany after the bitter, devastating and catastrophic war
years. Therefore, the Kremlin desired to shield its fron-
tiers against attack by a barrier of satellite states.

The twé states which could be most effectively used in
that capacity were Poland and Czechoslovakia, since they
directly bridged the territorial gap between Russia and
the West or more specifically Germany. Indirectly Hungary
served the same purpose, With the Hungarian nation under
control, the Soviets would be linked to Austria and Com=-
munist oriented Yugoslavia and thereby have more territory
from which to fashion an inpregnable cushion againsf in-
vasion, : -

In the final analysis, the_Soviet Union was eager
to make pawns of Poland, Czechosld?akfa and Hungary. Two -
of those Eastern EUrdpean-statés.lhowéver, lookea toward
the western democracies for post;war governmeﬁtal modgls
and economic support, and tﬁat merely hastened discord in

the Allied coalition.




II. The Y Meetin d the tsd ) n

The last intra»warféohference"hélé by the Big Three
seemed to be a prelude to postwar Allied cooperation,
understanding and peace, but such tranquillity was su-
perficial. Throughout the Yalta meeting, circumstances
were more advantageous to Stalin than to either Churchill
or Roosevelt. The basic reason for the Soviet: ruler having
the upper hand was due to a proposed arithmetic formuia‘
presented by the British Prime Minister when he visited
Moscow irf the autumn of 1944, At that time Churchill had
wished to reconcile the Poles and Russians, but he failed
on that point and settled for an agreement on the futuref.
of southeastern Europe:s 't |

. « « in Rumania the Soviets would have a "90-10" -~

preponderance; in Bulgaria, "75-25"; in Yugoslavia

and Hungary, influence would be divided "50-50" -

with the West: in Greece, the balance would be

“90-10", in the Western favor. . . . Secondly, the

Red Army s occupation of most of Eastern and

Central Europe ensured Soviet control of these

.countries after the war., . . . Thirdly, Roosevelt

- 8till avoided any showdown with Stalin, in general
because he wanted two commitments from Stalins

Soviet entry into the war against Japan, and Soviet

participation in the postwar United Nations... « o3
Roosevelt and Churchill had to adapt the above wartihe facts .

to their diplomatic negotiations with Stalin for it was

-

3Ibid., pp. 156-157.
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imperative that the Soviet Union be retained as an ally.u
Since they were not willing to apply military force
to acquire the adherence of the U.S.S.R. to democratic
principles and chance a split in. the Allied waxtime
coalition, Washington and London officials decided upon.
a conciliatory diplomacy toward Moscow's demahds.V Special
rights fgr the Communists 1n Manchuria, separate seats
in the United Nations Organization for Byelorussia and
Ukraine, and Soviet control of the Kurile islands were
granted at Yalta. In return Stalin agreed to_joinlin H
the war against Japan within three months after the defeap_
of Germany and consented to amicable participation 1n_'
the postwar UNO. - From the meeting Roogevelt obtained
A . : .
what he had desired most, and Stalin’s signature was
placed beneath the vague and ambiguous Yalta Charter on
February 11, 1945, o - |
Future world peace was based‘upon that document.
it prq#ided for the following:
I. A World Organization
II. The Liberation of Europe
III. The Dismemberment of Germany
IV. The Military Occupation and Control of
Germany with a Zone of Occupation for
France :
V. Reparations from Germany
VI. The Trial of Major War Criminals
VII. A Poland with an eastern boundary
generally along the Curzon Line of 1919,
and a Provisional Government which would
hold “free and unfettered elections as soon

as possible on the basis of universal
suffrage and secret ballot.*”

“Ekirch. on. m" pol 170. .



¥ .
VIII. A Yugoslavia based on the Tito-Subasic’
Agreement and the formation of an Anti-
Fascist Assembly of National Liberation
(Aunoj)
IX. Three Foreign Secretarles were to meet
“as often as necessary"i the first meet-
ing was set up to meet in London
AdditioNally embraced within the concord were arrangements
for governmentS3 after the conclusion of hostilities, to

)

be “"broadiy representative Bf all democratic elements.
Despite the;e grandiloquent statements,.the military and
economic role of the United States and the Soviet Union. !
during World War II made evident two facts.- Fif8t, bdthf\
powers would continue to exercise an immense méasure-bf;
world leédership in the future. 'Second; the peace of the
_wqrid would be establishgd upon an unstable bipolar balaﬁce'“'
of power. Nonetheless, the results of the'Coﬁférencé in | |
the Crimea were ardently accepted throughout the“U.S;S.Rf.
the British Commonwealth, and the U.S.A. The American
press was virtua11y<unanimqus in pféising the decisions
reached by the Allied leaders, The endorsement of the
accbrds, however, was not granted by the Polish Government

in London. It convened on Feﬁruary 13, 1945, and later
issued a communiqué announcing its rejection of. the Polish
~territorial question laid down at the C;imea Conference. .

The negative objection of the Polish government-in-exile

was not enough to nullify the Yalta Charter and so it re-

mained a legal international compact.

5U S. Congress, Senate, Committee on Foreign Relatlons,
A Decade of American Forei Polic ic D t 194
New York: Greenwood Press, Publishers, 19
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The primary reason for the success of the Big Three
meeting was Roosevelt's personal diplomacy. His position
as "mediator between the declining fortunes of the British
Empire and the rising star of the Soviets"6 had helped to
insure the agreement at Yalta, but his death and a British
election were to demonstrate just how tenuous the compact
actually was. Roosevelt died on April 12, 1945, and was
succeeded by Harry S, Tfuman. On May 23, 1945, there was
a breakdown of the Coalition Government in England; Churchill
and the Conservatives in the genéral‘election of July were
defeated. Half-way through the besdam Conference, Clement - -
Attlee and Ernest Bevin became.the British representative
officials, and Truman represented the United States,

The three major Allied powers met at Potsdam from
July 17 to August 2,.1945. and the points which Stalin,
Truman and Prime Minister Attlee agreed to inter alia were:

"1, Germany was not to be partitioned, but to-

- be treated as a single economic unit with
certain central administrative departments,
through which a program of decentralizatlon
was to be carried out.

"2¢ Britain and the U.S.A. would support, in
, the eventual peace settlements, the Soviet
annexation of the northern half of East
Prussia (including Konigsberg).

"3. ‘'Pending the final delimitation of Poland's
western frontier,* the 'former German

territories' east of the Oder and Neisse R

Rivers and the former free city of Danzig .

were to be left under Polish administration.

and should not be considered as part of the
‘SOV1et zone of occupatlon in Germany.

‘®Ekirch, op. cit., p. 174.



. "4, Peace treaties should be concluded with
Bulgaria, Finland, Hungary, Italy, and
Rumania,

"S. The remaining German population in Poland,
Czechoslovakia and Hungary was to be
transfered to Germany."

Although the terms of the Potsdam compact had not
deviated from the basic form created at Yalta, the tone
of the discussion had emphafically changed, President
Truman inaugurated a tougher policy toward the Soviet
Union than Roosevelt had previouSly used. He pointed out
America's military superiority over the U.S.S.R. and ”dis-
closed to Premier Stalin the 1mportant news that American
scientists had successfully developed a new weapon of un-

usual force."8

in less than frlendly tones, The new plan
of action was coupled with some sharp debates over Eastern
Europe and the argumentative atmosphere at Potsdam replaced
accord and trust with suspicion, misunderstandiﬁg, and lack
of c00peratidn. From the comradeship of arms during World
War II, the ﬁaths of the Western nations and the Union of

Soviet Socialist Republics turned from an amicable re-
S

lationship to open ciritcism. During the immediate postwar

?Ke951ng's Treaties and Alllances of the World: An Inter-
national Survey Covering Treaties in Force and Communities of

States, (Vienna-Zurich: Keesing's Publications Ltd., Keynsham,
Bristol, Siegler & Co. KG., Bonnj; New York: Charles Scribner’'s.:

Sons, 1968), p. 17.

BEkifch, op. cit., p. 178,
.‘ :

~—-
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years, Washington-Moscow relations were heading toward
a conflict of interests in Eastern Europe, The formation
of new regimes in Poland, Czechoslovakia‘and Hungary

between 1942-1948 brought the collision into full view,



CHAPTER I1I
*  FORMATION. OF THE NEW REGIMES

I. Poland 1942-1947

" In 1942 Poland was still ﬁnder the opp}essiva weight
of German occupation. The Soviet Union 9ec1ded at that
early date to penetrate the Polish underground in order
to assure Moscow’'s chances of ultimately formulating Polish
policy. Toward that end a grbup loyal to the U.S.S.R.
were:

« « + secretly parachuted into Poland to in-
filtrate the Polish underground, to set up cells
for the later selzure of power, to denounce members
of the patriotic Underground to the Gestapo, and to
set up new, seemingly non-communist, underground
groups which were actually under the complete con-
trol of the Communist Party. The Kremlin exercised
direct control over this group by its agent and
Secretary General of the Workers®' Paety, Marceli
Nowotko, who later was liquidated and replaced by °,
another agent, Pawel Finder, also later liquidated.

Authoritatively but confidentially the Polish Communist .
Party, Polish Workers*' Party or PPR --- Polgka Partja
Robotnicza, was resuscitated in Warsaw on January §,

lEdward J. Rozek, Allied Wartime Diplomacys A Patte
in Poland, (New Yorks John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 1958),
P. 96. Pawel Finder, who succeeded Nowotko, was arrested
by the German secret police in November of 1943, He was

executed on July 26, 1944, by the Gestapo. '

)
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f 1942.* Marcell Nowotko was its first secretary-general,
but he was assassinated by Edward Molojec in November of
1942, in Warsaw. Molojec presumed him to be a collabora-
tor with the Gestapo and a traitor to the Polish-Communist
cause. Nowotko's successor as Secretary General of the
Party was Wladyslaw Gomulka. He was the recipient of the
top Party post in November of 1943,

Six months lafer. May 4, 1943, Moscow'’s objectives
regarding Poland were advanced when Marshall Stalin
replied to. two interview questions posed by correspondents

of The New York Times,.%**

QUESTION: Does the Government of the U.S.S.R.
desire to see a strong and independent Poland
after the defeat of Hitlerite Germany?

| STALIN: Unquestionably, it does.

QUESTIONs On what fundamentals is it your
opinion that relations between Poland and the
U.S.S.R. should be based after the war?

STALINs Upon the fundamentals of solid good
neighborly relations and mutual respect, or should
the Polish people so desire, upon the fundamentals
of an alliance providing for the mutual assistance
against the Germans as tge chief enemies of the
Soviet Union and Poland.

The authoritative advocacy of fufure Soviet actions had
been supplied, and time 'was the écaréely significant

element which obstructed the ultimate annexation of Poland

*The Polish Communist ?arfy had been prorogued in 1938.

#*sJournalists representing the London Times were also.
present. ' “ : _

2rne New York Times, May 5, 1943, page 1.
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by the Communists. Policies started in 1942 were retained,
and Stalin assiduously ascertained that fhePo;ish_staté‘
was or soon would be controlled by Soviet gsympathizers.

The énfiltration of Poland had commenced; The modug
Iopegandi implementation was the formation of the communist- -
controlled Polish Army. Colonel Zyg@mwunt Berling, prewar |
' regular quish army officer'and commander of the Kosciuszko'
Division®, Méjor General Bevgink, Berling's quiet_militerj< .
supérior.~and Zlexander‘Zawadzki. an NKVD'* colonel. were -
the agents chosen by the Moscow government to command the
strategic take over of the Polish military forces. which
guaranteed that the political power in Poland at the proper’
time ﬁould be transferred to COmmﬁniét agéhts. Richard F. |
Staar deplcted the manipulation.- xe siad that many répresehta-‘
tives frbm the U;S.S.R. joiﬁed the Kosciuszko Division and
became officers in the ﬁplitical education corps.

These political-education elements tombined in

1944 with the PPR, just emerged from the underground,

on “liberated" Polish soil. The total strength of '

both groupsw as only 20,000 persons, This numerical
weakness during the initial postwar period made Com-
munist strategy subordinate socialism to nationalism,

and forced commugism to pose as a native Polish
movement. .

. #*The Kosciuszko Division was the nucleus for the
future Polish Soviet-controlled army. It was established
on May 20, 1943, in ‘the Soviet Union,

#%#Peoples' Commissariat of Internal Affairs (Soviet
secret police).

>Richard F. Staar, Poland 1944-1962: The Sovietization
of a Captive People, (Baton Rouge, Louisianas Louisiana

State University Press, 1962), pp. 80-81,
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After January 1, 1944, SOVief.agents presented a
show of popﬁlar support when they shared in the leader-
ship of the underground'legislative National Council of
the Homeland, known as the KRN or Krajowa Rada Narodowa,
in Warsaw.u That position also allowed them to be equal
paftners with other political parfies in Poland, all of
which were vying for goverﬁmentai superiority within.the
Polish state. The Soviet sympathizers presented the
illusion of political strength by being part of the KRN,
but it was an exaggeration of their actual power. Indeed,
*it was not this weak coalition by the military successes
and the physical presence of the Soviet army which guar-
anteed the Communists a ﬁonopoly of political power in
Poland.”s

Having obtained key places in the newly revived
government within the Polish state and possessing the
mainstay of the swiftly advancing Red Army, the Communists
were streﬁgthening their strangulation hold upon Poland.

'An-executive body, the sixteen-man Polish Committee
of National Liberation (PKWN --- Polski Komitet

Wyzwolenia Narodowego), was established at the

Chelm near Lublin on July 21, 1944 by the Communists.

(There was) Communist control ovgr the most important
departments in the government(.)

The Soviets had pressed their political advantage to the

uIbido' ppo 80"81.

5Ibid.,nbp. 80-81, "At least nine of the original
fougt?en KRN members supported the Communists. . . . (Ibid.,
p. ©61)." : :

6Ibid.| PP, 80"'81' E
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-full in Poland by the time“the Allies met for the Yalta
Conference of February 4-11, 1945.7 Therefore. it was with
a epirit of eelf—confidence that Stalin approached the
question of a poetwar settlement dealing with the territor-
les west. of Soviet Russia. | |

Western etateemen fostered the hope that “something |
resembling the liberal Eurobe of the 1920's would arise
from the aehes.of the éonflagration." but a;art from general
- decisions, "the principal work® in the Crimea "had to do
with the postwar organization of Eastern Europe.” The
principal state within that area was Polend.8

Rudimentary stipulations'were espoused in the Yalta
accords for the creation of a Polish government which
would be self-governing and embrace all democratic factions.
Moscow, however, was more concerned with its own pro@ection
than democracy for Poland. In a period of less than
thirty years, Polish territory had twice provided Germany
with an almost unobstructed passage to the Russian state
That fact loglcally explained the U,S.S.R.'s concern over
postwar Poland. The tide of battle shifted in the Red
Army's favor by the middle of March 1945, and so%n Soviet
troops were entrenched in Poland. That situation established
the basis for Communist domination of Polish territory when
World War II ended. A strong buffer zone against any

7C E. Black and E.C. Helmreich, Twent ent :
A History, (New Yorks Alfred A, Knopf, Inc., 1966), p, 576.
8 .

Ibid,, p. 576. .
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possible future a@}ack upon the Russian state from the
West was also promoted. To advance its immediate military
and future postwar political policy within Poland.‘Mgscow
proceeded "toward consolidation of Soviet power within
the Polish state, and "a regular pattern of which the
end result was the assumption of full power by Communists
with the direct and indirect support of the Soviet Union
followed."9

As early as April 21.Il945;~stalin was confident
that he could dominate Poland and'force an open agreement
with the Polish Committee of Natiomei Liberation. The |
accord signed was the Treet}'} of Friendship, Mutual Assistance
and Post-War Collaboration between the U.S.S.R. and the
National Council of the Polish Republic.* The Soviet:
Premier signed tneaagreement for the former, and Edward
Osobka-Morawskiiﬁ'was the signatory for the latter. Since e
Moscow had'bfoken of f diplomatic relations witm the London |
Polish govermment-in-exile during May of 1943, qver the
pressure the London Poles were using to inaugurate an in-
‘vestigation of the Katyn Forest massacre of 10,000 Polish .

officers, the Poles abroad were barred from the negotiatienﬂ"

| 9John C. Campbell, ed., The United States in World
Affairs, 1948-1949, (New York: Harper & Brothers, “1949),
p. 102, .

#The Council was glVen sole legal authority in Poland
, Eyuthe POllBh Commlttee of National leeratlon on July 22,
9 _ "

**Former Polish Soc1allst Party member who was made
Premier and Forelgn Minister in the Prov151onal Government ‘
of Poland, : ; : : K5
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pf any tyge of compact with the Soviet Union; Mdscow,
therefore, %ransferred its attention to the Communist-
dominated Polish Patriots®' Union and subsequently signed
an agreement with it.lo The treaty‘guaranteed'Polishi' :
Soviet cooperation for twenty years and the baéic elément<.¢
of the covenant was Artic;e II, which called for thefw
'“strengthening of[a stable and perménent friendship in time
of war and aéter war" bétween the two coniractiﬁs partiee.*‘d
Thatlrelationship.‘in turﬁ. was to then |

« o strengthén the ffiendly cbllabaration £

between the two countries in conformity with

the principles of mutual respect for their in-

dependence and sovereignty as well as non-

;ingfi?tioh in internal affairs of the other
The article offered the Polish people the %}lusion of
security and provided‘bsobka-Morawski's group substantial_
political and military suppbrtlfrom.the U.S.S.R. In re-
turn Stalin acquired a loyal regime in Poland. The entire
treaty was just vague enough ﬁo keep the United States
from detecting any desire to dominate Poland by non-
democratic elements. No diplomatic or Presidential pro-~
test was given by the U.S.

The image of political independence in Poland did not

last long as the Communists proceeded rapidly to tighten

10Bjack and Helmreich, op. cit., p. 576.

1llye1and M, Goodrich and Mérie J. Carroll, eds.,
Documents on American Foreign Relations, Vol, VII, 1944-1945,
(New Jerseys Princeton University Press, 1947), p. 857.
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their hold over the Polish nation., In March of 1945( '
Stalin arrested members of a delegation invited to negotiate .
with Moscow. Members of the group were:

The Vice Premier of the Polish Government, Jan
Jankowski (Labor Party). . ,
Three Ministers of the Polish Government, permanently
in Poland, Adam Bien (Peasant Party); Stanislaw
Jasiukowicz (National Democratic Party); and Antoni
Pajdak (Socialist Party).

The Commander of the former Home Army, General

Leopold Okulicki., _

‘The Chairman of the secret Polish Parliament, known

as the Council of National Unity, Kazimierz Puzak
(Socialist Party).

Eight members of the Council of National Unity,
representing the chief political parties in Poland:
Stanislaw Mierzwa (Peasant Party); Kazimierz Baginski
(Peasant Party); Josef Chacinski (Labor Party) ; :
Franciszk Urbanski (Labor Party); Zbigniew Stypulkowski
(National Democratic Party; Kazimierz Kobylanski,

Piotr Czernick, and Michalowski (all members of the
National Democratic Party).

They were accused of carrying out disruptive acts in the
rear of the-Réd Army as it wés "liberating” Poland, 'In
fact all of them were democrafic leﬁderslwhose opihioh in
ihe matter of thé formation of the future Polish Government
had been important. As a group.'they represented " a

broad coalition of political parties in Poland and were
members of the governing, military and political bodiés and
for fivé years directed the Pol;sh nation's struggle agaihst
the German occupants in Poland.” They were generali&
esteemed by the Poles in the homeland and abroad, and the
Polish government-in-exile was completely confident in

them.12

lZRozek. OD. Cit" P 370-

s B



By arresting the fifteen eminent Polish political
leaders, Moscow desired to prevent the formation of a new
democratic Poland and thereby undermine the measures agreed
upon in the Crimea. The U.S.S.R.'s explanation for the
arrest depicted the duplicity of Moscow's actions and
pledges. It was given by the Soviet News Agency, TASS,
on May 5, 1945:

« « « the group of Poles mentioned in the British

press and referred to in the House of Commons is

composed of sixteen and not fifteen people. It is

headed by the well-known Polish General Okulicki « o« o

This group of sixteen persons did not disappear

but was arrested by the military authorities of the
Soviet Command, . . &

e « o All these men, or some of them, according to

the results of the inquiry, will be tried.l
Protests against the obviously false accusatlon came from
several quarters. Stanislaw Mikolajczyk, head of the
Polish government-in-exile denyed the Soviet charges that
the underground organizations were promoting and carrying
out sabotage and justified their wartime acts as being
"the instinct of self-preservation in the nation."lu
Another expostulation was presented by Edward R. Stettinius,
Jr., United States Secretary of. State who on May 5, 1945,
commented on the Soviet act;on,k The language was temperate

but expressed American anxiety over Soviet actions in

Poland.

13IbJ.d., pp. 374-375. At first the SdVletS disavowed
any knowledge of the missing Pollshd,elegatlon (Ibid. ).

141vid., p. 375. See Appendix for full text. of
Mikolajcayk's statement (Document No. 1). :

AV
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. « » Mr. Molotov has now officially informed Mr.

Eden and myself that these leaders were arrested on

the charge of "diversionist" activities against the

Red Army.

We told Mr. Molotov of our great concern on
learning after such a long delay of this disturb-

ing development which has a direct bearing on the

working out of the Polish problem. . . . We have

asked ., . . for a . . . full explanation of this

action, ., » . Further discussions must await a

reply.l . P
No insensate innuendoes were spokén._ The above weak pro-
test was the only U.S, preSsure\appiﬂeq to aid the captive
Poles, and no demand for leﬁiehey was,éspoused. By not
showing Moscow a greater degrée of* determination on be-
half of the noted demOCratic-élements in Poland, the United
States lost an Opportunlty to advance the independence of
Poland which was contlngent w1th-the holding of "free and
unfettered elections” in that state,

To eliminate the "courégeous and patriotib.leaders of
the Underground" was imperative to Stalin. The 2alleged
‘crimes were' a "tactical move to extort confessions which
would incriminate the London Government and its undergroundf“
organizations in Poland." Having accomplished thaf. thé.:
Communists had destroyed practically all "potential competié
tion to their absolute rule of Poland," a nd’ severdl events '
prior to the Yalta-promiéed general "elections aided tﬁé B

' development of Moscow"s complete domination of-the Polishﬂ_“-

15Goodrlch and .Carroll, eds., op..cit., p. 209. On
June 21, the Court in Moscow charged twelve of the sixteen
arrested Polish leaders with underground activities in the
rear of the Red Army and sentenced them for periods of from
four months to ten years., Three were acquitted and one,
OW1ng to 1llness. was not tried at that date (Ibid.).



« 20 =
state.16 :
The Tripartite Commission in Moscow reached an agree-~
ment on June 22, 1945; the formation of the Polish Pro~
visional Government. Six days later the Lublin Committee
resigned. Osobka-Morawski became the Premier of the new
Provisional Government of National Unity, and Mikclajczyk's
acceptance of the decisions reached at the Moscow meeting
"united" the Poles.* On July 3, 1945, the new Polish
Government promised Britain and the United States that
it would hold the long~awaited "free and unfettered elec~
tions,.'"** Two days later the U,S. and the United Kingdom
recognized the Provisional Gowernment as legal authority
in Poland.
Dilatoriness tactics enabled fﬁelcommunists to.
prevent a general electioﬁ;for.a yecr; but they allowed
a referendum to take place:oh Juce-jo, 1946, It decided
affirmatively to three important issues fof Polands (1) the
abolition of the Senate; (2) the natlonalizatlon of 1ndustry

and land reform; (3) the acceptance of the new ‘western

frontler.*** The situation prompted a less than speedy

16
_ngek. op, eit., P. 375,

F
*Mikola)czyk had acquiesced to the compact formulated
during- the Moscow meeting and pledged friendship to and
cooperation with the U.S.S.R.

##Jt was not stated when the elections would be held..
Therefore, they could be put of f 1ndef1n1tely. o

*###Jt was the frontier agreed to durlng the Yalta Con-!f'
ference, along the Oder Nelase rlvers.

S



-21-

note from Wasﬁington on August 20; 1946, charging the govern-
ment in Poland with curtailment of democratic activity and
irregularity in cpnducting the referendum, but the decisions
of the referendum became law regardless of U.S. protest.
Because of that situation, any elections specified in the
Yalta Agreement were not immediately expeoted to take place,
Finally on January 19.‘1947. the Polish state selected
its new ruling government. The results were published by
the Communists on January 28, 1947, The publication showed
that only 11,413,618 of 12,701,056 voters actually oast
their ballots. The division of Parliamentary seats was:

TABLE 1

DIVISION OF
PARLIAMENTARY SEATS17

Government bloC -===cccccaa-- 394 seats
Polish Peasant Party =--=e---e 28 '
Christian Labor Party =---- -- 12

~ PSL, New Liberation Party --- ?
.- Catholic Progressive Party -- 3

The Communists together with their political allies had
won a clear-cut victory, and'the Red Army was present to
ensure Polish obedience to the newly elected regime.

Soviet domination over Poland was complete.

171vid., p. 429,



II. Czechoslovakias 1944-1048

In the winter of 1944-45, the Red Army had lib-
erated all of Slovakia and Moravia and most of Bohemia..
The forces of the United States freed the city of Pilsen
and most of western Bohemia, but at the insistence of the
Soviets they did not advance to Prague and relieve Czech
forces there. The troops of the U.S.S.R. were to have
the honor of driving the Germans from the capital of
Czechoslovakia on May 7, 1945,

Following the liberation of.half ofISlovakia and the
Whole of Carpathb-Ruthenia by the Soviet Army, Dr. Eduard
Benés. the Czechoslovak President broadcasted from I.ondon
to his people on February 17, 1945. He announced that he
and his government would shortly return to Czechoslovakia
from London, but ten months later the Czech government-id-
exile was.still in'England. Deépite the delay, Jan!Masaryk.
the Foreign Minister, publicly presented the future foreign
policy of the state of Czechoslovakia on December 31, 1945,

Our foreign policy will be based on the solid,
unalterable, and mighty foundation of our treaty

with the Soviet Union. . . . Our relations with

our neighbors will ge determined in the light of
our Soviet treaty.l

18¢eesing's Contemporary Archives, Vol. V, 1943-43,
(Londons Keesing's Publications Limited, 1946), p. 7052.

B
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Masaryk was referring to the 1943 Czech-Soviet treaty
of‘élliance. The treaty itseif had previo&ély reflected
the policy of Benes and the Foreign Minister to "rebuild
their country as a bridge between East and West.“l9 It
was with the most minute effort that Soviet influence was
established in C;echoslovakié. and the government-in-exile
was prepared to acquiesce to that power. Indeed, upon
returning to his liberated nation, Benes "voiuntarily
admitted Communists into the Czech cabinet,"2° It Qas a
procedure not prompted by reality since the Communists and
their political allies-had not acquired a majority of seats

in the general elections of May 26, 1946,

TABLE 2

PARTY REPRESENTATION IN THE
CZECHOSLOVAK NATIONAL

ASSEMBLY<21
Communist Party of Czechoslovakia ==«=-- 93
Communist Party of Slovakia ««e==ceccaa- 21

Czechoslovak Social Democratic Party =-- 37
Czechoslovak National Socialist Party -- 55

Czechoslovak People's Party ~=-e-==--- -- 46
Democratic Party (Slovak) -----e--e--e-- L3
Other parties ==ecccccaccccccvcccccccca-a 5

300

he New York Times reported the elections as being a

198)ack and Helmreich, op. cit., p. 758.
201bid., p. 758.

ely, Gordon Skilling, "Revolutlon and Contlnulty in
Czechoslovakla," Journal of Central European Affairs, Vol.
XX. No. L (Jmuary' 19 1 9 P 3770
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“rebuilding'of a democraticl ife in”Czechoslovakié.”zg
but democracy in that state. was merely a facade. Com-
munist influence was substantial and they were steadily
gaiﬁing power. Pro-Moscow politicians held the most
influential governmental positions. Klement Gottwald, a
. prominent member of the Communist party.,became Premier
on May 30, 1946, Jan Masaryk was retained as Foreign
Minister, and on June 19, 1946, the Assembly unanimously
re-elected Benes as Preaident‘of Czechoslovakia. The
Soviet sphere of influence was slowly engulfing the
Czechoslovakian republic, and just how far it had been
" removed from the West and democracy became lucid in 1little
over a year. In October of 1947, Raymond Daniel made an
adequate observation.
« « There is no visible evidence of

Soviet interference in Czech affairs or life.

There doesn't need to be. The Russians quite

wisely are leaving it all to their Czech comrades.

There are 1,200,000 Communist party members and .

the party has a firm grip on the Government. . . .

It was an experiment in political collaboration

which resulted in the non-Communist eigmenta

becoming prisoners of the Communists.
As long as that situation held true, the Soviets had no.
reason to intervene officially into Czechoslovakia's
domestic affairs, and the illusion of independence was

maintained.

?20ne New York Times, May 27, 1946, page 26.

23Raymond Daniel, “"Crossroads Between Two Worlds,*

The New York 1 Vol. XXXXVIII (October 26,
U P T | |
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Everything appeared to be going according to Moscow'’s
expectationg_until the Czechs announced their desire to |
‘participate in the Paris diéénssiona of the Marshall plan.
Stalin put a speedy halt to.such freedom of expression, and
subtle Communist pressure became overt. Despite the Soviet
intervention, President Benes continued to await a major
move by them to restrain civil liberties. When it took
place he would then turn to the Parliament for suppoft in |
preservinglCzechoslovakia'a freedom. He had underegtimafed
the Communists, however. When the move came it was not in
the area of civil liberties. Instead, it was a Communist
formulated political crisis, which transpired on February
25, 1948. |

The Soviet solution to the artificlally created crisis
was a new government under the Communist leader Klement
Gottwald, but Benes refused to accept the Soviet terms..
His objection was exposed in a letter to the Presidium of
the Communist Party in which he insisted upon "parliamentary
democracy and parliamentary government,"” but Moscow's will
prevailed.24

The United States, France, and Great Britain issued a
formal protest on February 26, 1948,

~ (Through) means of a crisis artifically and

deliberately instigated the use of certain methods
already tested in other places has permitted -the

24

“Document,” Current History, Vol. XIV (April, 1948),
p. 20. _ :



- 26 ~

suspension of the free exercise of parlia-
mentary institutions and the establishment
of a disguised dictatorship of a single party
under the cloak of a government of national
union,

. (We) « « '+ can but condemn « « « the con-
sequences . . . Which can only be %1sastrous
for the Czechoslovak people . .

The note had no effect and did not change the political
situation in Czechoslovakia., On May 30, 1948, national
elections took place and the Communist-dominated National
Front received 6,413,963 valid votes out of a total of
7,204,256,

Benes resigned on June 7, 1948, because of ill health,
and Klement Gottwéld was elected to the Presidency by the
Assembly seven days later. The Communist Antonin Zapotocky
succeeded Gottwald as Prime Minister, and Czechoslovakia
became a Communist ruled country. The means were called
"democratic," but the end was the loss of Czechoslovakian
independence,

« « « The case of Czechoslovakia show(ed)

clearly that the active interest and impressive

display of Soviet power in contrast to the West's

hesitant policy not only formed the background

but were the chief bases for Communist succeésses

in Eastern Europe. Careful, professional in-

filtration of democratic institutions and the 26
wishful thinking of the democrats did the rest.

i

25"Document." Current History, Vol. XIV (April, 1948),
o 23?. See Appendix for full text of the note (Document
No, 2

26Ivo Duchacek, “The Strategy of Communist Infiltra-

tion: Czechoslovakia, 1944-48," World Politics, Vol..II
(October 1949- July 1950), PP 34 53 :
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The strategy used by the Communists in obtaihing
complete control of Czechoslovak gd?ernmenf was broken
down into four bésic steps by Ivo Duchaceks (1) isolatidn‘
of the democrats; (2) advance of the Red Army combined
with the feeling and propaganda that the U.S.S.R. was the
only possible ally who could prevent Gerpan aggression in
Eastern Europe; (3) rapid Communist control of the main
government positions (agriculture and police departments) j
(4) use of democracy and decentralizations as weapons for
infiltrating and ﬁisorganizing of the government.27 All
fogr steps were followed very closely and aséiduously by
the Communists, but Czechoslovakia remained for a limited
period of time a reluctant ally of Moscow, |

Regardless of Czechoslovakia's hesitancy, its fate
had been sealed. From May 1945 to February 1948, the re-
public had been ruled by a coalition of parties headed by
the Communist Party. Democratic elements in Czechoslovakia
were led by Eduard Benes, and they hoped that the Soviet
Union would permit their nation the freedom to choose its
own form of government. Benes professed that belief as
early as April 1946,

It is natural that the socialistic system

. of the neighboring Soviet Union should exercise

an influence on the economic reorganization of

Czechoslovakia. In spite of this fact, Czecho-

slovakia remains and will remain absolutely

independent, with her own political democratic
regime and her own parliamentary democracy.

271bid., pp, 3463 3564



The Soviet Union does not interfere in any

respect in Czechoslovak affairs. Czecho-

slovakia is follow1ng her own gay. her own

methods and traditions. . .

Such dreamsﬁﬁere traditionally well-founded but not
realistic according to the developing siutation; Ultimate;y
the Comhunist Party seized power in February of_l9u8,-ano
it was too late'for anti-Communist parties to prevent the
~complete Eopmunist domination of the Czechoslovakian govern-
ment.2?

The future of democracy in Czechoslovakia and . also'
that state’'s. 1ndependence had. been founded upon *free and
unfettered elections."” The ma;orlty of the voting pOpulas.f
known to he democratlc and non-Marx;st. was to assert it-
-self at the polls, but it was naive to belleve>that the_'
ballot box was an unimpregnable sanctuaryf' The Soviets
placeo fheir faith‘in subversive actions., They thereby

won the upper hand and termlnated democracy in Czecho-'
slovakia. '"The result was -a depress1ng shock for the'
Western world, and an encouraging sign for the Easterh

world and Communism in general."30

28Eduard Benes, "Postwar Czechoslovakla." Foreign
Affairs, XXIV, (Aprll 1946), pp. 397 409,

29Duchacek. op. cit., p. 372,

301vo Duchacek, "The February Coup in Czechoslovakia.
World Politics, Vol. III (July, 1950), pe 532,



III. Hungarys 1945-1948

As eariy as September 23, 1945, thé United States

" informed the government of Hungary that diplomatic re-
lations would be established with it, provided free
elections were helds The Hungarian Government accepted
that criterion, and Washington gave its de jure recogni-
tion on Novemﬁer 2, 1945, Two days.later. the Hungarian

nation went to the polls. The results were:

TABLE 3

REPRESENTATION IN
THE NATIONAL

ASSEMBLY
PARTIES J REPRESENTATION
Smallholders ..............."..... 222
CommuNisStsS eseecevsvossnsssccsasnae 70
Social Democrats secececcccccsoooven 69
Peasmts .....l....'l....'........ 22
leerty e 0 0 0 00060000 0606060000 06000 000 o0 16
- Democratic People's RN 2
Citizens' DemocraticC sssccssssess 1
Non-party e 00000000 O0OCODBSBODOPDPOPOIEEOS OOCO OO O 18

Total 0000800000000 08 C¢e0000000O0C0OC0 Ezo*

#409 members were elected; 1l were appointed.31

Zoltan Tildy was named Prime Minister on November 11, 1945.

Voting presented clear proof that the Communists lacked

3lWal'ter He. Mallory. ed., Pol;tlcgl Handbook of the
.t
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dominent influence in Hungary. The Smallholders -and the
West were encouraged to believe that Hungary could escape -
Communist rule. Inde®d, proclamation of a Republic in
. February, 1946 was permltted W1thout direct Sov1et in- -
tervention.* Apparently the Soviet Union was not fear—
ful of an established republic near its frontier; Moscow_ 
was even cooperativé during the early postwar years.*#
With the amicability of the U.S.S.R. and the diplo-
matic recognition of the U.S.A., the general belief was |
that the Hungarian state would be consistently gaining in
strength and stability. That illusion did not last long,
even though the November 1945 -elections had actually been
{
free,
e o« o« Now , , ; came the first disillusionment,
for the head of the Soviet Mission insisted that
the coalition form of government must continue,
and backed by pressure from him, the Communists
obtained the ministry of interior, with the con-
trol of the police. The Smallholders were al-
lowed to retain the Minister Presidency, but
* were forced by 'salami tactics' of pressure and
blackmail to expel successively thelr more cou-
rageous elements as 'Fascists' . « z

Following political consolidation of its influence,

#20ltan Tildy was elected President, and on February
L, 1946, Ferenc Nagy of the Smallholders party became
Premler.

##Moscow extended Hungary's reparaflon payment for a

period of two years. Premier Nagy returned from the
Kremlin to Budapest on April 20, 1946, with the news,

3ZC.A. MaCartney, Hungary: A Short History, (Chicago,
Illinois:s Aldine Publishing Company, 1932}, PpP. 237-238.
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the Soviet Union proceeded into the realm of economics.
Its program of stripping Hungary began in July of 1946,
which produced a protest from the United States. The U,S.,
note invoked the Yalta agreement, but it did not cause the
termination of Communist actions. Indeed, Soviet tech-
niques of infiltration were intensified, Within a year,
Communist pressure had forced the resignation of Premier
Nagy, and a new coalition government wae formed under
Lajos Dinnyes of the Smallholders party on May 31, 1947.
On June 5, 1947, the President of the U.S.A., Harry S.
Truman, made a statement in which he described the change
of government in Hungary as an outrage. Nevertheless,

the United States Senate ratified its peace treaty with
Hungary on the same day. That action appeared as a sanc-
tion of Soviet exploitation of Hungary, and it made Wash-
ington seem indifferent to the situation. Therefore, the
Hungarian struggle against Communist domination was soley
its own, ) ‘ .

Michael T. Florinsky depicted the manner in which the
U.S.S.R. obtained Hungarian submissibn. The followiﬁg
observation was quite correct: A |

The method chosen was unimaginative, crude,

and painfully familiar. At the end of February,

1947, Bela Kovacs, a prominent member of parlia-.

ment and secretary general of the Smallholders'

Party, was arrested by the Russians, an action

branded by the American government as “unwar-

ranted intervention.” ., . . Premier Negy . . .

was forced to resign. A new coalition govern-

ment, nominally under Premier lLajos Dinnyes,

but actually controlled by the Communist leader;'.
Rakosi, was installed. Mass arrests whioh_bégan

F
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in Marcq were 1nfen31fied. the army .was purged,
and with the "voluntary" dissolution on July 22
of the Liberal party, the last vestiges of po-
litical opposition disappeared.33 _

‘There was only mild political sensation created by'\
the overthrow on Mayljo; 1947, of the Budapest government
and it_had'already eubsided by September of that yeaf.3u
Dinnyes and the other geve:nment officials were surprised
with the absence of pgotests from the free.netions of the
world, but then no nation had bothered to stop Soviet in- .
filtration either. With that in mind, Dinnyes himself
sought close cooperation with the U.S.S.R.._but before it
could be acquired several steps had to be taken., More than
5,000 anti-Communists were arrested; Bela Kovacs died in
prison; Joseph Kovaco was fired; and Nagy was forced to
resign. As long as these procedures went smoothly for the
Communists, the Hungarians had no' fear of direct military
intervention by the Soviets, but Moscow desired-total dom-
ination of the Hungarian state. To that end a new order,
the "Iron Fiet." was established, It was headed by Matyas
Rakosi, Deputy Premier and Comﬁunist party leader, and it
brought about the fusion of democracy eﬁd the brave iron-

fisted Communist party,--

33M1chael T. Florinsky, "The Case of Hungary," Current
History, Vol. XIII, (September. 1946), pp. 154-155. Matyas
Rakosi was one of the returning "Muscovite" exiles and a
member of the hard core of the Hungarian Communist Party.

341pid., p. 153

35
"Hungarys The New Order," Newgweek Vol. XXIX, No. 2h
(June 16, 1947, pp. h2-43, '
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After the fusion, the Hungarian political,  social,
and economic. situation would remain status guo. The
actions taken by the U.S. in order to influence develop-

ments wi%?in that nation had no effect. Huhgaryzhad

fought agaihst the "Iron Curtain" by itself and lost.

The Soviets gained a substantial political base frqm:
which they enclosed the Hurigarian nation, and«theif Cdm#;”
munist agenté within the counfry.steadily stfehgthened :
their influence. The Communists consolidated their power - ..

quickly during 1947, and onnJuly 25; the_Aaéembly was dis-
' 1 . ' : & L h A
solved and a new election was held on August 31, 1947.f_

TABLE 4

PERCENTAGE OF VOTES CAST
' ON AUGUST 31, 1947 :
PARTIES PERCENTAGES OF
. : VOTES*

Coalition Parties _
Communists ._loolooo'lolQOl- 2200“
smallhOIderS ® 0 000 00 0 0 0 00 15.1’.
Socialists .sseeseensences 14,6
National Peasants escceeee 9.0

Opposition Partiest
Democratic People's .ee.. 16
Independent Democratic .. 14
Father Balogy's Party ... 5
Minor Parties seeseesneses L

*The percentages of votes cast in the 1945
election were as follows: Communists 17,
Smallholder365?. Socialists 17, National
Peasants 9.

A coalition government under the leadership of Dinnyes was

36Mallory. op. cit., 1948, p. 95.
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created on September 23, 1947, which included four Small-
holders, five Communists, four Socialists, and two National
Peasants. Eleven months later President 2o0ltan Tildy an-
nounced: his resignation after the arrest of his son-in-
law on charges of high treason and espionage, and on August
3, 1948, Arpad Szakasits was elected President by the
Parliament and immediately assumed office. The U.S. De-
partment of State protested against these electoral mach~
inations.
(We) . . . are seriously concerned by reports

from Budapest of widespread abuses of the already

restrictive provisions of the new Hungarian

electoral law, under which the national elections

will be held on August 31. The United States

Government, which has taken note of the assur-

ances of free elections voiced publicly by the

Hungarian Prime Minister and other Hungarian

officials, is prompted . . . by its desire that

freedoms guaranteed by the Treaty of Peace with

Hungary . o« shall nof be denied the Hungarian

people, 37
The note went on to state how there was a disfranchisement
of voters by the Communist controlled electoral organs on
flimsy and illegal pretexts. It was also noted that the
lists of candidates prepared'by other political parties
were supervised by the Communists. The lists were.obtained
by pressure. The measures mentioned within the Washington

note was irecognized as illegal means used by the Communists

37Raymond Dennet and Robert K. Turner, eds., Documents -
on Amerjcan Foreien Relations, Vol. IX, (Princeton, New
Jersey: Princaton University Press, 19“9). Pe 698,
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to provide them with complete control of the newiy elected
legislature regardless of the outcome of the voting.38
Again, protesting produced no justice or reversal of
Communist actions previosly taken, The Soviet sympathizers
had gained complete political control of the new regime .

in Hungary, and the Hungarian republic was at an end.

BBIbid.. pp. 698-699,
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CHAPTER iII,

U.S. STATE DEPARTMENT DIPLOMACY TOWARD POLAND,
HUNGARY AND CZECHOSLOVAKIA. '
945 -1948 ;

I, Pgland

Moscow was the: malnstay of the Polish Committee of
National leeratlon. but in July of 1944 the Commlttee
"proclaimed frlendshlpvand a permanent alliance with the.
United States and Great Brifﬁin.“ A guarantee‘was'also
made that_the traditional Franco-Polish alliance would be
‘preservedfand collaboration with every democratic nation
throughout the world confinued. "These pledges were soon
forgotten, as Poland became progressively intgrgrated-witﬁ;
the Soviet orbit."l _ | | | b

On July 25, 1944, the U,S.S,R. stated.ité reiation"tq_j
Poland as-being"striétly ﬁilitary. ‘Moscow said that ii
did not desire to'organiZe an adiminstrafioq of its own
within the territory of Poland but did hoﬁe‘for‘the con-
tinuance of friendly Soviet-Polish,gollabdratidht “An ac-
cord was signed the nex£ day betweenﬁfhe Liberation Com~
mittee énd'the Soviét>Unioh. Afticle six of the'agrég-

ment was the most efficacious:

bl

lStaar. oD, m-. Ps ll6|



As soon as any part of the liberated terri-

tory of Poland ceases to be a zone of direct

military operations, the Polish Committee of

National Liberation shall fully assume the

direction of all affairs of civil administra-

tion. 2 s
The Committee, subsequently known as the Lublin Government,
vied with the Government-in-exile in London for the politi-
cal leadership of Poland.

The Soviet Union aided and befriended the Lublin Govern-
ment, It was the first step toward the Communist take over
of Poland but appeared to be an amicable Allied action since
the Soviets were fighting to liberate Eastern Europe from
the Nazi invaders. Another manifestation of Allied coopera~
tion on the part of Moscow was the solemn agreement to the
Yalta accords regarding Poland. A major segment endorsed
during the Conference was the Declaration on Polandi

A new situation has been created in Poland as a
result of her complete liberation by the Red Army.

This calls for the establishment of a Polish Pro-

visional Government . . . The . . . Government

which is now functioning in Poland should there-

fore be reorganized on a broader democratic basis

with the inclusion of democratic leaders from

Poland and from Poles abroad. (It) should then

be called the Polish Provisional Government of

National Unity.3
That written statement was to insure an independent and

democratic Poland, but a mere three mbntha after the Big

2Dennet and Turner, op., cit., Vol. VIII, pp. 854-855,
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Three met at Yalta the Soviets began to eliminate some of
the Polish Democratic Leaders.* |

Despite such Communist tactics, the United States
established diplomatic relations with the expanded Polish
Provisional Government of National Unity on July 5, 1945,
thereby forming a good basis for friendly diplomatic re-
lations with the Government in control of Poland. During
the same month, the Allied le¢aders met at Potsdam. The
central issue there was still Poland. The West desired
more assurances not merely that elections would be free
but that they would actually be held.,

This time, Stalin resisted any firm declara-
tions, arguing that. the Provisional Government

was committed to free elections and should not

be hectored or insulted by Allied meddling in

Polish affairs. Stalin . . . did not mention

that he effectively controlled "Polish affairs"

and intended to continue doing so. The Western

Allies understood this well enough, but (they)

were still hopeful that the "free and unfettergd

elections" agreed upon at Yalta would be held.

The United States had four specific points which the
Polish Government was to meet, and Arthur Bliss Lane, U.S.
Ambassador to Poland, presented the criteria to the Polish
Foreign Office on August 19, 1946:

« ¢« ¢« 1t is essential for the carrying out of

free elections that (1) all democratic and anti-

Nazi parties shall be allowed to conduct election

campaigns freely without arrest or threat of

arrest., The parties recognized . . . (are) . . .
The Polish Workers' Party (PPR), the Democratic

*See above pages 6-9,
“William P. Gerberding, United States Foreign Policy:

Perspectives and Analysis, (New Yorkt McGraw-Hill Book
Company, 19235. P. 140,
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‘Party (SD), the Polish Socialist Party (SL),

and the Labor Party (SP); (2) all such parties

shall be represented on all electoral commis-

sions and ballots be counted in presence of
representatives of all such parties; (3) re-

sults shall be published immediately by local
districts; and ?Q) there shall be an adequate

system of appealing election disputes.5

.The four points were aimed at prodding the Polish regime
into keeping the promise it gave at the Yalta Conference to
hold "free and uﬁfettered elections."” If these steps were
executed, the United States believed that Poland would be
an independent and democratic nation and still possessed
the conviction that events in Poland would advance smoothly
since the Polish Government had announced January 19, 1947,
as the date on which the Polish state would vote,

Just two months prior to the general elections; how-
ever, an induced Communist election deal was forced upon
the Peasant Party. It was presented as a compromise politi-
cal action in order to prevent the dissolution of the co-
alition, thereby averting any political chaos which would
follow the termination of governmental functioning. The
compromise, known as the Moscow agreement,

.« « » awarded Mikdlajczyk's party one-third of

the places in government and administration---

enough for a voice but not enough for power.

- Their allotment was spelt out in detail: one
Vice-President (Wincenty Witos), one vice~Premier
(Mikolajczyk), and five of the fifteen ministries.
¢ o o gT)he vital internal security department
was made into a special ministry led by Stanislaw

Radkiewicz, He had spent gost of the war years
in the Soviet Union. . . .

SDennet and Turner, op. cit., Vol, VIII, p. ‘883.

6Nicholas Bethell, Gomulak: Hi -Po and, Hi ommunism,
(New Yorks Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1969), p. 107,
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According to the compact, Mikolajczyk's Peasant'party was
also to receive fifty~four seats in Parliament, "It was
party politics, Polish style. 'Pa:liamentary democracy"
and 'free eléctions' became mere words written into docu-
ments to salve people's consciences."’ _

The United States failed to compréhend reality and
merely addressed notes to the Polish Provisional Government
in regard to the arrangements fOor the holding of "free and
unfettered elections” in Poland. It was only when reports
of terror tactics reached the U.S.A. that harsh American
protests were conveyed to both Poland and Mosqow. The
Polish Foréign Office received its note from Gerald Keith
on November 22, 1946, It stated that "the importance which
the United States Government attaches to the carrying out
of these decisions (reached at Yalta and Potsdam) had re-
peatedly been brought to the attention of the Polish Govern-
ment," and onlytby adhering to the four points stated in the
August 19, 1946, U.S. note could America "regard the terms °
of the decisions as having been fulfilled."8 Just a few
days prior to the general election in Poland, Andrei’
Vyshiﬁsky. Deputy Minister of the Soviet Union, received a

note from the U.S. Ambassador W, Bedell Smith, It empha-

71vid., p. 110.

8Committee on Foreign Affairs, The Strategy and
Tactics of World Communism, Supplement II, (Washington,
D.C.1 United States Government Printing Office, 1948),
p. 66. A second note was delivered by Arthur Bliss Lane
to the Polish Foreign Office on January 9, 1l947. See
Appendix for full text (Document No. 3¥. '
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sized the fact that the U.S. had been a signatory of both
the Yalta and Potsdam Agreements and placed the most import -
upon the sections which delt '

with the establishment of a representative

government in Poland through the instrumentality

of free and unfettered elections . . .

It also informed Vyshinsky's government that Washington was
concerned with

the pre-election activities of the Polish

Provisional Government of National Unity

« « « (and was) especially perturbed by the

increasingly frequent reports of repressive

measures which the Polish Provisional Govern-

ment (had) seen fit to employ against those

democratic elements in Poland which (had) ngt

aligned themselves with the 'bloc” parties.

The Soviet reply was direct and-Uncompromising. It
simply stated that Moscow could "not agree with the accusa-
tions contained in the note“ sent by the United States.lo
No U.S. answer was made to Vyshlnsky 8 statement, and
American officials and a few Poles continued to believe
that the'election would meet the requirements of the August
19th note. In short, Washington was contented “to mix
~Gomulka ¢nd Mikolajczyk like oil and water, stand back,
observe and deplore the.insoluble result.“11 but once the
results of the 1947 elections were publicly known the United_'-l

States realized that Poland would never be a free, demo- V

9Commlttee on Forelgn Affairs, op. g;t.. Pe 6?. .See’
Appendix for full text (Document No. X

loIbld.. . ?0. See Appendlx for full text of the
Soviet reply (Document No. 5)e

llBethell, op. cit., p. 110,
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TABLE 5

OFFICIAL RESULTS OF THE
1947 ELECTIONS13

Party designation Valid Percent National
- votes List
Governmenf bloc? 9,003,684 80.1 327
Polish Peasant Party 1,154,847 10.3 24
Labor Party 530.,979 L,7 . 10
PSL---ﬁew Liberation® 379,754 3.5 7
Other groups® 157,611 l.4 4
Unaccounted for 18,000 ———— ——
—I1,20%,875  100.0 372
Party designation : State
List Total Number
of Seats
Government bloc? 57 — 384
Polish Peasant Party Ly 28
Labor Party ; 5 : 15
PSL---New Liberationb 6 13
Other groupsc 0 L
Unaccounted for _ . ;5- 3 ¥ "iﬁﬁ%"

4The breakdown of seafs gained by the individual
parties forming the government bloc was a follows:
Polish Workers®' (Communist) Party 119

Polish Socialist party 119
Peasant party _ : 183
Democratic party

- : ‘ '. it a' 3§E

A radical splinter from the Polish Peasant Party. :

cProgress:.ve Catholic (three seats) and 1ndependent
Socialists (one seat).

£

=

13staar, op. cit.,.p. 53.

P
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cratic and independent nation.* ,

Intimidation and fraud had'aided the Communists in
strengthening their ceetrol'ovef the_Pelieh Government,
but not wishing to provoke a war with the Soviete. simply
to make Poland a democratic state, the U.S. could only
expostulate whaﬁ.had taken place. The American position
on the conduct ef the Polish elections were made public
January 28, 1947, but the actual note had been deliverad ;
to the Polish Provisional Government on January 9th. It
containe%-the following five points: (1) eleotions which
would be in accordance with the terms of the Potsdam agree-

ment could not be held unless repressive activities by the .

Provisional Government ceased immediately; (2) the Polieh‘:

Provisional'Government failed to carry out its solemn

pledges; (3) the U.S. Government still maintained'ite in-._
terest in the welfare of the Polish peopeli (4) the United

| Statee;retafhed full liberty of action te determine its
future attitude toward the'gOQernment of Poland; and (5)
Washington,would keep iteelf infermed-ofdevelopmente in
Poland through its Qiplomatic mission in Warsaw,12 _ |
In keeping with .point' three, Presl dent Truman accepted
the Letters of Credence of the Ambassador of Poland to the
United States, Jozef Winiewiez, on Pebruary.u. 1947, On

that occasion, Truman presented two apropos comments. The
]

*See previous page (42-A) for the election results.

12c5mmittee on Foreign Affaire. House, OR. 311..
PPe 71-=72.

[ PO T —
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first concerned the Polish elections:
. . It is a cause of deep concern to me

and to the American people that the Polish

Provisional Government has failed to fulfill

that pledge (of holding a free election).
The second implied that the United States would not *turn
its back" upon the Polish people and would keep diplomatic
channels open in order to acquire a more democratic Poland.
Truman's final statement was:

The Governﬁent of the United States has not

lost interest in the welfare of the Polish people.

It is with this in mind that I offer to your

(government) the Eooperation of the officials of

this Government.l
Regardless of that expression of goodwill on the part of
the U.S.A., a glance at the new Polish cabinet revealed how
much the Communist domination of Poland had solidified.

The new governmental officials met on February L,
1947, and faced the drafting of a new constitution and
the election of a president.- The previous President of the
Polish National Council, Boleslaw Bierut, was elected Presi-
dent of the state, and he appointed Jozef Cyrankiewicz
Premier. Cyrankiewicz had been Secretary of the Polish
Socialist Party. He announced the composition of the new
cabinet on February 6th, and five of the primary ministries
were held by Communistss (1) first vice-Premier and Minister

for the recovered territoriea was Wladyslaw Gomulkas (2) the -

1“Committee on Foreign Affairs. House. on. ¢it., pPp.
?l 72' 7‘4. .
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man in charge of Foreign Affairs was Zygmunt Modzelewskis
(3) Hilary Minc, a member of the Polish Workers' Party,
was at the head of Industry: (4) Public Security was
placed in the hands of Stanislaw Radkiewiczj; and (5) the
Department of Education was given to Professor Stanislaw
Skrzeszewski. All five were known Communists.15
If the elections of 1947 and the new Polish Cabinet
failed to make the Communisf domination of Poland obvious,
‘the acceptancé and subsequent rejection of the Marshall
Plan did. Poland "declined to take part because of the
personal intervehtion by Stalin,"” which revealed "its
strong ties with the U.S.S«R. and manifested Soviet in-
fluence in Poland."*® The United States could only stand
by helplessly as the "Iron Curtain” began to isolate Poland

from fhe free world.

15"Document." Journal of Central Euro Affaris,
VII (April 1947-January 1948), pp. 87-88.

16$taar. 9D, m.. PP. 6 and 9’4’-

s



:iI. Hungary

Following the penétration of the Red Army into
Hungary, the Hungarlan Communist Party was organized on
September 19, 1944 by Hungarlan Communists in Moscow.
and the-next‘year its first assembly met in Budapest., It
enjoyed the support of Soviét troops, which cohtroiled all
Hungaria%-territory by April 4, 1945, Despite such backing,
.the HCP polled only 17.}1% of the votes cast in the free

elections of November 4, 1945.,* The Communists, however,

obtained the key Ministry of the Interior i“;the_hew cabihetti",

of the Natiohal Front.l7

The United States revised its foreign,policy'towafd .
the new government of Hungary, and between 1945 and mid-
{ . L : . :
1946, the plan of action was composed of five essential

issuess (1) concluding an armistice;*#* (2), estan ishing

diplomatic relations; (3) éxtending’econdmic aid; (4) pdshQ"f

ing for free elecfiqns'which would insure a "representative

government and provide for freedom of political expression;"

#They acquired only 70 seats in Parllament. The
Smallholders Party polled 59.9% of all votes cast and
obtained 222 seats.

l7Erv1n Laszlo, The Communist Ideoiogx in Hungary:
Handbook for Basic Research, (Dordrecht-Holland: D. Reidel
Publishing Company, 1966), P. 33.

##It provided for the establlshment in Hungary of an
Allied Control Comm1931on.
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and (5) waiting to see if the newiy "liberated" Hungarian
18

state would comply wi th ito pledges,. . Of the five points, " -

economics was the fundamenté; fact. and the protests of the
U.S.A. were generated byt het situbation in Hungary rather
than the socio-politicéi developments of that state. If

the Hungarians could not be made financially 1ndependent

or brought w1th1n the trade and foreign aid sphere of the
United States, it would be imposslble to prevent the U.S.S.R.
from using their state as a.base for inaugurating ;xtensive
westward gexpansion.

| By July of 1946, Washington realized that Communist

infiltration of the Hungarian government was already SO0~ .

11d1fy1ng and Soviet disintergration of the Hungarlan econ‘

omy had Just commenced. In regard to Moscow's actlons.

the American Ambassador to the Soviet Unlon. W Bedell I
Smith, dellvered a note to Molotov. the Sov1et Forelgn

| Minister, on July 23, 1946, In it Smlth,stated that since
the end of 1945, the U,S. ﬁad proposed considepationiof

a way in which the Big ?hrée cou;d.aid-iﬁ‘rebuiiding_ﬂuﬂ-
garian eoonomy. |

In a reply dated Aprll 21 A.Y. Vyshinski, the
Soviet Deputy Foreign Minister, rejected the
United States proposal on the ground that the
working out of an economic rehabilitation plan
for Hungary fell within -the competence of the
Kungarian Government, . . . (and) that the cost
to Hungary of Soviet reparations and occupation
was not in any way responsible for‘the deteriora-

lBDennet and Turner, op. ¢it., Vol. VIII, p. 327.

TS
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19

tiog of economic conditions in Hungary} . e e
Despi%e Soviet noncooperation, the United States
publicized its decision to assist in the restoration of .

Hungary.‘ It was presented on September 24, 1946.- |

« ¢« ¢« (T)he United States has undertaken, sl
within limites imposed upon it by the .lack of i w, o
(Moscow's) cooperation, to:render such assistance
as might be effective toward the rehabilitation
of Hungary . . . (It) is designed to assist
(Hungany) directly; on the other hand, Soviet
aid mentioned in the Soviet Government's note of
July 27 consists principally of partial post-

-ponement of economic drains on the Hungarian

- economy in the form of reparations. Meanwhile
it is . understood that requisitions and removals
by the Soviet Army are, in practice, continuing.

Communist ‘economic diéintergration and infiltration of
Hungray continued even-after the tactful note of September
2kth. The procedure provocated official U.S. opposition
to the Soviet High Command's intervention in Hungary. That
protest was registered on March S, 1947,

« « « The pattern of recent political develop-

ments in Hungary appears to threaten the right

of the people to live under a government of their

own free choosing, for it involves foreign interél

vention in the domestic affairs of Hungary . . .

The March 5th note also contained the request of Washington

that the Allied Control Commission plus five top Hungarian

191bid., pp. 327-328. New York Times printed the full
text of the note on July 27, 1948; see Appendix (Document
No. 6). For the Soviet reply see Appendix (Document No. 7).

20Committee on Foreign Affairs, op. ¢it., pp. 21-22,
“"The U.S.A. returned $32.000.0QO of gold to Hungary and
granted it a long-term credit qf $15,000,000 (Ibid.)."

2l1bid., pp. 23-2b4.
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officials* analyze the conspiracf to. over throw the
government and the case against Mr;_vaacs. After an
extensive 1nvestigatioh. tﬁé group would then make certain
recommendations to the Government of Hungary as to steps
which should be taken for the orderly solution of their
problem. The Washington officials also requeated the
Soviet authorltios to take no further measures without

consulting the representatives on the Allied Control Com-

mission first.?z

Lt,gGeneral V.P. Sviridov, the Soviet Acting Chair-
man of the’Allied Contr91 Commission for Hungary presented
Moscow®s reply on March 8th, It was delivered to George .
H. Weems, U.S. Representative on the Commission. d |

The existence of an anti-constitutional plot
and the threat that it represented to the young
Hungarian democracy is not denied even by the

;. Smallholder Party itself. . . .

o The investigations on the subject of the plot. ,
« + « have already been completed by the Hungarian -
authorities and the case of the plotters is at :
present being investigated by the Independent '
-Democratic Court of the Hungarian Republic. On
this basis I cannot agree to your proposal for
a mutual 1nveatigation of the. present situation

With the above answer, the«U.S.S.R. obstructed any objective

investigation of Communist political maneuvering in Hungary.

4

-

*They were the Hungarian Prime Minister, the Minister
of Defense, Minister of Interior, Minister of Justice, and
the President of the National Aasembly.‘

227pid., p. 2b.
23Ibid., p. 26.
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Notes of protest against Communist actions, comproﬁise
proposals by the United States, and Soviet re jections were
‘delivered in almdst rote fashion over the économic situa-
tion in Hungary. The first signs of objections against |
political activities within that state had been delivered
on March 5, 1947. There quickly followed another note
on March 17, 1947. The New York Times printed the text
of the protest as released by the State Department, hThree-
important points were made., First, it was apparent.to ‘
Washington that |

minority groups under thé leadership of the-

Hungarian Communist party (were) attempting

to seize power through . . . extraconstitu-

tional tactics, '

Secondly, that such actions threatened "the continuance of
democracy in Hungary, and finally, as signatory powers of
the Yalta Agreement, the Big Three were "obligated to under-
take concerted action to investigate political conditions

in Hungary." The note also made public U,.S. resentment

of Russia's position in Hungary. The memorandum stated
cleafly that the U.S.S.R. was "in a position to take out

of Hungary all that the West put in."24

Three months later, another American statement was
presented to V.P., Sviridov, It was strictly in reference
to the arrest of Bela Kovacs, and it stated that the U.S.

.expostulation to the unilateral action of the Soviets was

in violation of the Yalta agreements. It also opposed

2lNew York Time , March 18, 1947, p. 5. See Appendix
for full text (Document No. 8).
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their interference in Hungarian political afféifsj_su¢h és‘;A
the derogation of the use of democratic rights and the

free will of the Hungéfian people. It was an eValuatiohlf '
. of the polit%cal éituatipn‘in Hungary with which Sviridov .
disagreed. He contended'that the United States' "assertion
of some change in the political power in Hungary, the
nullification of the will of the majority of the'Hungarian'ﬂ S
people and.also of the establishment of some kind of con-
trol over Hungary by the minority appeared to be unfounded
fiction."?5 It was a blunt affirmation that the Communists
would continue their political tactics. Tﬁby did so with
increasing intensity as the August natioPal election was
drawing near.

The next State Department news release concerned the
electoral practices in Hungary. It pointed out Soviet
activities and asked for a correction of the abuses.

In as much as the Hungarian GoVernmeﬁt. under

* article 2 of the treaty of peace, has assumed the
obligation of securing to all persons under Hun-
garian jurisdiction the enjoyment of human rights

and the fundamental freedoms, including freedom of

political opinion, the United States Government has

instructed the American Minister in Budapest to

seek an interview with the Hungarian Prime Min-

ister and to urge him to take all necessary steps
on behalf of his Government to Egrrect the pre-

vailing electoral abuses. .+ .
The meeting took place and pledges were made, but the

abuses were allowed to continue. By using such pressure,

25committee on Foreign Affairs, op. gcit., pp. 27-28.

26"Document." Journal of Central European Affairs,
VIII (April 1947-January 1948), pp. 310-311.
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the Communist-led National Coalition obtained 60% of the
votes in the August election, of which the Hungarian Com-
munist Party received about 23%; the Social-Democratic
Party almost 15%, and the National Peasant Party 8.3%.

The Parties_of the opposition polled 32% of the votes.

The remaining votes were taken up by the three minor
parties, soon pressured into collaboration with the Com-
munists, who had acquired five portfolios in the new cabi-
R i LT LT L e B s s Tl S o P T
four, and the Pegsant Party had two.27 |

The United States Government was fully aware that : : i

the Hungarian Government came under Communist control 1
_irrevocable, but it did not cease all attempts to keep

diplomatic relations open. In fact, the U.S.A. soughi to

keep its prewar treaties, bilateral ones, with Hungary in. | ;
force.* It was dnly a dim light in the window to thé West,

and after only a short time the U.S.S.R.‘pulled the "Iron

Curtain” down on that window in order to prevent all

Western contacts from reaching Hungary.

27Laszlo. op. cit., p. 34,

;See Appendix'for full text of the note (Document
No. 9). .
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of the six main parties (40 seats to each) and

assure representation to mass organizations (44

seats), to outstanding personalities (11), and

to the Ukrainian population in Slovakia (5). A

similar parity of representation was maintained

in the national committees. |

As a result, the Assembly was aot a reflection

of a free popular choice. . & .2
Regardless of whether the elections were popular and free
or not, the United States was obliged to conduct its
forelign policy toward the newly established Cgzechoslovakian
government,

The withdrawal of U.S. forces from Czechoslovakia by
the béginning of 1946 was the first American action toward
the traditionally democratic nation in the realm of foreign
policy. Next came the valuable credit of $20,000,000* and
one for $50,000,000. The latter whs suspended by the State
Department, and three reasons were given for the actions

(1) the Czech nationalization of American enter-

prises; (2) the support by the Czechoslovak Govern~

ment of Soviet charges that the United States,

through its foreign lending program, was engaging

in *economic imperialism*; and (3) the trangfar

by Czechoslovakia of surpluses to Rumania,3
Despite these political and economic actions by the Czecho-
slovakian Government, Washington persisted in seeking a
commercial agreement with the new republic., Each of the -

three Czechoslovak actions were diplomatically discﬁésed

291bid., pp. 367-368.

#The sum was to be used for the financing of cotton
imports from the United States. The Export-Import Bank
of Washington advanced the credit to the Prague Credit
Bank in May of 1946,

3°Dennet and Turmer, 9p. ¢i%.» Vol. VIII, p. 89S.
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’

and a commercial policy was ultimately agreed upon.31

From that point on, thqfe was the illusion that fhé'
Czechoslovakian nation was advancing toward a form of gov-
ernment walch would fulfill the democratic tradition inau-
gurated in i918. and the U.S.A., diplomatically and eco~
nomically, had come to amicable terms with the new PEO=
visional government. The members of the new governmental
offices were basically Social Democrats, Democrats, or none,.,
partisan, and that led Washington to assume that fhe Czecho~
‘BlOVak state’woﬁld tend toward the ﬁeate;n democracies
instead of C;mmuniem. With each passing year{ however, théh'
whole political complex begﬁn to alter, 3?2 ‘Although it was
not boldly apparent; the CommunisfS‘were érgdually‘gainihg
a hold qver'the‘gbvernment in Czechbslovakia. Complefe
control was not being agquired rﬁpidly enough for the Soviet
Union, though, since opposition to the Commupists was ad
stiffening. The opposing faction was givern moral support
and economic aid by the United States, but the U.S.S.R.

|
swiftly created a political crisis in the government and

artfully forced through a take over in February of 1948,33

31vid., pp. 895-897.

32"Notes." Jour of Centr Europe Affa e Vo
No. 2, (July, 1955?. pP. 185, "After negotiations between
representatives of the various Czechoslovak political
parties in Moscow, President Benes on April 4, 1945 ap-
pointed in Kosice a new provisional government. a govern-

ment of National Front(Ibid.)."

33“18 a U, S.-Rueeian Breakup Near?," I?g Unjited Stateg
News (Washington. D.C.t+ U.S. News Publishing Corporation,
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. The idea of constitutional continuity was valued in
Czechoslovakia, and in 1945, an important feature of it
was the consortium of the Communists with the. gradually
emanating governmental institutions. It "warded off the
danger of an independent, purely revolutionary approach,*
and constitutional stability was maintained., The manner
in which an ephemeral and revolutionary situation was
avoided by the Czechoslovakian government was revealed in
an acceptable manner by H. Gordon Skilling:

« « » (W)ith a semi-revolutionary assumption

of power, without popular elections, a Presi-

dent who had assumed power. in London and a

government which had been formed in Moscow

took over office in Prague and proceeded to

-exercise the full powers of a gov§§nment.
legislative as well as executive.

Another development which aided in providing Czecho-
slovakia with constitutional stability was the election
of the Provisional National Assembly, but it was not a

. democratic election.,

¢« « « (T)he choice of delegates and finally of

deputies occurred in public meetings, and note

through secret ballot. . . . (B)y agreement of

the parties of the National Front, a common

candidate list for the Assembly was agreed to
beforehand, so as to guarantee equality to each

285xi11ing, op. cit., pp. 366-367.
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The U.S. detected the incréasing tension in Czecho-
slovakia and issued a joint declaration with Britain and"
France.

« « » (B)y means of a crisis artifically and
deliberately instigated the use of certain methods
already tested on other places has permitted the
suspension of the free exercise of parliamentary
institutions and the establishment of a disguised
dictatorship of a single party under the clock of
a Government of national union,

(We) can but condemn a development the con=-
sequences of which can on%x be disastrous for the
Czechoslovak people . . .

The note was issued from Washington, Paris, and London on
February 26, 1948, just one day after the announcement of
the new Communistic dominated Czechoslovakian cabinet.35
It was a protest which had no- affect, and the Communist
coup d* &tat was successful., The Western democracies were
profoundly shocked because it was "the first forcible Com-
munist conquest of a strongly based free government.” Most
Western publics looked "upon the power, ferocity and scope
of Communist aggression" in a different, almost hostile

6 : '
light.3 The United States appealed to the United Nations,
and, over the opposition of the U.S.S,R., the Security
Council on March 17, 1948, approved the inclusion of the

Czechoslovak question in its agenda.37 The U.S. Representa-

3l“Dermet and Turner, op., cit., Vol. X, p. 625.

35“Document."_Jourhal of Central European Affairs,
VIII' NO. l. (April. 19 8 ’ pp. 89"'90.
P .
3_Wa1ter Millis, ed., The Forrestal Diaries, (New Yorks
The Viking Press, '1951), p. 382.

37Dennet and Turner, 9p. git., p. 627.
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tive on the United Nations Security Council, Joseph Austin,
presented the American view of Communist actions in Czecho-
slovakia on March 23, 1948,

Too much has happened which is not in character

with the Czechoslovak people and Czechoslovak tra-

~dition. Too much has happened which bears a strik-

ing similarity to what happened in other countries,

for the Security Council to be satisfied with per-

functory or categorical denials, or with further

red herrings. The Security Council deserves and

stiould receive from the Czechoalovgg representa=-

tive the fullest explanation , . «

The United States sponsored resolution inviting the
new Czechoslovakian Government to participate without vote
in the Council's consideration was approved, but the invita-
tion was refused by the Czechoslovak Representative in the
U.N. on April 8th with the excuse that "since the discussion .
of the internal matters of Czechoslovakia in the Security:
. Council is contrary to the basjc principles of the Charter,
the Czechoslovak Government does ‘not find it possible to
take part in any such discussion."Bsz

The U.S.A. lost Czechoélovakia to the Soviet orbit, even
though the two super?poweré had pledged and signed declara-
tions at Yalta and Potsdam to promote independent govern-
ments. In the final analysis, postwar declarations by the
U.S. State Departmént had no.influence upon the governmental,
social, and economic questions in Czechoslovakia or in. |

Hungary and Poland, Such questions were décided,by the

e

BBIgig. ’ pp. 631-6320
.3?Ibid.. p. 632,
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facts of geography and the fortunes of war. -In short, any

Eastern European state which fell within the military op-

erations of the Soviet armies sooner or [later relinquished

its political power to the Commmnis‘t‘.a.[’Lo

quohn C. Campbell, American Policy Toward Communigt
Eastern Europes The Choices Ahead, (Minneapolis, Minnesotas

The University of Minnesota Press, 1965), p. 7.



CHAPTER IV |
REACTION OF THE UNITED STATES CONGRESS TO
EVENTS IN POLAND, CZECHOSLOVAKIA
AND HUNGARY: 1945-1948

I. An Over-All View

President Franklin D. Roosevelt exercized emergency
powers as commander-in-chief during World War II; while
Congress remained in the background. -After 1945, however,
Congress was more self-assertive. There were two reasons
for that new mood: (1) the United States had assumed a
leading role in world affairs;l and (2) the prominent po-
sition of the U.S.A. as.one of the Allied superpowers al-
located it to the preservation of peace and tﬁe promotion
of collective security following ihe end of the war. All

this placed a vital question before the Congress: "How was

the world to be arranged in order to maintain permanent

postwar peace?"
« « « It was generally agreed that there would be
an international organization, but many questions

remained unsettled. There were fears on the part
of moste + o &

The Yalta agreements later provided substance to

general sentiment, but the terms of the Yalta talks created

lcampbell, op. cit., p. 16.

2Charles John Graham, "Republican Foreign Policy,
1939-1952" (unpublished Ph. D. dissertation, University
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an illusion of peace and c00peration.between the U.S.S.R.
and the U.S.A.3 Within three months of the endorsement
made at the Crimea, however, the amicable relations between
Washington and Moscow were detected as being deceitful.
Communist actions were speaking louder than their solemn
pledges, and Senator Robert A, Taft brought the situation
to public attention, lAt a meeting of 3,000 Polish-Americans
held ih New York on May 20, 1945, Taft.demanded that

| . « . (a) firm stand by the United States against

Russia's unilateral policies affecting Poland and

other liberated countries under Soviet occupation

and stopping.of all lend-l&ase to Russia "under

present conditions”" . . &

It was the first in a series of one-sided Communist
activities which became unpopular in the Unifed States.
Another annoyance was the Soviet visa hitch, blocking Sena-
tors Russell and Maybank from g;brief goodwill visit to
Russia, The two-man Senatofial commission was detained
in Paris on June 16, 1945, Théﬁsenéfors believed that the
entire situation waslacéée:ofu50§iét &ouble dealing since -

Moscow was totally aware that "any .delay would force can-

3McGoerge Bundy "The Test of Yalta," Foreign Affairs,
XXVII (October 1948 Julﬁ 1949), pp. 618 & 629, "The basis
of American hopes in 1945 was the double commitment of
Yaltas self-government in Eastern Europe, and coopertation:
in the United Nations(Ibid., p. 629)." :

4New York Times, May 21, 1945, p. 1 & 11. It was a
report of an address by Senator Robert A. Taft of Ohio,
chairman of the Republican Steering Committee in the Senate.
The meeting, during which the address was given, was under
- the 301n% auspices of the American Polish Congress and the
Coordinating Committee of American Polish Associations,
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cellation of the trip" since they had "fixed plans to re-
turn to Washington.“' The U.S. gesture was one of open

5

goodwill. The reply had been a slap in the face. One
branch of Congress had received a dose of Communist duplici-
ty, and the publicity given to the incident made the House
of Representatives and most Americans more conscious of.
Soviet actions,

After four months of vacillation, the formation of a
stalwart policy regarding the U.S.S.R. was encouraged by
Senator Arthur H. Vandenberg6vand undertaken by the Eight-
ieth Congress elected on November 5, 1946, It was a Con-
“gress which éontained a Republican majority in both houses
and was to work with a Democratic administration until 1948,
"Leaders of-the new Congress emphasized their support of a
bi-partisan foreign policy but demanded that Congress be
recognized as a full-fledged partner of the executive branch
in the conduct of foreign relations,” and through the efforts
of Charles'A. Eaton, chairman of the House Committee on
Foreign Affairs and Secretary of State Marshall a fifm

7

foundation for a concurrent foreign policy was established.

5Ibid., June 17, 1945, pp. 1 & 3.

e T D

6U.S. Congress, Senate, Congressional Record, 7§th
Congress, 2d sess,, Vol. 92, (Washington, D.C.:1 Government
Printing Office, 1946), pp. 1694-1695.

7Dennet and Turner, Op. cit., Vol, IX, p. 22, See
Appendix (Document No, 107? -
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With a synchfonizéd}plan of action, the House of
Representatives was able to pass a resolution authoriziﬁg
the pfiﬁting of additional copies of House{Document Number
754, of the‘séventy-ﬁinth Congreea.'gntifled "Communism in
Action.” Tﬂe Senate and House accepted the resolution after
minimal Senate aﬁendmenta regarding the number of extra
copiés. the date which they were to be printed, and the
amount of money to be #pent on their public‘ation.8 It was
. the first offensive action‘by the legisl?tive branch of the
U.S. government during the early months of 1948, and it re-
flected the accumulating skepticism of Soviet machinations.

Additional efforts to maintain Congressional alertness
regarding Communiét acts were provided throughout the re-
maining months of 1948, Three were protuber2nt. The first
was an address by Representative Estes Kefauver on Mhrch
16, 1948, in which he read and commented upon tﬁe feature
article in the Memphis Presg-Scimeter of March 9, 1948,

It was written by Edward J. Meeman, editor, and the major
position professed was for the United States to take the
offensive against the Soviets, but not with bombs. Kefauver
then remarked: |

. « « (A)11 of us are concerned and alarmed about
the expansion of Soviet influence in Europe and

8U.S. Senate, %ournal of the Senate of the United
Stateg of America, 80th Congress, lst sess., (Washington,
D.C.:+ Government Printing Office, 1948), p. 96. The
resolution was received, read and referred, reported with
amendments and considered, amended, and agreed to, and

the House agreed to the Senate's amendments(I®id., pp. 108,
110, 125, and 148, respectively). -
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Asia. Americans and other free people want to do

something about it but we lack a long range pro-

gram. The European recovery program and Truman

doctrine of aid to Greece and Turkey are . . .

necessary measures which will help greatly but

a policy for the future and a program looking

to, the years after the expiration of the European

récovery program must be adopted. . . .
In his final statement Kefauver recommended the reading of
Meeman's article to those who were looking for a progressive
and definite program to stop the encroachment of communism
and to preserve peace., A recitation of the author's work
was given and printed in the Congressional Record.

The second effort to keep Congress aware of Communist
acts was led by the Department of State. On June 2' 1948,
it submitted a- document to the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee. It became known ast he Senate Report No. - lbbo
of the Eightieth Congress,. second sesslon. and the Senate
Resolution No. 213. It contalned four major sections: (1)
Germany ; (2) Austriaj (3) Eastern and Southeastern EurOpe.
and (4) Korea. Part Three. a vital concern of this thesis,
deliberated upon Bulgaria. Poland and Hungary. The analysis
of Poland merely expressed the agreement of “free and un-
fettered elections,"” and theaviolations of that promise by
the Polish Provisional Government. There were three accords

and 1nfra§tlons regarding Hungary, but the prlmary one con-

cerned SOV1et abuse of its power on the Allied Control

9U S. Congress, Congressional Record, House. g8oth = . °
Congress, 2d-sess., Appendlx. Vol. 9%, IWashington. D, C.s ‘
Government Printing Office, 19#8). P A1658. o Lt
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Commission.lq

The final action which followed in Congress was a
direct result of Senate Report No, 1440, It was 1nitiated '
.by. Senator Vapdenbérg 1n‘the form of a declaration of U.S.
foreign policy and placed faith in the United Nations.

+ « « (It) called for a voluntary agreement to

- remove the vote. in Security Council actions con~
cerning pacific settlements and the admission of
new UN members, and for ‘maximum efforts® to secure
agreements on armeg reduction and the establishment
of UN forces. It also called for U.S. association
with 'such regional and other collective arrange~-
ments as (were) based on continuous and effective
gelf-help and mutual aid . . .* and declared U.S.

~ 'determination to exercise the right of individual
or collective self-defense under Article 51 should

armedlittack occur affecting its national security.'

!
Debate on the Vandenberg resolution was centered upon

the intention of the latter provisions. A Democratic Sena-
tor from Florida, Pepper, charged that the stipulations had
been "carefully déveloped to prepare Conérese and the coun-
try for a military alliance between the United States and
Western Europe."” The accusation was denied, and the action -
by Pepper to obliterate the parts concerning coilective
security arrangements was rejected 6-61. "The Senate then
adopted the Vandenberg resolution, June 11, 1948, by a yote
of 64-4,” and the U.S.A. finally settled upon the use of a

firm but flexible foreign policy toward.Communism.l2

10pennet and Turner, op. cit., pp. 919-133. See
Appendix for full text (Document No. 1l1).

11ly,s, Congress, House,

64s A Review of Gove ent | 3 1: ar Y -
Washington, D.C. s Government Printing Office. 19-5 s Do 102.

12M. » pp. 102-1030

1




II. Poland

The freedom and independcnce of Poland had been one
of the major issues of the Second World War. It became the
central problem of the post-war years, and the U.S. Congress
overtly deliberated upon Polish events., The first speech
concerning the Polish state was presented by Repreéentative
Alvin E. 0'Konski of Wiscons'in on February 15, 1945. A
well known educator, journalist, lecturer and editor, he
was an outspoken denunciator of Communism in Poland.

. « ¢« The names and records of these so-called

leaders of the Polish Nation read like a Communist‘s

who's who. These so-called leaders are about as

representative of the Polish Nation as the draft

dodger of World War No, 1, Earl Browder and his

gang Tre representative of the American people,.

There followed a list of twenty-Po;ish;governmental posté

and individuals who weré dffiqiéﬁiﬁé-:'The lives.of all

but seven of these mén were then brié'ly depicted, and

0'Konski eloquently disclosed the Communist loyality of each,
Having been indiscriminately informed of Soviet acti-

vities throughduf Polahd. the House of Repfesentatives conf'

tinuedlto expound on the subject. The next spéech was. pro=-

vided by Reﬁresemtative Charles R, Clason of Massdchusetts.

3053. Congress, Congressional Record, House, 79th

Congress, lst sess., Appendix, Vol. 91~ Part 10, (Washing-
ton, D.C.: Government Printing Offlce. i945), pp. A642-A643.
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whose dissertation was devoted to the “future government of
Poland.” Clason delivered his address on March 24, 1945,
and the last section of it concérned resolutions adopted
by the General Coﬁrt of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts,
which were presented in a memorial to Congress. These res-
olutions called upon Congress
. . . to take official cognizance of the inherent
right of the people of Poland, as well as the
people of other small nations, to determine_the
form and kind of their own government . . 14
Andrew John Biemiller, Democratic representative from
Wisconsin, presented similar views on March 27, 1945,
| It is no secret that many groups and individuals
in America have been fearful for the future of
Poland as outlined in the Yalta agreement. ., . .
The Russian Government must learn that Americans
believe in democracy. We have no intention of .
interfering in the internal affairs of the U.S.S.R.,
but we do take seriously the Atlantic Chaiger .
(1deals) of freedom and democracy. .
A few weeks later, on April 19, 1945, Representative John
Lesinski of Michigan, of Polish descent and a member of the
Polish National Alliance and the Polish Tgrner'a and PFellow-
craft, maintained that what was desired was a "Polish

Poland, not a Soviet-Lubliniged Poland.'16

1&1919.. P. Al457. The resolutions were set forth
in full on page 2519 of the Congressional Record of March
21, 194s.

15U S. Congress, Co essional Record, House, 79th
Congress, lst sess., Vol., 91~-Part 3. twashington. D.C.s

Government Printing Office, 1945), p. 3049,

160 S. Congress, Congresslonal Record, House, ?79th
Congress, lst sess., Appendix, Vol., 91l-Part 11, (Washing-

tgg. D.C.1+ Government Printing Office, 1945), pp. Al833-~
A1836,
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Although anticipating the best, many members of Con-
gress feared that Poland would be lost to the Soviet orbit.
- The Hon. Daniel John Flood, Democratic représentative of
Pennsylvania and one time corporation lawyer, eloquently
reasserted Moscow's dictatorial comportment in Poland, and
made his main point in the following manners

The cause of Poland is a éymbol of the cause

for which this war was began === the right of

small nations, the right to be free from oppres-

sion, the right of all peoples to choose the form

of government under which they will live =--- and

futher, and mark this well, the right to the res-

toration of self-government to those who have been
forcible deprived thereof,l7
Thus, the tragedy of Poland was kept in the minds of many
Congressmen during 1945, .

The skepticism inaugurated in early 1945 was reiterated
in 1946 and 1947. Only two addresses were presented in
1946, The first was by Thomas S. Gordon, representatiQe
from Illinois. He spoke on February 11, 1946, of the "reign
of terror in Poland.” The second was a gpeech given on
March 15, 1946, by Representative Daniel J. Flood. It was
a forcéful address which denunciated the "unjust treatment
of Poland” and contained two other bitter statements.

« « « When I hear and read the statements made

by the official mouthpleces of Moscow and the

Warsaw Quislings I can only say 'a pox on both
your houses,'’

17y.s. Congress, Congressional Record, House, 79th
Congress, lst sess., Vol. 9l1-Part 3, op., cit., p. &4153.

18y.s. Congress, Congressional Record, House, 79th
Congress, 2d sess., Appendix, Vol. 92-Part 9, (Washington,
D.C.t+ Government Printing Office, 1946), p. A6L47.
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« » £ The fact is that Poland is an occupied
country =--- occupied by Russia. ., . .19
The above indiscretionary comments prepared the way
for more elaborate attacks upon Soviet activities during(
1947, That year, the major issue with whichvthe U.S., Con-
gress concerned itself was the Polish general elections. | |
In the Senate and House of Representatives, eleven addresses
"were printed ‘in the Record. They inoluded individual opin- -
ions, readings of articles and editorials, and excerpts
from books and speeches. Two were illustrative. The first -
was delivered on February 3, 1947, by Representative Thomas
S. Gordon of Illinoié; He read aloud the Department of
State's press release of January 28, 1947, concerning the -
Polish Provisional Government. The main point was that
« « « (T)he Polish Provisional Government , . .
employed widespread measures of coercion and .
intimidation against democratic elements which
were loyal to Poland although not partisans of
the government bloc. In these circumstances the
United States Government cannot consider that
the provisions of the Yalt% and Potsdam Agree=
ments have been fulfilled,20
~ The second abeech was made by Senator Henry Cabot
Lodge, Jr., and it was given on December 15, 1947, Ont hat
date, the Massachusetts Senator merely reread an address

which he had delivered on November 30, 1947, cohoerning

191vid., Vol. 92-Part 10, p. Al400.
20;_‘0_& - 80th Congress, 1lst sess., A ppendix, Vol.

93~Part io..zwashington. D.C.s Government Printing
Office, 1946), pp. A378-A379, .



Justice for Poland., It was a brief history of the Polish
nation which ended with a "Lodge solution®" to Poland's
problemss
e« ¢« o« I want my country to proceed vigorously
with its announced policy. I don't want it to say
things which it doesn‘t mean. . . . I want it to

be very exacting, indeed about any principle for

which it stands. I want it to do more than pass

resolutions and utter pious words. . . . I want

my Government to use its strong bargining position

« « o« to implement its policies toward Poland and

toward all the world. If peace is to exist there

must be justice. There can be no justice ii we

do not keep our promises in word and deed.

The solution submitted by Lodge, Jr., was a reasonable
one, but whether or not it was applicable to the world
situation remained to be discussed. The United States"
Congress continued to be indecisive, but it reiterated its
disfavor of Soviet:activitiea in Poland during 1948, in
clearly acrimonious language.

Only three major addresses were given in 1948, in
Congress, The first was presented by Repreaéntative Daniel
A. Reed, from New York, on February 2nd. He urged every
American citizen to read Arthur Bliss Lane's b9ok, I Saw
Poland ﬁet;gxed, because it would make them aware of the
" danger inherent in U.S. foreign policy. Reed concluded his
address by reading an article written by George E. Sokolsky
which appeared in the Washington D.C. Iimes-Herald of

February 11, 1948, Sokolsky praised Lane's book and

2ly,s, Congress, Congreggional Record, Senate, 80th
Congress, lst sess., Appendix, Vol. 93=Part 13, (Waahing-

tzn, D.C.t Government Printing Office, 1947), pp. A471
A4717. ' EA.
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published ekcérpts from it. The joﬁrnalist's' own opinion
was contaliied in the first two paragraphs of the artiole.

Ambassador Arthur Bliss Lane had contributed
- immensely to the American people by publishing
I Saw Poland Betrayed. It is a report to his
. fellow countrymen on his mission to Poland be-
tween 1944 and 1947,
I wonder whether the title should not be: "I
Saw America Betrayed?" for when the, officials of
a country forsake its honor and lowér its dignity
for whatever expediency, do they not disclose that
its spirit has been fouled, its national morality
abandoned?

The second speech concerﬁing Poland was delivered by
T.H. Gordon on Monday, June 7, 1948, His talk was merely
a reiteration of an article by John E. Thompsbn. chief of
the Berlin bureau for the American Newsweek Maggzine‘Company.
who had recently returned from a tour of Poland. The major
point of the report was that Poland had gradually progressed
economically, but a shadow of féar was also presented, '

Poland will play a key role in the Russian
scheme to give eastern Europe the industrial

*George Ephraim Sokolsky graduated from the Columbia
University of Journalism and subsequently was employed by
the "New Republic News Agency.” He was sent to Russia in
1917-1918 and there edited the "Russian Dally News" in
Petrograd, the only English language newspaper in that
city. He wrote editorials critical of the new (Lenin)
government and was expelled,

.22y, g, Congress, Congreggsional Record, House, 80th
Congress, 2d sess., Appendix, Vol. 94-Part 9, (Washington,
D.C.+ Government Printing Office, 1948), p. A812, See
Appendix for full text (Document No. 12). In an address
a month before, Representative Charles J. Kersten of
Wisconsin (January. 8, 1948) read an article from the
Milwaukee Sentinel which was a report by Stanislaw Mikola-
jezyk on PolandEIbid.. ppe A63-S64)., See Appendix for
full report (Document No. 13).
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strength to survive without western Europe'and

the Marshall plan. Polish industry is to be

completely integrated with Czechosloggk industry

and with the Russian economy. .

The final address in regard to Poland in the Record in
1948 placed hope in the future and faith in justice, but by
1948 the shining light of optimism had dimed considerably.
That last speech was made by Representative Charles A,
Wolverton of New Jersey on August 7, 1948. His talk con-
tained two main pointsi (1) it was generally destressing for
a freedom-loving people to be held "under the domination of
a foreign dictatorial power"; and (2) it was the duty of the
U.S.,

« « o to rectify . . . the great wrong and in-

justice that had been done to Poland (and) to

sustain the spirit of Poland and her people; and

encourage them to live on in the hope and with

the faith that llbertg4 freedom, and justice will
again prevail, ..

The feelings of skepticism, duty. responsibility,

indignation, morality, and judiciousness held by the Congress

between 1945 and 1948 had blocked its realization of agree-
ment upon a foreign policy which was neither inflexible nor

flexible, but workable,

23Ibid., Vol. 94-Part 11, p. A3595.

4Ibld.. Vol. 94-Part 12, p. A5149, See Appendix for
full text of the address (Document No. 14),



III. Hupgery

The United States Congress concerned itself almost

exclusively with the political developments in Poland, but ' .

. regarding Hquaryfit was more apprehensive about the
economic situation. A s ear;y as September 25, 1945. -
Soviet maneuvering was revealed when it was announced that .
the Hungarian state was to sign avpant'with the U.S.S.R.
The U.S. opposed the agreement andWQiewed the Balkanl'
nation as the loser.

| To justify the economic arrangements (forced)
on the Governments of the countries under her
influence, Russia: urges her need for reparations
in kind and their legalization by the clause of
the Berlin agreement that authorized her to take
over German assets in Hungary, eastern Austria
and Rumania. But the result . . . promises to
be indistinguishable from the most flagrant
imperialism of the west in the days when imperial-
ism was being reprehended by Moscow, €5
That opinion was vastly different from the one pre-
gserited eight months previously by Representative Augustus

W. 'Bennet, who replaced Hamilton Fish in Congress. Bennet

stated that the Soviet Union and the U.S.A. should be

capable of working together toward a lasting peaces

®Ihe New York Times, September 25, 1945, p. 5.
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:They have no common frontiers; neigher wants

anything the other has except by way of exchange

in the open market, and there 1s no history of

victories, defeats, or injustices to embitter the

peoples of the two countries against each other,2

The feeling was much the same in February 1946, when
a resolution was presented in the Senate which called for
the reestablishment of communications and banking services
with Hungary and two other European nations.27 and one
month later the Senate passed a resolution for the immedi-
ate and effective relief for the war strickened population
of Hungary.28 Both were highly cbmmendable acts, but they
failed to be effective because Congressional concern for |
the Hungarian nation was sédn tnrnedtuson the pending peace
treaty with that etaté. | | |

Representative Robert Allen Grant of Indiana made a
typical speech dealing with the situation. - It was a read-
ing of a petitlon. on July 22, 1946, which was entitled
"A Just Peace for Hungary." It contained the formal views
of the New Ydrk chapter of the American Hungarian Federa-
tion. Mpnsignof John Sabo, pastor of Our Lady of Hungary
Roman Cat;olic Church of South Bend, Indiana, sent Grant

the conclusions reached ét'the meeting. There were seven

points expressed in the message. The first, second, third.;

261nid, , Jenuary 25, 1946, p. 15,

27y, s. Congress. Congressional Record, Senate, 79th
_Congress, 2d Bess., Vol. 92-Part 1, P. 1255

28y.s. Congress, Senate, Jo of the Senate of the

United States, 79th Congress, 2d sess., Hashington. D.Cos
Government Printing Office. 19“6). P. 12“. - _ _
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sixth and seventh were the most important. The leading one
called for the prevention of a partition of Europe into
zones of influence. The second wanted an assurance that:
Hungary would regain its rightful and traditional placé
with the democratic western nations. The third asked that
the principles of the Atlantic Charter, especially the
ethnic ones, be applied when drafting Hungary's future
frontiers. Points six and seven were:
6. To relieve Hungary of the unbearable burden

of reparations and of occupation which prevent re-

.construction and threaten the nation's survival,

R e e e SR
The United States Senate did not ratify the peace treaty
with Hungary until June 5, 1947, eleven months after the
last petition by American citizens. All other actions by
the U.S. during that time regarding the Hungarian nation

were executed by the Department of State or the President.

. #9y.s., Congress, Congressional Record, Senate, 79th
Congress, 2d sess., Vol. 92-Part 12, Appendix, p. A4334.

See Appendix for full text (Document No. 15).

muonL



Iv. ggechoslovakig

" The United States‘legislafive branch heard only two
~ addresses in 1945 regarding.Czéchoslovak%a. The first was
delivered by Mrs. Clare Boothe Luce, Republican representa-
tive from Connecticut, on July 5, 1945.%# She commenced her
speech by reminding the House that Mr. Grew, the Acting
Secretary of State, assured four Democratic Congressmen that
the U,S. was going out of its way in order to avoid offend-
- ing the U.S.S.R. Mrs. Luce then stated that he could or
could not have meant that statement in reference to Czecho-
slovakia, and she brought forth the fact that several de~
velopments had taken place since Grew's reassurance on
June 1, 1945, A brief political history of the CRS followed
and then she expressed her final view,
American troops are still holding one small

corner of Czechoslovakia. But our right to be

there has been challenged both by Russian occupa-

tion units and by the Czech government, which has

announced it wished all armies---except the Russian-

trained Czech Army-~=to leave Czechoslovakia. « ¢« &

(I)f we withdraw, all who do not support communism

in Czechoslovakia are doomed. Liguidation of

independent elements--~which means murder on a
large scale---is a primary step in "unifying" a

#The Hon. Clare Boothe Luce was writer, associate
editor, and managing editor of Vanity Fair from 1929 to .
1934, She was also known as an author, playwright,
journalist, foreign correspondent, and lecturer,

LR
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country pnder a one-party system. 39

An opposing opinion was presented by Adolph Josph
Sabath Democratic representative from Illinoie.’ He ad-
dressed the House on October 1, 1945. and read the follow~
ing articles "Iron Curtain Around Czechs Undiscoverable -
Country is Described as Paradise of Freedom for Foreign
Corfespondents." The report was written by Maurice Hindus
and printed in the New York __;glg Tribune on September 8,
- 1945, Hindus was reporting from Prague ?nd had been there
two weeks. He began his statements with an interesting
observation and closed with an equally attentive one. The
primal one wast

e« « o« For foreign correspondents the country is

almost a paradise. There is no censorship, direct

or indirect. . . . We may write as we please and -

move about the country as we please. + o o ;
His final statement was:

There is no secret political police organiza-
tion. Nor is there interference in the relations
between Czechs and foreigners, and the Czechs as
well as the Slovaks, regardless of thelir political
persuasion, never hesitate to speak freely on any
subject.’

The rumor of in iron curtain over Czechoslovakia
is a pure myth.3 : .

30y.s, Congress, Congressional Record, House, 79th
Congregs. let sess., Vol. 91-Part 12, Appendix, 9op. cit..
Pe A3263. -

#Sabath was born in'Zabiori Czechoslovakia and

imigrated to the United States in 1881, at age two, with
his family.

3%1&11-. PP. A4101-AK102,
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The only event in 1945 which hinted at pdssible(3om4‘f

munist infiltration was the decree of a wide nationaliza- - - .

tion program by the Czechoslovak Government on 0ctober1.8thg.
- After that date, Congress ‘paid 1little or no attention to

events in Czechoslovakia, and reports, addresses. and speeches

were lacking regarding that state during 1946 and 1947, An'

event in 1948, howe#er,-breught an abundance of congressionai--l

views, opinions. resolutions, and protests; One of the
first speeches in the Senate regarding Czechoslovakia was
delivered by Senator Tom Stewart, Democrat from Tennessee,
on February 27, 1948, ' On that date he read aloud an edito=
rial which appeared in the Knoxville ug¥§ Sentinel on Feb-
ruary 25th., Stewart gave his views on the article printed
and had it placed in the Record. The Senator called it a
timely editorial. It pointed out that

« « » We should act quickly on the Marshall plan

and that we should strengthen the United Nations.

It also show(ed) the importance of strengthening

ourselves here in America from within. America

should have no patience with communism, . . . (a)

most dangerous enemy of the civilized world today.

It challenge(d) thg right of free people to re-

main free. .

The event which had prompted the type of address pre-
sented above_was the Communist goup of February 1948 in
Czechoslovakia. Representatives John Davis Lodge of Con-
necticut and Karl Stefan of Nebraska also added their views
of the situation to the Record. Both their 'speeches were

delivered on March 1, 1948, in the House of Representatives.

32y,s. Congress, Congressional Record, Senate, 80th
Congress, 2d sess., Appendix, 9D. ¢it., P Al204, See
Appendix for full text (Document No. 16).




- 77 =~

Lodge viewed the events in Czechoslovakia as marking a
vanishment in Czechoslovakian liberties.J3 Stefan also
viewed the developments as deplorable, but ended his state=~
ments with an optimitic note.

It is true that a Russian rider sits in the
Czech saddle. But if I know those people, and I
think I do, the spirit of:democracy will not die
as long as on Czech 11ves. .

It is also my belief that the Russian rider will
find that 9& sits astride a strong-willed and buck-
ing mount., ' - AR

Hale Boggs, Democréﬁic5repreeentaﬁive of Louisiana,
was not so assured.,* He expressed‘his apr€hension by read-
ing an editorial from the Catholic Action of the Sout
March 15, 1948. Thelarticle was entitled "The Menace Grows."
The more signifioent pert of,the‘report was the:second.
stressing the ideological aspect of Communism in relation.
to other views,

Red ideologies don't permit any others to co-

exigt or to be held by anybody wherever communism

holds =sway, least of all the teachings of Christ.

In the light of that realization today, we can re-

call with bitter irony the fullsome writing in the

American press of not many years ago, when Russia . '

and her tyrants and their ideologies gere’being_;--'*.
vociferously touted as ”democratic.". R

33U S. Congress, Congressional Record. House, 80th o
Congress, 2d sess., Appendix, 9D, Cit., D. Al259 and Al60.
. See Appendlx for full report (Document No. 17).‘

3”Ib1d.. p. Al266. See Appendix for full text
(Document No. 18). The comments of Senator Tom Stewart, . .
Democratic representative from Tennessee were of a 51m11ar.,{
tone (Ibid., pp. Al1285 and A1292), - 5 :

#Boggs. served 1n the U.s, Naval ReserVe unt11 1946.

35; ;d.. D A1612.
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.The final address in Congress concerning Czechoslovakia
was delivered on April 22, 1948, by Repregentative Alvin F,
Weichel of Ohio., He read a letter which he had sent Sec-
retary of State Marshall. In it he requested that the State
Department wifhold trade privileges to communistically dém-
‘inated Czechoslo&akia. ~The.feply was made by Charle$ E.
Bohlen for the Acting Secréfary of State, Grew, aﬁd attached
to it was a.Presidential press release, The former informed
Weichel that the Department of State had decided to apply
the general trade agreements to the Czechoslovakian govern-
ment.‘ The latter was the proclamation to that effec‘t‘:.36

The Céngress desired to introduce a more infle¥ible'
and less friendl& policy toward the newly established Com-
munist Czechoslovakia, but the State Department and the
executuve arm of the U.S. government were_ﬁilling to re-
tain open trade in the economic realm and secret communica-
tions in the diplomatic area, Congress acquiesced, and it
followed, rather than led, United States.foreign policy
regarding the newiy established Communist governments in

Eastern Europe of:Czechoslovakia, Hungary and Poland.
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CHAPTER V
PRESIDENTIAL AND PUBLIC OPINIONS

CONCERNING POLAND, HUNGARY
AND CZECHOSLOVAKIA

I. The Executive Position

A. Franklin D. Roosevelt: Friendship Above All

The Allies desired to win World War II in order to in--
sure the preservance of & lasting world peace, and as early
as the conéluding months of 1943, that single goal was more
onltheir.minds than the actual waging of the war. The year
of 1943 was also the period of the great international con-
ferences.®* At these, Franklin D. Roosevelt acted as leader
and mediator. Each meeting ended.in compromise regarding
the Bié:Three's war strategy and postwa: peace policy. Co-
operation was essential for it promoted unity within the
éoalition, but it was often obtained By Roosevelt catering
to Stalin's demands. Since it was a fact that the Sovit
Union was "fighting our fight" in Europe, maintaining amica-

ble relations with the U,S.S.R. was ever present in F.D.R.'s

*Discussions between Roosevelt and Churchill were
held at Casablanca(January 14-24), Washington(May 11-24),
and Quebec(August 11-24); the three Great Powers met at
Moscow(October 19-November 1); Chiang Kai-shek, Churchill,
and Roosevelt talked together at Cairo(November 22-26);
Teheran was where the Big Three(November 28-December 1)
solved the issue of the second: front. ..



mind. Consequently, trust and conciliatory action were his
key diplomatic tools during the war parleys. It was excel-
lent military strategy and good for morale but far from ad-
equate or realistic political maneuvering.

The Yalta Conference, held between February 4-11, 1945,
provided a great task, and postwar peace and international
cooperation were contingent to that Big Three meeting, Once
more Roosevelt was the gulding force, but his control was
not as predominant and his influence was ebbing. Again, the
desires of Stalin were accepted, because the U.S. believed
that the defeat of Jap2n, with small loss of American life,
could be achieved only with the aid of the U.S.S.R. There-
fore, F.D.R, was bound in the military area. He was also
restrained in the political realm. fi;st his flexibility
was limited because a 1asfihgipeacé depended upon Soviet
participation in the‘Unite& Natiohs Organization. Secondly,
the Washington representative hindered himéelf by thinking
in terms of moralism and idealism instead of the realities -
of politics, Ks‘a result of thaf prevailing attitude. thell
American exeéutive was forced to accept a comﬁromise‘wh;ch
was top e fér more favorable to the Soviets than to fhe
United Sﬁates in the postwar worid.

Roozevelt addressed the Congress on March 1, 1945, to
providé it with direct information concerning the Yalta
(Crimea) Conference. The President saids . ".

Speaking in all frankness, the‘quedtion 6f whethe}

it is to be entirely fruitful or not lies to a great .- .
extent in your hands. For unless you here int he
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halls of the American Congress---with the support

of the American people---concur in the decisions

reached at Yalta, and give them your active

support, the meeting will not have produced last-

ing results, .

There was on all sides at this conference an
enthusiastic effort to re?ch agreement (especially
regarding Poland). . . &

Roosevelt skipped over the concessions made to the
U.S.S.R. because he believed that when the Big Three met.
for the Potsdam Conference the Yalta compromise could be
made a more equal proposition. It might have happened, for
he was beginning to strengthen his tone and way of thinking
about the Soviet Union.# Whether it would actually have
been accomplished remained unanswered for the President
died on April 12, 1945, His successor, Harry S. Truman,
represented the United States at the Potsdam Conference,

Potsdam, August l9h5; proved publicly what was already
fact: the "Iron Curtain" of the Communists had divided
Europe. Truman showed that he would not be weak in the
face of the Soviet challenge, but the situation which had

developed could not be stopped by mere words.
B. Harry S; Truman: An End of a Friendship

The Truman Administration inaugurated a policy of
patience and firmness, It was only a short time before that

strategy was ababdoned, but it was Stalin who had first

1
Goodrich and Carroll, op. g¢it., pPp. 18-19,
#See Appendix (Document No. 19).
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spoken of an unsolvable conflict Setween communism anq
capitalism in February of 1946. Churchill presented his
views of the same subject one month later. In his speech,
he talked of an "Iron Curtain” which had descended across
Europe.

Amid the growing split between the two great
powers of the world, Americans sought to es-
tablish a perspective--- a policy --~toward
the Soviet Union. That task was not easy.
Postwar events had been too sudden, and hopes
of international peace and friendship too
strong, for reassessment to take place quickly
and with consensus.

The first major public speech on future U.S. foreign
policy was delivered by fresident Truman in New York on
October 27, 1946, and was known as his "Navy Day speech."
In it five important points were made.

l. We seek no territorial expansion or selfish
advantage. We have no plans for aggression against
any other state, large or small., We have no ob-
jective which need clash with the peaceful aims
of any other nation.

2., We believe in the eventual return of
sovereign rights and self-government to all
peoples who have been deprived of them by force.

6. We shall refuse to recognize any govern-
ment imposed upon any nation by the force of any
foreign power. . . .

8. We believe that all states which are
accepted in the soclety of nations should
have access on equal terms to the trade and
raw materials of the world.

12, We are convinced that the preservation
of peace between nations requires a United
Nations Organigation composed of all Eeace-
loving nations of the world who are willing
jointly to use force if necessary to insure peace.3

2peter G. Filene, 9p. &it., pP. 167,
Jpennet and Turne:. oD. 31&{;,ﬁ‘ 12,
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' kelfar as a clear-cut policy toward the Soviel Union,
the speech was vague., "What policies, in concrete terms,
the United States would regard a8 required its interests re=-
mained an open question,"u but substantial terms were soon
to follow. Through the Marshall Plan, the "Truman Doctrine,"”
and the policy of containment, the world was shown exactly
what Washington would do to keep democratic rights from
being infringed by aggressive powers, Economic and military
aid would be given primarily, but if the need arose armed
intervention would ensue, Containment was the plan of
action, and e

« + o« here, better than any othex term, was ‘the
expression of the emerging Truman policies in
forelgn and domestic affairs. Abroad, Communist
expansion was to be halted and prevented from .
affectlng American 1life any further. . . . "We
aim," Truman put 1t, "to keep America secured in-
51de and out" --- to contain a general situation
which the Pre31dent was sure, could much more
easily get worse than better.
Truman had taken a reallstlc look at the postwar ‘world -
and ultlmately de01ded upon a concrete pollcy that would
maintain the balance of a world which had solidified into

S
F, .
‘a bipolarized power structure. "The 'strange alliance' had .

'"6

“given way to the policy of ‘'containment, and it brought

aJohn Cs Campbell, The United States in World Affalrs

1945-1947, (Mlnneaﬁolls, Minnesota: University of Mlnnesota -

Press, 1951), p.

! 5Erlc F. Goldman. The Cruc1al Decade - And Afters

America, 1243-1960, (New Yorks Vlmtage Books. A va181on . |
'of Random House, 1960), pp. 80-81. L R

SFilene, op. cit., p< 167,
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the ideological differences of the Soviet Union and the
United States into the open. Washington wished to bpild'up
and consolidate free institutions wherever possible. The
Communists desired to gain complete control over the govern-
mental positions within various Eastern European and Balkan
states.

Each-gréét power became suépicious of the other's
actions. Soviet leaders regarded western moves as attempts
to create a cabitalist-imperialist bloc which woﬁld encircle
their country.

¢« « o« They redoubled their efforts to strengthen

their own bloc, to wreck the Marshall plan, to

create difficulties for thé western powers in
Asia, and to thwart American policies in Germany

‘and Japan. . . .
Moves perpetuated by Moscow were regarded by the United
States as acts of aggression and dangerous to the “democratic"
way of life.’ The relations of tﬁe two major powers of the
world were unstable, but Truman and othef U.S. leaders were
‘never so anxious’ that total war against the spreadq of Com-
munism in Eastern Europe was thought to be the answer td

i

tense international situations.

7Campbell. ODe gittg P 60



II. Public Opinion and the Press

President Roosevelt expressed an opinion of far
reaching importance in his annual message to Congress on
January 6, 1945.

« « » We and our allies have a duty, which we

cannot ignore, to use our influence to the end

that no temporary or provisional authorities in

the liberated countries block the eventual exercise

of the people's right freely to choose the govern-

ment and institutions unger which, as free men,

they are to live. . . .

The attitude of many Americans was the same, especlally
in regard to the duty being a joint venture. U.S. citizens
also retained the opinion that the wartime alliance should
continue in the time of peace.9 It was even almost impose
sible for them to think of any single act by the United
States since 1917 which would cause Communist distrust once
peace was assured. Amicable foreign relations were expected,
but, following the conclusion of hostilities, there was a
rapid deterioration of Soviet-American relations. The post-
war foreign policy of Washington was molded by that collapse

of the East-West coalition. The situation disturbed many

8U.S. Congress, Congressjional Record, Joint Session,
79th Congress, lst sess., Vol. 91-Part 1, op. git.,.P. 71.

9»u,s. Opinion on Russia,"” Portune, XXXII, No. &,
(Septe?ber. 1945), pp. 233-238. See Appendix (Document
No. 20).

b i s b Ky Ji i FiviERAN
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Americans for they had certainly not hoped to see such a
confused state of affairs confronting them at the war's
termination.10 '

The events in Hungary, Poland, Czechoslova&ia. Greece,
and Turkey, aided in gaining the support 6f numerous Ameri-
cans for the idea that Communism had to be stopbed some=-
where. Tbe Chicago T;Lbung'printed two articles ﬁorthy of
hote. The first concerned Czechoslovakia and was the har-
bringer of situations to come. The press release contained ;
one vital points having the Red Army in Czechoslovakia made
life unpleasﬁnt.l1 The second report was in regard to
Hungary. and it covered the 1947 voting bill of the Hunga-~..
.rian nation which was cut to the Red pattern. -

In setting out voting procedure. the. bill

specifies that any quilified voter may cast his

ballot wherever he happens to be on election.

day. It makes no provision for ascertaining

whether a person votes only once and providei

no pena;ty for voting more than once. .

Such Informgtiod épread the idea that the U.S.S.R; .
needed to be shown that the United States would not baék-
down when faced with a Soviet challenge, and by the fall of
1945. many individuals in the U.S.A. were wllling to exert
. force in order to prevent Moscow from extending its spherel

of influence, The Soviet Union "was always on the offensive,

the U.S. must act constantly on the defensive. Eastern

: 1°w.w. Rostow, The Unjted States in the World Arenas
An E§§§x in Recent Higtory, (New York: Harper & Brothers,
19 e P 143.

1lone Chicago Tribune, February 5, 1946, D, 9.
121p3d., July 17, 1947, pp. 1 & 5.

AIF IR3 LT §udaN, >
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Curope was gone. Russia, ih effect; stood on the Elbe
River and the Adriatic.Sea."13 And by late 1947 and eerly
1948, many real?ied'thet the U.S. and U.S.S.R, were at
logberheads.. | . |

With each passing month the Amerlcan publlc, waa be=
eomlng more educated in the area of Soviet-American affalrs.

for the press kept it well ‘informed of the interNational

situation {n the postwar years. Texts of the peace treaties,

Washington protests of Communist actions in Eastern Europe, -,

and diplomatic actions regarding economic aid-and governw-

mental recognition of the new regime iniPoland}'and thoee of |

Hungary and Czechoslovakla were printed.

I Even though "publlc oplnlon generally followed rather

13Tlme Ma, a21ne, Vol L No. 12, (September-zz..19“7)ﬁ.
pPe 29. - -

*Durlng that perlod many w1dely read magaz1nes and
journals were publishing critical material- concernlng the
Soviet Union. The November 1947, Reader's Digest published
a condensed version of "How the Russians Stole My Govern-
ment” by Ferenc Nagy, which had appeared in the Saturday
Evening Post: The January 1948, School Life Education con-
tained a five page article by William H.E. Johnson entitled
"What Shall We Teach About Russia?'; A few articles printed
during 1947 and 1948 were Optlmlstlc, others were just the
opposite. The January 10, 1947, issue of The United States
News printed an article which told of $6,500,000,000 Ameri-
can aid to Europe. The result was not a trend toward
democracy but toward socialism and state-owned industry.
Time Magazine (September 22, 1947) painted a dark picture
of international relations. Pointing out political and
economic crisis, the article said that the U.S.S.R.'s
military and political advantage was obvious, In containing
Communism, the U.S. was forced to approach Russia from all
sides, at widely scattered points, with widely scattered re-
sources. ‘Russia could strike where she wished. A few
articles, such as the one printed in the August 1, 1947,
issue of The United States News, were more optlmlstlc. Ac-
cording to it, the 1nventory of a divided Europe showed the
U.S.A.'s sphere in the most advantageous position,

b e i s Nr ke pe s sper
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wll

than led the development of u.s. policy, a few citizens

had very definite and intelligent opinions concerning foreign
policy. The expression of these beliefs were found very
often in the "editoriel” and "letters to the editor* columns
of widely read newspapers like The New York Times. some
views were expressed at.rallies and group meetings and

then reported to the general public Yia the newspapers,

and a vast amount were found to be'ﬁafx.hyper-critical of.
American policy. With the-ﬁar;still being fought, the
American citizenry opposed éertain'diplomatic actions, and
the Yalta agreements were assailed.,

Only men with a touching faith in the ignorance
of the publiec could at the same time agree to one-
sided Russian annexation of a third of Poland and
reaffirm their belief in the Atlantic Charter,
which condemns ‘'territorial changes that do not -
accord with the frgely expressed wishes of the
people concerned,"'

In a letter to The New York Timeg, Carleton F. Wells
‘of Ann Arbor, Michigan, was expecially vociferous:

- Now that Poland has been told its fate by
the Big Three, we Americans may well ponder the )
final words of President Roosevelt's recent in-
augural: "Let us live as men, not as ostriches.”
Marshal Stalin's demand that Messrs, Churchill
and Roosevelt acquiesce in this partition of a
United Nations ally has won an ominous' triumph,
Likewise the terms of Moscow's notoridus puppet
regime first set up in Lublin, -

'Concluding nis letter Mr. Wells condemned the U.S. for

its role in Polish affairs.l6

l‘*Cam;,beu. op. m.. 19u7-19u8. p. 24,

Lu.gw_muime_e. February 16, 1945, p. 10.
: 15;91@.. February 19, 1945, p. 21,
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The following year, reports were of a similar tone.

Two were representative of articles published during 1946,
The first was in The New Statesman and Nation on April 6, :
1946, and it concerned the political purges taking place
in Hungary.l? The second was an article regarding the
Czechoslovakian elections, which declared that Czecho-

. slovakia was :notfyet“ in the Russian sphere.18 | _

As far as Poland was concerned, U.S.:citizéns grew
recurringly apprehensive about that state in 1947 and o
freely aired their views. i

The United States is bound by the Yalta agree-
ment to help insure democratic elections in Poland,

Charles Rozmarek, president of the Polish Congress,

asserted today in a telegram to Secretary of State

Byrnes.

Mr. Rozmarek said that Jan. 19 elections would

be a "a tragic farce, serving merely the purpose of

confirming Soviet control over the country.” Po- 19 -

land, he added, is living under Russian terrorism. 9

|
This represented the views of Americans who had become
extremely suspicious of the Soviet Union, since they
realized that Poland's fate had been decided. The Govern-
ment of the U,S.A} asked both the British and Soviet
leaders to cooperated in assuring the promised "free and
unfettered elections” for Poland, but the results were a

flagrant sham.,

17paul Ignotus, "Political Purge in Hungary,* E%g
New Statesman and Nation, XXXI-XXXII (January 5, 1946~ -
December 28, 1946), pp. 242-243,

18“Czechoslovak Elections,” The New State )
Nation, XXXI~-XXXII (June 15, 1946), PP, EZG-EZ?.

19wmw » January 4, 1947, p. 16. |
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Two commentaries were found to be typical of the
various opinions given publicly between 1945 and 1948, with
regard to Poland, The first was an editorial on December
23, 1946, in The New York Timeg, which reported:

It is . . . evident that the present Communist-
dominated regime in Poland is determined to (keep)
itself in power by:turning the national elections
« « o into . . . farce and fraud (.) That is quite
in deeping with Communist practice, which does not
disdain to utilize deomcratic processes to attain
and legitimize power but would never permit such
processes to overthrow a Communist regime once it
is established.

« + » Meanwhile, the American and British
Governments would only stultify themselves and
violate their own obligation to the Polish people
if they gave the least Sid or comfort to the
present Polish regime.

The second .report was a speech made by Mikolajczyk in
January of 1948, under the amspicea of the Committee to stop
world Cdmmunism. The central point contained within the
address urged the U.S. to grant aid to Poland to fight the
Reds. 21 ' ifhe Polish people had not given up democratic
ideals, but with the assistance of the Red Army, Polish Come .
munists held firm control of that westward lookimg etgte.{ |

The future of Hungary, too, was already kndwn. It was
quite adequately described by Andrew Gyorgy in the Review of -
Po;itica, where he revealed that'forces which prompted a .
. democratic rqconatruction of the Hungarian nation were
"swiftly destroyed by the rising influence of the Communist

Party which brought internal disruption amd“eocial crieig.

201p1d., December 23, 1946, p. 18.
~ ZiThe Chicago Tribune, January 26, 1948, p. 26.
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Gyorgy's closing femark was that Hungary was "headed toward
the more permanecnt status of a political and economic sat=
cllite natibn.“22

Czechoslovakia's path remained uncertain, and whether
its place was to be in the Western or Eastern sphere of
‘influence was nof revealed thil 1948, Eafly that year
various political and military events began taking place.
The. ultimate con¢lusion of these incidents was an overthrow,
and the American public reacted accordingly. This was
illustrated in a New York Elmgg"editorial which emphasized
three major points: . '
First; .

Shocked By the Communist coup d' &tat in Czecho-
slovakia into their first joint action on Russo-
Communist expansion, the Government of the United
States, Britain and France have condemned what they
characterize bluntly as the establishment of a one-

party dictatorship disguised under the cloak of a
Government of National Union. . . &

Secondly;

« « +» Today, Stalin's acquisitions already amount
to more than four times those of Hitler prior to
the war, and, like Hitler, he is reaching out for
mOI‘G. [ ] [ ] . t

And finally:

It seems amazing that, having seen these things
-happen in Germany under Hitler, the Czech leaders
and parties still dedicated to democracy should have
permitted them to happen in Czechoslovakia---going

22pndrew Gyorgy, "Postwar Hungary," R view of Poli tlc ’
'IX, No. 3, (July, 1947), pp. 297 321,
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‘along step by step, making one concession after
another, until they were powerless to resist.

That in itself is a warning to all countries
still under the delusion they they can cooperate
with the Commua%sts without signing their own
death warrant.

One man had vocalized the sentiments of many U.S.
citizens who had .discovered that their country had lost
another state to the Soviets. Consequently, specific facts
were unveiled and championed by popular publications like
Lifé, which reported in its March 1948 issue that

« « « (t)he Czechs obviously were surprised to

learn that you can't do business with Communists.,

So, apparently, were the Western democracies, but _

with less excuse. . |

The fall of Czechoslovakia to the Moscow puppets - - Y

« « « underline(d) the fact that U.S. foreign policy )

~was still vague in the face of European realitles.

The best the U,S, government could do, while its

citizens began to experience that 'here we go again’

feeling, was to join France and Britain in a note

of protest tha&uwas stupidly late and pitifully

little. .« . &

United States citizens were dismayed, surprised, and
*up~in-arms", but they accepted the government's foreign
policy: they did not advocate fighting a total war for
Czechoslovakian independence., The American public recognized
that the irreconcilable. conflict between East and West had
been solidified by the middle of 1948, and they were willing

to let the Washington officials handle the situation.

23New York Times, February 27, 1948, pp. 1-2;

24Lif Magazine, Vol., XXIV, No. 10, (March 8, 1948)
P. 27.: ' '
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CHAPTER IV
CONCLUSION: A SUMMARY OF TRANSITION °

The postwar period of 1945-1948 brought forth
several crucial points. One was the final tabulation of
the cost for the Second World War, |

Military expenditures of the combatant nations

exceeded one trillion dollars ($1,117,000,000,000),

and property damage has been estimated at twice

that sum«. . . '« In balance, World War II killed

more than twice as many people as World War I,

cost thirteen times as much in calculable monetary

terms, and devastated a far larger area of Europe.

Finally, there was the incalculable loss in terms

of human misery and what the expanded resources

of life and wealth might have meant cOuid they

have been applied to the arts of peace,

A second point was the emergence of two super states
from the War years toward a position of worldwide influence
in the economic, political, social, and ideological realms.
The United States and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
were fused in a battle against their mutual enemy on the
European continent, Germany, and coalition diplomacy was
maintained until the Potsdam Conference which was held
from July 17 to August 2, l9b5. That meeting marked the

turning point in Soviet-American relations.

_ 1Wallace K. Ferguaon and Geoffrey Bruun, A Survey of
Europe vit on, Third Edition, (Boatonl .Houghton .~
Mifflin Company, 1962), PP, 936-937.
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For while an outward show of unity was preserved,
and important decisions were taken, rifts and mis-
understandings appeareg which were never bridged

or properly corrected.

After that, international peace was a deadlissue,
and the Red Army's penetration of Eastern Europe dictated
future planning for both the U.S.S.ﬁ. and the U.S.A. The
presence of Soviet troops in that area could be utilizea
by the Communists but such military power could not be
ignored by democratically orientated Westerners.

The third point revealed in the immediate postwar
period was that as the two great statés transformed
friendship into open criticism.»the conflict of interest
was most intense in the Eastern European states of Poland,
Czechoslovakia and Hungary. The newly established govern-
ments in those states affér World War II brought the
American-Soviet collision into full view. Finally, when
Washington protests, indignation and pleading failed to
change Communist actions, "the confrontation between the
.United States and the SOviet Union became increaeiﬁgiy
open and rigid.“3 Ironically, though, the period of
transition ended in much the same fashion as it was
initiated,

Early 1945 was a year of limited action. The U.S.
policy was one which entaliled rejection of total war and

hope for a better future. The United States' Department of

2Ibid., p. 943
3Pilene, op. git.,» Ps 233.
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State and the Congress clung fo that plan of action and
followed, with but a few dissenting vqices and votes, the
lead of the executive in relation to foreigﬁ policy and
diplomatic conduct. All three branches of the government

. desired to avoid an all-out war with the Soviet Union and
substituted three plans to proﬁote goodwill and lessen the
chance of hostilities between the two states. The three
were known as the Truman Doctrine, the Marshall Plan, and
the Vandenﬁerg Resolution. The first_aimed at containment
by improvising a makeshift buffer zone., It was to preient
the Communists from gaining a larger sphere of influence

- but allow a healthy and freé'exchange of trade, ideas, and.
.culture. All of which wouidlbe supervised by thé-United
Nations and protected by military power. The second was for
the reconstruction of war torn Europe. As "indefinite Com-
munist expansion would mean atomic war; what sounder way to
halt the_expansion than by revivifying the economic-iife of
thatlcritical aréa(?)"4 The final plan set forth an ex;
plicit policy but placed major confidence in the United
Nations Organization.*

More often than not, though, the President, Congress
and State Department were at a loss as té what type of
action to take in relation to the events in Eastern Europe
between 1945 and 1948, The “"free and unfettered" elections

in Poland brought'a cry of indignation and a mountain of

uGoldman. op. cit., p. ?79.

_ #*See above pages 62 and 63.



- 96 -

protests from them. All three divisions were greatly con-
cerned that Hungary would not maintain its economic inde-
pendence and were extremely distressed when it fell under
the “"Iron Curtain.” Finally, each expressed shock over the
goup d° Btat in Czechoslovakia. The crisis of that state
ended

..+ o With the discarding of the last trappings

of true democracy and the establishment of an

unadulterated Communist dictatorship. . . . (T)his

development represented a defensive reaction--=-

and one foreseen by ourselves---to the success of

the Marshall Plan initiative. . . . The result

was that the Communist crackdown in Czechoslovakia,

when it came, was received generally as a new Com~

munist success---the evidence, in fact, of the in-

adequacy of the meth%ds of containment employed up

to that time. .

As far as preventing the events, the leaders in
Washington ylelded no answers and presented the picture
of being at a loss as to what action was most appropriate
when contending with Soviet acts.’

The American public and press wére just as confused.‘
The newspapers, magaz;nés.'éndanehé commentators related
events as they occurréd. and personal views were attached
at certain times to the reports. The public_read or Just
listened and formed opinions of the situations within Po-
land, Hungary and'Czechoalovgkia; but, on the whole, the press
and individuals within the United States, excepting certain

pockets of indifference, retained seven prihcipgl ideas:

: SGé&}gp F. Kennan, Mem§1;§ {%225-;252). (Toronto,
Canadas. -Bantam Books, 1969), P. 399




(1) the Soviet sphere of influencé-and Communist ideas
had to be stopped from expgnding; (?).the democratic form
of government was a righteo@é gpal-ﬁhioh should be perpet~
uated; (3) most Americans were of the opinibn that the
United States was the_Number’dne power of the world; (&)
many were critical of the leaders in both Moscow and
Washington and tge policies of each; (S) more o;ten than
not, anxiety and the feeling of repetitidn were predominant
in regard to Soviet-American'confrontationsa (6) because
of that insecure feeling, the U.S. press and public
followed.b;dther than legding or forcing a change in,
foreign policys and (7) actual policy making was epecificallj 
~left to ¥he Preaident. Congress and State Department. S
By thé end of 1948, the transition from cooperative
U.S.A.-U.S.S.R. relations of 1945 to suspicion and open \'
conflict was complete. The public, press, Congress, Départ-
‘ment o£.Statéland President, howevér. confinned'to adhere '
to two basic idealss (1) rejection of an armed conflict
with the Soviet Unionj and (2) the retention of.hope for
and bellef in a better and more peacéful future. The first
did not prevent the infiltrétion and take-over of Hungary;
Poland and Czechoslovakia, and it only showed that most -
Anericans feared total war. The second ranked words above
military force. The Universal Declaration of Human Rights-
" adopted on December 10, 1948. by the UN General Assembly |
supplied a document for the direct publioc expression
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of_péaccful and humanitarian ideals., It was a noble
gesture on the part of the U.N. members, but the Declara~
tion provided merely the hope of a better existence for
those pecoples to whom freedom and justice were illusive
shadows., In 19&% as it had been in 1945, idealism was
placed before realpolitik. The implications of anﬁ re-
actions to that policy were far-reaching and generated the

vengeance of the Cold War.
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(Document No. 1)
Mikolajczyk Speaks Out Against Soviet Acts in Poland!

I reject this accusation of sabotage by the
underground organizations. I was prepared for
this accusation and even expected the Soviets
to say that not just a hundred but a few thou~
sand Soviet officers and men were shot by the
Poles. This figure of one hundred shot, even
if true, does not prove anything because:

(a) Surely during the fighting certain
German units operated behind the Soviet lines
until they were liquidated. We know from
previous experience that when the German Army
is retredting it leaves behind it some agents
for special jobs.

? In the environment of the life in the
underground in any country, a certain amount of
criminal element exists, and it acts in an ir-
responsible way.

(c) It cannot be rule out that during the
arrests and terror which the communists are-
perpetuating, certain acts of self-defense
undoubtedly took place. I completely reject
any assertion of organlzed sabotage against .
the Red Army. Our instructions were full of
warning against illegal actions because these
would provide an excuse for the Soviets and
the Lublin group to introduce political terror
and even deportations. I have reports that
these instructions were carried out because
they reflected the 1nst1nct of self-preserva-
tion in the nation. .

lRozek' Op. gito| P 375.
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(Document No.. 2)

Three-Power Joint Protest‘on Communist
Coup in.Czechoslovak;a2

On Fcbruary 26, 1948, the governments of thé United States, Great Britain,
and France issued simultaneously an official condemnation of the Communist
coup in Czechoslovakia, The full text of the joint protest follows:

‘e Governments of the United States, has permitted the suspension of the free ex-
ace and Great Britain have attentively ercise of parliamentary institutions and the
-wed the couésc of the events which have establishment of a disguised dictatorship of a
.+t just taken place in Czechoslovakia and sifnﬂl:_g:;llyu:;ier the cloak of a government
o [ i ;
1h P 1a‘cel n J°°l‘?ardy the veriy exi‘;"eme °f  "They can but condemn a development the
. principles of liberty to which all demo~ . nsequences of which can only be disastrous
1tic nations are attached. . ) for the Czechoslovak people, who had proved .
tey note that by means of a crisis artifi- once more in the midst of the sufferings of' -
2y and deliberately instigated the use of the Second World War tholr nmchmmt to S
vm methodl a)rudy mud ln other plaeu the cause of liberty : _ £

— ! -

2“
Document. Current Hlstorx XIv (April. 1948). p. 235.
I
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(Document No. 3)

UeSe Note on the Polish Elccti’ons3

Tewt of a note delive:.d on Januery 9 at 12:16 p. ., Waraaw lina,
by Ambassador Avthwre Dlisy Lane Lo the Polish Foreign Offics
I have the honor (o vefer Lo fhe Fanbassy’s notes of Auge, 19 nnd
Nov. 22, 196 vegeordingg the Polizh National clections, to which no
reply has yet been reeetved, and pinsuant to instrnctions from my
Government o inform Your bxcellency, as r signatory of Lhe Yalin
and Potsdam Agreements, with particular regard {o those scetions of
tho Lwo agercements which deal witle the establishment of & government
in Polund, through the instrumentality of freo wnil unfetlered clee-
tions, of my CGovermnent’s contimied coneern over the pre.clection
artivities of the Polish Provistonal Government of National Unity,
My Governrent is especially perturbeil Ly the ineveasingly froguent
reporis of repressive meastres which the Polish IP’rovisional Goyvern-
ment has seen fit to cmploy against those democratic elements in
- Poland which have not aligned themselves with the “bloc” parties.
It is a source of regrot {0 my Government that its provions cforts -
tocall thoaltention of the Polish I’rovisional Government to its failuro
" to perform its obligations under the agreements cited have not resulted
“in any change in tho course which that Government has pursued in
comnnection with pre-clection political activities. According to infor-
mation reaching my Governiment from varions authoritative sources,
these repressive activities on the part of the Provisional Government
ha.vo now increascd in intensity to the point where, if they do not
ccase immediately, thero is little likelihood that clections can be held
in accordance with the terms of the Potsdiun agreement which call
for frec and nnfettered clections “on the basis of tniversal suffrago and
sceret ballot in which all democratic and anti-Nazi parties shall have .
" the right to take part and put forward candidatcs.” : '
Tt is tho viow of my Government that this matter involves the sane-
tity of international agrcements, a principle upon which depends the
establishment and maintenancoe of peace and the reign of justice under
law. Tho obligations with respect to the Polish elections which my
. Government assumed at Yalta and reiterated at Potsdam, together
with tho Soviet and DBritish Governmentd, and the obligations sub-
scquently assimed by the Polish Government and frequently reiter-
atecl, provide for the conduct of free and unfettered clections of the |
type £nd in the manner described above. The fact that the subject -
muattee of these agreements relates to elections in Poland is incidental.
. The essential fact is that they constitute an international agrecinent .
“under which all four nations concerned have assunied obligations. T
need hardly say that my Governinent is interested only in sceing that
the Polish people have the epportunity o parvticipate in a freo and
unfettered olection and that my Government docs not regard. the re-:
sulls of snch an clection as being a proper concern of anyone other than
the Polish people themselves. fee I
My Government would bo failingin its duty if it did not again point |
out that the continuation of the present policy of suppression, cocrcion, .
land intimidation as applied to political opposition in Poland con-:
‘stitntes a violation of the letter as well as the spirit of tho Yalta and *
Potsdam Agreements (Bulletin, January 19, 1947, p. 26),. 5

—

3 Committee on Foreign Affairs,
U.S. Congress, House, _ .

The Strate and Ta::tics of World Communism, Supplement 166
Washington, D.C.1 Government Printing Office, 19 y Do .




(Document No. 4)

United States Pogsition on Polish ﬂlectionsu

3

\

NOTES DELIVELED TO TILE RRUNTS, SOVEST, AN COLIBTE GOVERNM KN

[ Relensrd to the prens Innuary 7, 10-17) !

Text of note veqarding the forthcoming Polish clentions delivered on
Janvary 5, 1957 to Lord Inverchapel, British Ambussador i7t|
Washinyton . . i

IexerrraNey t ‘The Government of the United States,! ag a sigfnutory |
of the Yaltit und Potsdam A greements, with particulae regard Lo those!

goctions of Lho two agreements which deal with the establishment of .I

n representative govermuent in Poland through tho insteumentality

of free and unfettered elections, wishes me to inform you o f tha concern

with which it views the pre-clection activities of the olish Provisional

Government of National Unity. My Governmont is especially per- |

turbed by the increusingly frequent reports of repressive measures’

which the Polish Provisional Government has seen fit to employ ; .

against thoso demncritic clements in Poland which have not aligned
themselves with the “bloc” parties. ‘ i
According to information reaching my Government from various ‘
authoritalive sources, theso repressive activities on the part of the
Provisional Government havo now increased in intensity to the point '
where, if they do not cease immedintoly, thero is littlo likelihood that
clections can be held in accovdance with tho terrns of. the Potsdam '
Agrecment which call for freo and unfettered elections “on the basis
of universal suffrago aund secret ballot in which all democratic and
anti-Nazi parties shall have the right to tuke pait and put forward
candidates.” R
On Deccember 18, 1946, Vice Premier Stanislaw Mikolajezyk ad- |
dressed & communication to the American Ambassador in Warsaw in
~which ho called attention to tho reprchensible methods employed by |
tho Provisional Government in denying, frcedom of politicaPaction to |
tho Polish Peasant Party. This communication pointed out inter alia |
"that tho methods used f‘)'y the Government in its efforts to eliminato
the participation by the Polish Peasant. Party in the clections inclucle !
political arrests and murders, compulsory cnrollment of Polish Peasant .
Party members in the *bloc” liticn?' arties, dismissal of Polish |
Pcasant Party members from their employment, searches of homes, |
- attacks by sccret police and miembers of tho Communist Party on ¢
Polish Peasant Party premises and party congresses, suspension and *
restriction by government anthorities > f Polisir Peasant Party mect-
.ings and suspension of party activiticss in 28 PPowiats, snppression of .
tho party press and limitation of circulation of party papers, and
arrest of tho editorinl stailf of tho Party Bulletin and of the Gezeta 1
Ludowa. Authoritutive reports from othor quacters in Poland serve 1
to substantiato tho charges brought by Mr. Mikolajezyk in the com- |
munication cited. Tt is understood that copics of this communication
were also dolivered to the Soviet and British Ainbassadors at \Wursaw |
as representatives of thoother two Yalta powers. !
—r——r 1

} 1 A gimilar note wns delivered on Jan. §. 1047 teo Andrel Vnﬁinskr. Deputy Minister ot ‘
Ilhe Soviet Unlon, by U. 8. Ambaszsador W. Becicl} 8mith.

> Tn the note to (he Soviet Unlon, “my Goverawmont” is substituted for “tha Government |

-of tbe Unlted Btatea™, ' ’ i
. TETEAS—AB—28 ., e - J

“;b;d., p. 67.
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(Document No. 5)

Reply from the U.S.S.,R. to the U.S. Note
o on the Polish Elections> B
'Pranslation of stbutanee of Soviet noleon Polidl clections.  1'he note,
dated Janvary 13, (947 and signed by Foreign Alinister Molotoy,
o was delivered to the American Embassy at Moscow on Jaunvary
g 14, 497 . . 4
't In cotmection with your note of Jaunary 5, 1947, regarding the
Simpending clections in Polund, I consider it neeessary to inforn you
of the fullowing; ¢ -
I'ho Soviet Govermment cannot aZres with the accusations contained
*in thenole under refevence against the Polish Provisionnl Government;
‘of National Unity of violafing tho obligations imposed on it by the
 clesisions of the Yaltx and Berlin conferences envisaging the holdinggin
1 Poland of free and unfettered elections on the basis of universal suf-|
fiage, by soeret ballot, in which all democratic and anti-Nazi parties’
fwill have thoright to take part and put for'ward candidates. '
The Government of the United States-of America advancing in its
“note of January 5,2 a series of accusations aggninst the Polish Govern-
ment, states that the basis therefor are reports coming to the American
-Government, and makes reference to the sole source of theinformation
‘reccived—to the communication of the Vico Premier of the Polish,
. Government.. 8. Milolujezyk, who transmitted to the American- Am-
+bassador in YWarsaw repoits of the above character, swhich the Ameri-,
i can Government considercd possiblo to reproduce in itsnoto. i
+ In the note are repeated the accusations against £he Polish Provi-
<I's’ional Government contained in Mikolajczyk's statement of repressive:
measu es dirccted against certain members of the patty he represents.. .
‘In this connection, however, there are completely ignored widely,
i known facts coneerning the participation of certainof the members of’
{ Mikolajezyk’s party in the activities of underground organizations,
| Wk resort to every kind of threat, to violence, and to murder in orders
i to interfere with the normal conduct of the clectoral campai n for the;
:._Sejm. ) ) i
" Among other things, numerous facts are known concerning handit'
, attacles on electoral districts, terrorization of clectors with threats ini
L

respect of adherents of the government and of the democratic hloc and
ovena whole series of murders of members of the electoral commissions, g
In this situation, the Polish Government cannot remain indifferent: v
and not'yndertake decisive measures with respect to the-criminal ele- = - '
ments who are endeavoring to disrupt the freo and wnfetlered elections, .
for the Sejm, even though certain members of Mikokijezyk’s party!
should be guilty in this: . Co : - .
As is known, Poland suffered gricvous years of Gerinan ocenpation,, = .
the consequences of which are still apparent at the present time Eoth in:
the dillienlt economic conditions as well as in Lhe difliculties in overcom-
ling the remnants of the bundilry generated in the period of occupation,
‘of Polish territory by German troops. L. L
- Ttisimpossible also to igmore the criminal activilies of fascist emi-J
arec circles endeavoring to baso themselves on their underground: -
|organizations in Poland, particularly, having in view tho conncction!

nBullet!n of January 19, 1047, p. 124, s

AR R et S it T [

5Ibi ." pp. 70-720
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.ol ihese undergrond orgranizations with the handit elements who svail
sthemselves of overy IKind of vinlenee, oven of imnreder of representadives
of tho Polish authorities and leders of tho democtatic purfies,  In
 heso civenmstances tha PPolish Governtment wonld not bo Toadfilling its
<duty to tho propla i £ it did not take measuves against these erizainl
clements (o assnro the conditions necessnry for the holding of free
demoeratic elections,  LTointorfere with the carrying out of such meay.
nres would bo inndmissible particularly on the pnrt of foreign
governments. '
In view of the foregoing, the Soviet Govermnent. does not pereeive:
any basis (o the taking of any such steps, as tho Government of tho)
United States of Americn proposcs, with respect to the 1’olish Gov-
ernment in conneetion with tho im{:cmliug clections in Polan] and.
. thereby in this fashion bringing abont igterference in the internal,
aftairs of Poland on the part of ﬁm powers who signed the Yalte and|
Borlin agreoments (Bulletin, January 26, 19147, p. 161).

27. U. S. Posirion oN Coxpucr o Recent Povrisir Buecrions |

[Releascd to the press Januury 28.'..10471

On January 19 a geuneral election was held in Poland, the results
of which are expected to be-anmounced shortly.” ‘Lhe United States !
i Government has followed closely thie developmonts leading up to, this
event in accordance witlh the commitments it accepted at the Yalta
,and Potsdam Conferences. On numeorous occasions it has expressed -
its concern over the courso of ovents in Poland, which increasingly
indicated that the clection would not be conducted in such manner
‘as to allow a free expression of the will of the Polish people. On
August 19 * and November 22,* 1946, formal notes were addressed to
the Polish Provisional Government on this subject. On January 5 =
, this Government bronght the situation in Poland to the attention of |
:tho British and Soviet Governments and expresscd the hope that those °
Governmcuts would associate theniselves with the Government of the
United States in an approach to thoPolish Provisicnal Government of
~ National Unity. ‘T'his.proposal was rejected by the Soviet Govern- - .-
ment.2/ On January 99 this Government delivered a further noto ' -
to the Polish Provisional Government which stated among other things -
“that if the repressive activities on the part of the Provisional Gov-
criunent clid not ceaso immediately there waslittle likelihood that elee- .
_tions could be held in accordance with the terms of the Potsdam agree-
i<ent./ The British Government has also protested to the Polish
Provisional Governnient the vielation of its election pledges.
_ - The reports received from the United States Embassy in Poland
;in the period immediately prior to the cleetions as well as its subse- -
~quent reports based npon tho abservations of American oflicials who !
.visited a nmunber of Polish voting centers confirmed the fears which SR
this Government had expressed ﬁmt the cleetion would not be fico. - . *,
These reports wero corvoborated by tho general tenor of the'dispatches ! St
from foreign correspondents in Poland. It is clear that the Provi- | -
sional Government did not confino itsclf to the supprossion of the so-

- ——— s oo v

!

. i
i " Tulletln of Selatembder 1, 104G, p, 4202, - ‘ . ) )

'3 Rulictln of December 8, 1940, p. 1057, : ) : -

.2 Rullefin of January 1), 1047, p, 134, - - : . .

] tsullet)n of JlAvuary 6. 1047, p. 104. t

* Bulletla ol'{nbn;*\xuy 10,1047, p. 180. t
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called “anelergronnd” but cmplayed wido-spread mesures of enereion
il intimidadion against dewmocralic elements which wero loyal to
Loland althowh not partizans of tho Govermuent “bloc”.  In theso
cirenmstances the United States Government eannol consider Chat!
.the provisions of the Yalta and otsdam agreenients have been
! flllﬁl\od. . C -
~ Tho United States Governmoeunt has mado it clear that 1t has no
wdesive to intervene in the internal aflairs of Poland, By virtne of the!
‘responsibility which devolved upson it as ono of the prmeipal powers !
rengaged i liberating tho countries of Yurope from Nuzi occupation
lit indertook, together with the British and Soviet Governments, to
‘secure for tho loug-suftering Polish people the opportunity to select |
l'a overnment of their own choosing. It was in connection with this,
nndertaking that this Government agieed to the decisions respecting
Poland that were taken at.the Yalta Conference, including the de-!
cisiou to recognize tho Polish Provisional Government of National!
Unity. Thesc decisions with respeet to Poland, which were accepted '
by the Polish Provisional Governiment in their entirety, forined part®
tof a serics of agreements Lei-cen the United States, Dritish, and i
Sovict Goveriitents.  Tho United States Governnient considers that '
the Polish Provisional Government has failed to carry out its solemn |
- pledges. .
The United States Government intends to maintain its interest in |
ithe welfare of the Polish people.  While retaining full liberty of ac-
tion to determine its future attitude toward the government of ]{’oland, !
ithig Governinent will continue to lceep itself informed of developments -
in Poland through its diplomatic mission in Warsaw.
e e e e e i s s 4 44 20
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State Department's

(Document No, 6)

In the Crimea Declaration on

liderated 1Lurope, the hends of
Government of the., U.8.8.R.,
Cireat  Britain and  the Unlted

Stalea uncdertook *‘la concert dure
in: the temporary porviod of in-
ztability in {lherated Europe the
pollcies of their threce Govern-
mends in assisting the peoples lib-
crated from the dominatlon of
Nazl Germany and the peoples of
:the former Axis satellite states of
Jlurope Lo solve by democratle
mecans their pressing political
economic problems.”

In follow!ng closcly tlie econom-
le recovery probiems of the coun-
trics of Europe, the United States
Government. beccame  scriously
concerncd several months ago
over the alarming‘ deterloration
of the Hungarian economy. This -
!concern has mounted in the M-
tervening months, during which,
the Hungarian cconomic gitua-.
tlon has become progressively

. worse, culminating in the present
chaotic inflation,

Since December, 1945, the Unit-

., ed States Government has taken
| the initiative in proposing that
. the Soviet Union, Great Britain
| and the Unijted States consider
: means whercby the three Powers,
. as contempléted in the Crimer
i Declaration, could assist Hungary
! to rebuild Its shattered economy.
{ These proposals, however, have
| been rejected by the Soviet Gov-
; ernment, . i

U. 8 Otfets Nebuffed

In a mecilng of the Allicd Con-
trol Commission in Budapest in

estahllshment of a subcommittece
of the controt commission to ¢on-
sider* questiona of Hungatian in-

dustry, filnance and cconomilcs,

Subsequently, in a note to the
Soviet Government on March 2,
1946, thia Government agalin ralsed
the {ssue hy reviewing {he gravo
economio blitht of Hungary, by
calling  nttention to the |, over-
buvdening of that commtiy ivith
| Eeparaliona, requisitions and tho
castn of malntiaining lnrgo accupn-
‘lon forens, and by rcquesiing tho
Sovlet Governmont. to instruct ita
representatives in 1Tungay to
| canefnf-at nn carly date with tho
Uniled Staten and Jiritish repre-
senlatives there in devising n pro-
{ gram which would hrlng to an
l end the process of disintegi'ation

in Hungary, and at the same time
; brovidé a framcwork within
~which . the rehabllitation of the
' country and its reintegration with
't the: ¥eneral Europcan economy
{ might be accomplished,

.- 1In a reply dated April 21, Mr.
Yy Vishinsky, tha Sovlet

{ Deputy Forelgn Minlster, rejected ',
the United States proposal on tho
grount {hat the working out of

‘an cconotnle rehabllitntlon plan

+ for Hunpzary: fel! within the eom-
Petence of tho Hungavinn Govern-
ment. Mr. Vishinslty also denled

* that the cost to Hungn1'y of Sovict

.| reparations and occupation was in
any way rcsponsibie for the de.

Ca

l terioration of economlic condlitfons .

in Hungary, and alleged that the

| fatlure of the United Statcs to re- |
{turn to Hungary from the United -

| States-occupiad zoncs In Germany

'iand Austria dispirced property,
cstimated in value at $3,000,000,000
l«ves one of the prinocipal -reasons .

for Hungarys present .economig °

| ditticultien.: . . eTi. .t

o e

2
)

December, 1945, the Unlted States -
representntive recommended the |

|
This nppronch was unnvalling, |
i

4
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Announcement gn Russian Activi-
ties in Hungary

Russin Trkea 1Lall of‘ Ovutxmt‘

In conncction - with this ex-
chnngo of notca ‘concerning ‘the
~economlc sjtuation in Hungary,
, the American Ambassador in |
' Moscow, upon {nstructions from
. this Government, has now dcliv-
‘ cred a further note to the Soviot
' Government under date of July
: 23. 1940, the text of which Is as

{ follows;
| ' “July 23, 1946,
‘“His Excellency

. V. M. Molotov,
3 “Minister for Forcign Affalrs
! of the U.S.8.R.,
1 “Moascow,
i *Excellency, "
“My Government has dirccted
me to communicate to you the
efollowing repiy to Mr. Vishin-
, aky's letter of April 21, 1948, re-
. lgting to the economic situation
i of Hungary: ’
My Government is unable to
' agrce with -the Soviet Govern-

‘I ment, that ‘the (fulffilment by
{ Hungary of ita reparations obli--
, gations and the presence of occu- |
i pations troops in Hutigary do not
‘“and cannot exercise any Serious
influence on the economic eitua-
| tion of the country.’ i
. "My Government ~wishes to.
:bring to the attention of the So..
viet Covernment the fact that
half of the current output of |
Hungarian manufacturing Indus- |
try, which |a-operating at only |
one-third of the pre.war . level, is,]
rabsorbed by reparations ‘and |
other requirements of the occu-
pying Power. In the case of
heavy industry, coal, iron, metal
and machine production, which is .
very urgently required for Hun-
gary's rehabllitation, reparations
alone absorb betwecn 80 and %0
per cent of the current output.
"Except for some bridge and rail-
(way construction necessary to fa-
cititate the movement of goods,
Hungarlan heavy industry is pro-
|dueing practically nothing for do-
’mcutlc requirements.
Soviet Requisitions Itemized
“With refercnce to the eco-
nomic burden piaced upon. Hun-
igary

by the Soviet occupation |

| forees, I am instructed to $nform .
i_tn_e__qul_e_( Government _ol__uunblq.



informatlon (n the rosscsaion ot
my Government (0 the efleet that
4,000,000 tntix of wheni, rye, bar.
ley, corn and oatls were Laken by
the Red Army in Iiungary int

1045, mostly duving (he first aix
montha.. This fipure may he coms-

paredt with 1938 Hungavian piro--

duction of approximately 7,181,-
00 tons of these foodatuffa. Of
Mocks of faod available for tho
apport of the Hunsiavinn urban
papulation In the second holf of
1045, the Red Army ahsorbed
aearly all of the ments, onc.sixth
of the wheat-and rye, mora than

a quarter of tho leTumes, nearly «-

theee-Quarters of the lard, one-
teath of the vepclahle oif, And
onelifth of the milk and dairy
prodncts.

“According to the most recent
reports veceived, extensive requl-
siioning of foodsiuifa was taking
place as late as April, 194G. My
Government ftinds it impossible to
reconcile this information with
the statement of the Soviet Gov-
ernment that ‘the Soviet Com-
mand in Hungary has neither
¢aried out nor Is cartying out
any requlsitions.’

“My Governnient has ‘poted
that, in tho opinion of the Spviet
Governmont, ‘the real rcasons
for the scvere econonmiic and fi
nanclal situation in Hungary are
ibe expenditures Incurred by her
in the war against the United Na-
tions and tlic ravaging of the
country by the Germans and the
fermer Hungarian rulers.’

“I am instiucted to mention for
the information of the Soviet
Government that., on the basis of
relinble estimates, it has been
tslculated that the total war
damage to Hungarian manufac-
ring  industry, including ce-
movals, amounted to $345,000,000,
of which $124.200,000 was due to
removals by Soviet forces,

Claima of Russia Refuted

“Note has also been taken of
the view of the Soviet Govern-
nient that ‘one of the main rea-
sons for the difficult economic
situation in ¥ungary ® ® ® is the
fact that a lnrge quantity of Hun-
garlan  property nand valuables
tontinues to this day to remain
in the American zone of occupae,
tion on the Lerritory of Austiia
wmd  gouthern Germany, where
thl.s property was shippecd by the
falnszy  Government durlng tho
period of the advance of tho
troops of the Red Army.” The
Soviet Govornment mentions a
firure of about $3,000,000,000 as
the ¢stimated value of this prop-
my.

“In connection with thia ecstie
mate, I am instructed to direct
the attention of the: Soviet Gov-
nament to of{lcial Hungarian sta-
tatids, which estimatc all F{un.
arian war damages attvlbuged
to Germang and Itallans, includ-
ing destruction within the coun-

try and '¢movaia trom the coun- nry'm  prothiction capncily and
try, and including damnge to lﬁnuonnlplnCOmn wmlldp ha iut tn
i real  ostate, at  $1,250,00.000. ‘3010700 Jegn In the apace af o few
' ?:“” tha l’:"n‘l":i';:ynr“"):';:‘:"""};'l': monthg, and that the reparntions!
tnunlry \ h . o 5
total, nnd stnce only a pnit of the payable by Hunsnry in 1945, for
s removed property ever reached {of the: nationnl Ihcome, Likcwise,
ithe American zonen, It In clear ! g’ not foccace that Nunzary
‘that the ecstimate cited by the would be requlred to, suprender
Soviet Government Is gronsly ¢xX-ja.va quantities of gonds and
agrerated. This concluslon I8 In- yo.u1c08 over nnd above Ita repa~
dicated also by the fnct that the va4ione ohliyations,

Hungarian Government’'s esti. .

matc of total national wealth In
1043, cxcluding houses and bulld-
fnga, amounted to only $4,400,-
000.000, : :
“Since the Hungarlan Govcrn-

U, S, Asks 3-Power Program

. position taken by tho Soviet Gov-
ciament With respecs, to the fore
“ment is only now, at the requcst muiatlon by the Soviet Union, the
ot my G:ve:y:nment. ltn thc,cgurso United Kingdom and the Unlted
‘af -proparing completo lints of States, of a program which would
. Kuugavinn proporly helleved tabo 8ssist the rehabllitation of Hun-
locnted in tho Amerlean zones of ' gary and Its reinte€ratlon with:
.Germany and Austrla, my Gov. the gencral economy of Europe.
Jernment I8 not yot in a position The Soviet Government may be
‘accurately to determine the total assured thiat it {s not the policy |
vaiue of such property, Tho most! of the Government of the United!

.

- Important singlo item of Hungar- States to force acceptance by I

‘ian pioperty in tho Amerlean| Hungary of any economic pro-
. zones appears, however, to be the| gram, . . o
rold which wae removed from| ‘‘The United States, jn propos.
! Hungary to Austria by former|ing tripaytite discussion of an
officinls of the Hungarlan Nﬂ-seconomic program for Hungary,
./tlonat DBank, and which the’had {n mind the discugsion of aid
Unlted States Government undere ,nq agsjstance which tho three
stnnds nmounts -to approximate-. powers could give to Hungary,
Iy $32,000,000. ' once the economic obligations of
U. S. to Reatoro Gold _g\atd cou:t’r);‘ :\;‘el:':d cnl'etultlg' ::—
1fined an e -
*With respect to the statas of ' REC BT dcluhnrg ALy
Hungarlan proporty located in priving the People of Hungary of
tho American zones of GErMADY . their means. of Hvelihood. The
an ustrin, the Sovie ern- 0
ment will be interested to learn ,United States has no_desire to

[thnt my Governmont has notified !Mmpoye a_ plan
the Hu)l’u:arlsm Govcrnment of its , économy, but does desire to lend
Intontion to return to Hungary j83sistance to Hungary through a
the looted gold in Its custody, and'} concert of policies such as wa
to expedite restitution of ldentl- |envisaged in the declaration made
fiablo looted property. . bythe threa Powers at the Crimes
**‘Restitutlon of commerclal in« C%nference- .
‘Innd water craft on the Danube Hungarian Government offl-
*will be deferred pending the out- | clals have, in fact. requested such
.“come of discussions between tho | assistance of the three Powers,
United States military authoritics | The Hungatrlan Finance Minister
“and the Soviet authorities in |submitted to the Sovict economic
| Vienna with a view toward eatab- |adviser of the Control Commis-
i lishing principles of freecdom of |slon a report on the Hungarian
:movement of vessecls on the Dan- | economic and financlal eltuation
;ube under the flags which they |under date of Dec. 3, 1945. This

“My Government hay noted lhe[

for Hungary's'
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gnrilnn Covernmient, would ex-
atnine the economic and financinl
altuntlon of the country and the
mathneds by which assistance
couldd he given, :

exnmple, would eqtinl 24 per cent;, **'We whould expent feorn the

work of the'commiusion r atate-_
ment of what imensures and what
forelgn assistance are necessary,
In the prcecnt rconomic atate of
tho country, with its present bur-
dena and requirements, In order
that the country may recover eco-
nomically nnil be able to ment
tho triple oblization arising from
roparations, other ohligations un.
der the armistico agreoment and
pre-war foreign debts.' - . -

“Tho 'Boviet chairman of the
Control Commlsslon refused to
accept or to conelder this report,
nor ‘'would he afreo to a propoaasl
of tho United 8tates representa-
tive that there be estahlished a
subcommittce of the Control Com-
mission to diacuss Qucstions of
Hun4arlan Industry, finance and
economics.

, U. 8,’Agoin Asks Sovlet ITelp

b *“In view of the position taken
. by the chalrman, my Government
1eannot concludo that the willing-
ness of the Soviet chonlrman ‘to
acquAaint himself with such con-
siderntibna ns may be advanced
by the repreasentatives of tho
Unjted States ®* °* ° concering
'Hungary's cconomic sltuation’
constitutes a sailafactory proced-
‘ure for the solution of theae prob-
lems,

I am instructed agaln to call
attention to the oblization freely,
undertaken by the Soviet Union.
tat the Ynita Conference, in which
| tho threce heads of state npgrced

‘to eoncert the policles of their
‘three Governments in assistinZ

¢ @ ¢ the pcoples of the former
} Axls satellite States of Europe to
solve by democratic means their
‘pressing political and economic
-problems.’ - S
. ""Pursuant to this agreement,
the United States Government
agaln rcquests that instructions
be sent to the Soviet represcnta-

now fly without danger of sciz-
jure. This program of restttution
Is In accordance with and in Im.
plementation of the statecment
made by the Sccretary of State
to the Hungarian Premier in
Washington.

?As pointed out In the orlg-
1 Inail letter of March 2, 1948, the
| Untted States Government, at the
itime of the signing of ,the Hun-
Egarlan armistice, reserved the
v right to reopen the question of
y Hungarian reparations, My Gov-
‘ernment agreced to the armistice
las a means of facilitating the
i speedy termination of hostilities.
{ It belioved that with careful man-

agoment, Hungary might have
: been able to pay $300,000,000 in
reparatione.

"It did not foresee that Hun-

| and cconomic difficultica is a plan

tive’,in Hungory to concert with
the American and British repre-
sentatives there in halting the
ipresont economic dlsintegratlon
and to provide a framework with-

report concluded with the follow-
Ing stntement;

“*The only way (hat we can
see out of our scrlious financial

,0f reconstruciion, to be carricd jIn “which the rchabllitation .of

out with the assistance of the Al-  that country, and its carly rein-
lied Powcrs, the objective of itegration with the geneval econ-
which would bo to ralse produc- |omy of Europe, will bo possible.

tlon to a substantially higher level | “Finally, an immediate consld-|
than at present and restore [eratlon is that the prompt jssu-.

nomic and flnancial affnirs. have a salutary effect on the!

‘“rSince, however, we cannot financial stabllization programi
worlk out a plan of roconstruction ‘which the Hungarian Govern-
until It fs known whot support ment is initiating on Aug, 1, and
we may count upon from the Al- ‘in the Interest of whjch the
lled Powers, there |2 an UrEent trnited States Goyernment Iy re-
nccessity that the Alljed Powcrs ‘turning to Hungary monetary
should send a commlssion which, 'gold ropopted to be valued lt{

000,000, °

5 .000.

.with_the_coovaratian of the Hun-..ghout N
. : i : Surrr

. W, Boug,

cquilibrium in the country’s eco- (ance of such Instructions would |
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(Document No. 7)

Soviet Reply to the Aécuaations of the U.S.?

(2) Note from the Vice Minister for Foreign Affairs.of the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics (Dekanonozov) (o the United Stales

; Ambassador to the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (Smllh),
July 27, 19465

In connection with your letter of July 22, 1948 addressed to Minister

. of Forcign Affairs V. M. Molotov regarding the cconomic situation of

Hungary and the payincnt by Hungary of reparations to the Soviet

< Union, I consider it necessary to draw your attention to the fact that

" the data cited in your letter and the conclusions which you draw on the
basis of this data do not correspond to reality.

In your letter you maintain that the difficulties observed at pmentl

in the cconomic life of Hungary are allegedly the result of the fact that

the bulk of the current production of Hungarian industry is being con-,

sumcd by reparations and by the satisfaction of other demands, as you .

express it, of the occupying power. You assert, morcover, that repara-
tions consume from 80-90 percent of the productlon of heavy mdustry,
mcludmg the production of iron, metal and machines. You add, that,’
morcover, from the supplics of the urban population the Red Army

allegedly received from Hungary during the irst months of 1945 “al-
most all the supplies of meat, one sixth of the wheat and rye, more than
one quarter of the vcgctablcs, almost three quarters of the supply of .
lard,” etc., and that thus reparations paid by Hungary, on the one hand,,

and the abovc withdrawals for the supply of the Red Army on the other )

hand, are the causc of the gricvous economic situation of Hungary.
Thc unfoundedncss of such an assertion cannot fail to strike any-un-
prejudiced person, particularly if one takes into account the fact that the.
entire sum of Hungarian reparations deliveries to the Soviet Union for
11945 did not exceed $10,000,000, that is, constitutes a quite insignificant
' -sum. This fact alone is sumcncnt to demonstrate the complete lack of
: foundation of the. assertion in your letter that-the bulk of Hunganan‘
* production is being consumed by reparations. ‘
The extent of the unfoundedncss of these ssertions is apparent fmmt
- the fact that the Hungarinn Government addressing on May, 28 of this
year, a request to the Soviet Government to fix a plan for reparatlons
deliveries for 1946-53 itsclf fixed the amount of these delivorics for 1946
$21,800 000. Under thesc circumstances tho stnt.emeut to the eﬂ'eot
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that the reparations obligations of Himgary are cxcc&swc, “crushing"
and so on is deprived of any foundation,
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~ The Sovict. Government, taking into accoimt the economic difficulties : '
of Hungary, abieady a year ago made considerable concessions to the s
" Hungarian Government, extending the term of reparation deliveri'es to

cight years from six years, preseribed by the armistice agreement, 'l'he,
Sovict Government fully satisfied also the above request of the Hun-'
garian Government for further concessions to Hungary regarding repara- !
tions, fully accepting the plan’ proposcd by the ITungarian Government '

on May 28 for further reparations dcliveries to the Soviet Union.

According to this plan, reparations deliveries for 1946 arc fixed at a sum,
of $21,800,000; for 1947, 23,000,000; for 1948, 25,000,000; for 1949-53,°
30,000,000 annually. At the same time the Sovict Government released ,
Hungary from payment of a fine of 6,000,000 for non-fulfillment on time |
of reparations deliverics in the first year in which the rcparations agree-

-ment was in force. To’the above must be added, that nccording to the!

Soviet-Hungarian trade agrcement, Hungary received from the Soviet
Union in the past year 1945, goods to the amount of 38,300,000, while
at the same time Hungary itsclf delivered to the Soviet Union goods only
to the amount of §26,600. If, thus, there are taken into account goods
received by Hungary from the Soviet Union to the value of 6,300,000,
then, in the account, it turns out that all Hungarian dcliverics for the
Soviet Union do not cxceed $3,700,000.

In your letter you state that the American Govcrnmcnt agreeing to |
the conditions of the armistice with Hungary did not foresce that *“the ’ .
productive power of Hungary and itsnationa! income would be reduced *
by half or even more in the course of a few months and that, for example, |
reparations subject to payment by Hungary in 1945 would equal 24
percent of the national income.” For a statement of this sort there are -
no foundationsof reality. The above cited data prove fully convincingly '
that the extent of reparations pointed out in your letter, subject to :
delivery by Hungary in 1945 to no extent correspond to the real scope of

:these deliveries, constituting an entirely insignificant amount.

This is the real state of affairs regarding taking of reparations from ;

' Hungary for the benefit of the Soviet Union,

. The situation also is the same with regard to the data on the supplying
the Red Army at the expense of the Hungarian economy cited in your -
letter, particularly the data regarding whest, rye, oats, mecats, cte.
All these data are entirely incorrect. In rcality the Soviet forces received
not more than three percent of the total amount of these cultures of the.:
1945 harvest and of fats not more than cight percent by head of swine. -
The Hungarian Government did nqt make deliveries of industrial
products for the Red Army, with exception of fuel and a certain amo\mt,.
of commissary supplics. . o

Citing its data, the Govemment of the U. S. made use of clcarly in-. f

.correct information which can only create confusion.
Itis 1mpossxble not to note the qmte arbitrary characterization con-

tained in your letter of the economic situation of Hungary. The data at |

the dispasal of the Soviet Government do not confurm this ebnmcterin-
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tion. In reality the capacity of the industrial enterpriscs of TTungary
. curtailed as the result of the war to 60 percent of the prewar level, had by
the middle of July 1946 risen to 70-85 percent in the production of pig
iron, stecl, rolled metal and machine building and to 85-00 percent in |
“light industry.. If the.output of industrial production in Hungary in
1945 constituted 30-35 pereent of the prewar level at the present time, |
the output, of production has been brought to 60 pereent of the prewar
level, Thus, despite the existing difficultics, I{ungary, since the termina-
-tion of the war, has increased the productive capacity of its industry by
20-25 pereent and by 25-30 pereent the output of industrial production.
These suceesses have been achieved despite the fact that the Germans
. and the followers of Szalshai carried off to Germany a large quantity of
‘the most valnable industrial cquipment and raw materials which, like
the removed Hungarian gold, fcll into the hands of the American Gov-
crnment and to the present time has still not been returned to Hungary.’
Such a situation, deriving [rom the policy carricd out by the American®
authorities creates extremely difficult cconomic conditions for Hungary *
and is in complete contradiction with the statcments of the U. S. Gov-'
.crnment regarding the necessity of accelerating the cconomic restora-
' tion of Hungary. In your letter of July 22 it is stated that the informa-*
“" tion regarding the amount of Hungarian property carricd off by the
Germans and the followers of Szalshai which is already for the second.
ycarin the American zonc of occupation is exaggeratcd. But the Ameri-
can Government, as you state, is still preparing lists of Hungarian'
property plundered and carried away to Germany and Austria and has
still not determined the value of this property. The Hungarian Prime
Minister Ferenc Nagy in his statement in Parliament on February 7 of
the present year declared that the Hungarian Government had registered
the property located in the American zonc of occupation of Germany and:
Austria at more than 2 billion. Besides this, the Hungarian Prime
Minister added that as the property which had been carricd away came
to light this sum would reach about 3 billion. This fully corrcsponds to
the figure of 3 million indicated in the note ol' the Soviet Government of
April 21, 1946.

Spcakmg of the economic situation of Hungary, it is impossible not
to notc that despitc the difficultics existing in this sphere, & number of
new factory shops and plants have also been restored and recquipped.
It is worth noting suclr facts as thé constru'ction of a ncw plant for the’
production of machine tools, the new “Reniks Electric Resistance Plant”,
and a number of shops for the productxon of automobllc pistons, the re-‘
construction of the tractor shop in the “Hofetstrans” plant, the restora-
tion and reequipping of various shope in the “Rossman"”’, “I{ozma"”, and

. other plants. The expansion of ‘the aluminum rolling and warcs plant
large scale work on the recquippinig of the “Hans’ clectro mcchamcal
plant. All these facts indicate that the process of the restoration of in-'
" dustry is procccdmg in Hungary and that the reparations oblxgatxons in
Hungary arc in no way hmdcrmg this process. In the same way is re-
+ futed the assertion contained in your lctter that the bulk of Hungarian '.

lproductlon of curreut output is allegedly being consumed by rcpamuons
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‘and that nothing remains for the restoration of Hungarnn economy and’
“for the internal needs of Hungary. Such an asscrtion is refuted also by
the fact that during the sccond halfl of 1945 almost 50 percent of the,
cutire rolled mctal output went to the necds of Hungarian cconomy.

In yourlctter of July 22 there is contained the entirely incorrect assers . - .
tion that the Sovict authoritics have allegedly removed in Hungary
industrizil equipment in the amount of $124,000,000. Such statements
do not have any foundation and only clicit surprise with regard to the
sources of the iuformation which has been utilized in this connection.

. ~The Sovict forees removed from Hungary as trophy cquipment certain
Fmilitary cnterprises of a value not cxceeding $11,000,000. .

With regard to the proposal of the American Government that the
representatives of the Soviet Union, U. S. and Great Britain in the Con- |
trol Commi.ssionjointly work out a plan for the cconomic restoration of
Hungary, the Soviet Government as bef ore, considers this proposal not ,
acccptable inasmuch as was pointed out in the letter of tho Ministry of .
Forcign Affairs of April 21, the working of such a plan bclonml eXclumvely - 4
to tlrc competence of the Hunganan ovemment. i i




Text of New U. 8. Note on Hungary

i

i
i

(Document No. 8)

U.S. Note Regarding Politi

WASHINGTON, March 1T (D

~The State Department published

tontakt the follawing text of the

*sccond raotest addrcssed by Brig.

Gen, Ceorge H, Weems, Amcerican
reprcecntative in the Allicd Con-
trol Commission for Hungary, to
dLirnt. Gen. V, P. Sviridov, Russian
acting chairman of the commis-
afon!

T have tho honor to acknowl-

| edfo tho reccipt of your commu-

nlcation of March 8, 1947, in reply
to the noto which I addressed to

- you on March §, 1947, concerning
- politienl dovelopments in Hungary
. and on Instructions {rom my Gov-

ernment, to transmit the follow-
Iing comment of the United States
Governinent thereon.

Tho United States Government

. has carefully considered the So-

viet views sct forth in your com-
munication. XHowevcr, it I8 noted

© that your letter falls to take ac.
+ count of .-the following clrcum-

stances alluded to in my note of
March §&.

Teople’s Court Scored

(1) Investigation of the plot

: sgainst the state has to date been

. dominated police organs.

conducted only by Communist-
While
the Smaliholder's’ party has en-
decavored to obtain agreement to

. a parliamentary investigation, on
"an inter-party basls, of allega.

tions concerning the involvement
in the conspiracy of mambers of

3

in Kungary
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the National Assembly, tho Coni-
munists have declined to acecept
such a proceduirc;

(2) Of four represcntatives of
political partlcs who, with a jurlat
chairmnn, cnmprlae the Icople's
Court, which is now conducting
trinls of certain Indlvidunls af-
leged .to have been involved In
this plot, three Are ropresenta-
tives of parties aligned in & ml-
nority bloc as agalnst one sos
leccted by the majfority Small-
holders; = .

(3) Concerning the arrest of
Bela Kovacs. although normal ar-
rests by occupation forces for the
purpose of maintaining- tho sc-
curity of such forces ‘could not
of course bo objectcd to on the
grounds of unwarranted jnter-
ventlon, the arrest of Mr. Ko-
vacs by tho Soviet authority cen-
not, on the face of it, b¢ con-
sidered of such a nature. It is
noted that the arrest was not
made until the Hungarian Com-
munlist party had, without avall,
resorted to numerous stratagems
to obtain the walver of Mr. Ko-
vacs’ parliamentary immunity
and his arrest by the political
police. Durving that perfod there
was no Indication that he might
be suspected of activities agalnst
the Soviet occupation forces.

Attempt to Seize Power Seen
In the clrcumstances, the United
States Government cannot, In

the light of all the informatton
available, ‘agree with the in-

e ——— e it e it

terpretation. of Hungarian pollti-
cal dovelopnicnts contajned in
your communlcalion under ac-
knowledgment. It seems clear to!
tho United B8tates Covernment
that minority groups under the ¢
leadership of the Hungarian Com- |
niunist party ars attompting to -
acizo power through resort to
extraconatitutional tactics. g
In the opinlqn of the United .
States, this cte\rly threcatens the
continuance o democracy in .
Hungary. In :\ch & situatlon,
tho United Staitha Governmcnt
conslders that the powers signa-*
tory to the sgreement concluded :
at Yalta in rerard to libcrated :
Europe aro obligated to under-
tako concerted action to Investl-
gato politicai conditions in Hun-'
gary. Tho need for such consul-
tation and investigation becomes
all tho more impcrativa because
of tho fact that there is a dls-
agreecment between the Soviet and
United States Governments on a
matter of so basic importance to
Hungary. ‘
In my Government's view, it
cannot be contended that such an
investigation would, as you sug-
gest, improperly impair the legal .
righta of the Hungarian.courts or |
that my Government's concern
with regard to the case of Bela
Kovacs constitutes an iufringe-
ment of the right of the Soviet oc-
cupation authoritiesa to take rea- :
sonable measures for the meinte- °
nance of the security of the oe .
G\ipltlbn forces. K "

L

[
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New York Times, March 18, 1947, -p. 5.



(Document No., 9)

United States-Hungarian Prewar
Bilateral Treaties?

v (1) Note from the Goceriment of the United States to the Government
: of Hungary Kegarding Prciwcar Bilateral Treatics and Other Inter-
: national Instrusents with Hungary.to be Kept in Force or Revived,
' Marcl: 9,1948.} » ; '

I have the honor to refer to the.Treaty of Peace with Hungary, signed at
Paris February 10, 1947, which came into force, in accordance with the pro-
visions of articlc 42 thereof, on September 15, 1947 upon the deposit of in-
struments of ratification by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, and the United States of

“America. Article 10 of the Treaty of Peace reads as follows: ’

1. Each Allied or Associated Power will notify Hungary, within a period of

six months from the coming into force of the present Treaty, which of its pre-

; war Dilateral treaties withHungary it desires to kecp in force or revive. Any,

- rovisions n t in conformity with. the present Treaty shall, however, be de-
ted from the above-mentioned treaties.

2. All such treatics so notified shall be registered with the Secretariat of the

1!:‘Initcd Nations in accordance with rticle 102 of the Charter of the United

ations. |

3. All such treaties not so notilied shall be regarded as abrogated. :
I have the honor, by direction of the Government of the United States of '

Amcrica and on its behalf, to notify the Hungarian Government, inaccordance: . *
+ with the provision of the Treaty of Peace quoted above, that the Government -

' of the United States of America desires to keep in force or revive the follow-
ing pre-war bilateral treaties and other international agreements with Hun-

L2

'-Arbit?aﬁqn . _ LT '
1. Arbitration treaty. Signed at Washington}fanuary 26, 1929. Ratified by the
- nited States February 28, 1929. Ratified by Hungary July 6, 192 . Ratifications'

exchanged at Washington July 24, 1929. Egective July 24, 1929. [Treaty Series:
797; 46 Stat. 2349.] - L ;

| : " iE
Commerce 0E s i

. 2, Treaty of friendship, commerce and consular rights, and exchanges of notes.
Signcd at Washington June 24, 1925. Ratificd by the United States June 16, 1926..
Ratified by Hungary April 1, 1926. Ratifications exchanged at Budapest September
4, 1926. Effective October 4, 1928, [Treaty Scries 748, 44 Stat. 24'&1] : . ’

~%

Conciliation

i 8. Conciliation treaty. Signed at Wnshinﬁton January 26, 1 29. Ratified by the

. (United States Februa  28,1929. Ratified by Hungary July 6, 1029. Ratifications
{3 Department of State Press Releaso 191, March 11, 1948. . R pp e
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cxchanged at Washington July 24, 1929. Effiective july 24, 1929. [Treaty Scrics
798; 46 Stat. 2353]

Copyriglit . ) i
. 4, Copyright convention. Signed at .Budapest January 30, 1912. Ratified by the.
_ United States July 31, 1912. Ratificd by Hungary August 17, 1912. Ratifications-
:exchanged at Washington September 16, 1912, Effcctive October 16, 1912. (Re-

vived May 27, 1922) [Treaty Scrics 571; 37 Stat. 1631) '

Debt-Funding

S. Dcbt-funding agrcement. Signed at Washington A[’)ril 23, 1924. Effcctive as
of December 15, 1923. [Combined Annual Reports of World War Forcign Debt
Commniission (1927) 132.]

6." Agrecment modifying the debt-funding agrcement of April 25, 1924 (Morato- -
rium). Signed at Washington Maff 27, 1932. Effective as of July 1, 1931. [Printed by’

the Trecasury Department 1932,

Exiradition

. 7. Treaty for the cxtradition of fugitives f om justice. Signed at Washington July
3, 1850. Ratificd by the United States December 12, 1856. Ratified by Austria-®
Hungary November 16, 1856. Ratifications exchanged December 13, 1858. Effcctive

December 13, 1850. (Revived May 27, 1822.) [Treaty Series 9; 11 Stat. 691 and 18 :

Stat. 20}

Passport Visa Fees ;

8. Reciprocal arrangement for temporary waiver of visitors” visa fees. Signed ,
April 8 and 21, 1936. Tcrm extended to March 31, 1937, by notes exchanged at
Budapcst October 9 and 31, 1936. Term extended to September 30, 1937, by notes
exchanged at Budapest March 22 and 293, 19:37. Term extended indefinitely by notes
exchanged at Bud.pest August 18, Scptember 21 and 23, 1937, {Not printed.]

Postal - . .
9. Parccl post conveation. Signed at Budapest July 3, 1928 and at Washington

August 16, 1928. Ratificd by the Unitcd States August 21, 1928. (Post Office De- |

partment print.) .
1 10. Agrcement for collect-on-delivery service. Signed at Budapest December 13,
1930 and at Washington January 15, 1931. Ratified by the United States January '
i 21, 1931. (Post Officc Department print; 46 Stat. 2894¥ .

L AL Convention for exchange of money orders. Signed at Washington April 8,‘
1 1922 and at Budapest May 6, 1922. Effective June 15, 1922. (Not printed.)
Relations ) o ;

: 12. Treaty establishing friendly relations. Signed at Budapest August 29, 192].
'Ratified by the United States October 21, 1921. Ratificd by Hunga y December 12,
'1921. Ratifications exchanged at Budapest December 17, 1921, Effective December
.17, 1921. (Treaty Series 660; 42 Stat. 1931.)

This notification will be deemed to be effective on the date of the present

mote. ) C
' Itis understood, of course, that either of the two Governments may propose
revisions in any of the treaties or other agreements mentioned in the above
list. .
Further, it shall be understood that any of the provisions in the treaties
“and other agrcements listed in this notification which may be found in par--
! ticular circumstances to be not in conformity with the Treaty of Peace shal

. be considercd to have been deleted so far as application of the Treaty of Peace

' {s involved but shall be regarded as being in full force and effect with respect
: tomattecs not covered by the latter treaty. . "

. e - e ———— e e e et
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(Document No. 10)

Search for a Bi-partisn Foreign Folicy Agroementlo

(2) Letter from the Srrrclnry of State (Marshall) to the Chairman of
the Commitice on Forcign AfJairs of the IHouse of Representatives
(Eaton ), February 3, 1947.* 1

I have your letter of January 29 advising me of the adoption by the Com-,
,mittce on Foreign Affairs of the resolution, a copy of which accompanics your-
letter. The resolution invites the Secretary of State to cooperate with the Com-".
mnttcc in various respects so as to aid the Committee in the formulation and’ )

§ Depastment of State Preus Release 82, February 4, 2947 Department of State, Bullctin, XVI, p. 253.'
. : ; y)

» 1

i'c'\t"cution of a bi-partisan forcign policy and also to aid the Committee in co-}
‘aperating with the President and mysclf in the discharge of our responsibili-
‘ties. The resolution also states the desire and purpose of the Committee to dis-
charge its obligations to the pcople and to the IHouse of Representatives of
recommending legislative action only after full knowledge of the facts and:
policies involved.

Let me say 1mmedmtely that I am glad to accept the invitation of the Com-
mittee and that I am in sympathy with the desires evidenced by the resolu-
tion and your letter to further mutual cooperation between the Committee
and the Dcpartmcnt of State in the furtherance of a bi-partisan foreign policy,
"and to assist in folflling our respective responsibilities to the people and their
Representatives. You will appreciate that it would not be appropriate for me
.to comment upon the portions of the resolution which are concemed with the
re]atxonshlp between the Committee on Foreign Aflairs and other committees
.of the House of Representatives. Perhaps it is not inappropriate, however, for
me to say that the Department of State is in agreement with the desirability
iof avoiding unnecessary duplication of studies and hearings. _

I wish to thank you for the expressions in the resolution of the desire and
‘purpose of the Commiittec to cooperate to the fullest extent with the President
and myself. On behalf of the President and myself, we fully recnprocate Iam
confident we can work out the details satxsfactonly \

Thereport of the subcommittee referred to in your presentahon of the reso-
'lution to the House on January 29, 1947, recognizes the constitutional respoa-’
sibilities with respect to the conduct of foreign affairs. Without any deroga-.

tion from these responsibilities, I am confident that they can be best fulﬂlled
be the cooperation proposed in the resolution of your Committee. . -

. e oz _f

Dennet and Turner, op. ci

C;t.' VOl. IX. pp- 22-239



(Document No, 11)

Soviet Violations of Treaty'Obligationsll

Document Submitted by the Department of
State to the Senate Foreign Relations Commlttee,

Qun 2 QE_*

TEXT OF RESOLUTION
(S. Res. 213, 80th Cong., 24 sess)

Whereas the President of the United States
declared in his address to the Congress on March
17, 1948, that one nation has "persistently
ignored and violated" agreements which'"could
have" furnished a basis for a just peace; and

Whereas such violations have been proclaimed
the cause for international disturbances which

have led to the requested consideration by this

Congress of drastic legislation affecting the
peoples of this Nations Therefore be it
Resolved, That the President of the United
States be, and is hereby, requested to furnish
to the Congress full and complete information
on the specific violations of agreements by the
nation referred to in the President's address
on March 17, 1948, before the Congress; -« o o

Document Submitted b& the Department of State

111b' Ibid., pp. 919-933.

*Senate Report No. 1440, 80th Congress. 24 se881on.
June 2, 1948,

- ————————



111. EasTErN AND SoutHeASTERN Eunorce

' POLAND .

“T'his Polish Provisional Gov-
ceroment. of National Unity shall
be pledged to the holding of free
Ill‘l(l] unfcttered clections as soon ns
‘possible on the basis of universal
suffrage and sccret ballot.. In these
clections all democratic and anti-
Nazi parties shall have theright to
talze part and to puit forward candi-

-dates” (Crimenn Conferenee, Feb-

;ruary 12, 1945).

+ “Lhe three powers note that the
Polish Provisional Government in
nccordance with tho dccisions of

the Crimea Conference has agreed

|to the holding of freec and unfet-
tered clections as soon as possible
on thoe basis of universal su{lrage

i and secret ballot in which all demn-

| cratic and anti-Nazi parties shall

-havo the right to take part and to

‘put forwara candidatea * * *”

Potsdam agreemecnt, August 2,

'19456). .

Agrumc;m .

——— = ——
.. - -

On 'several oceasions prior to the
clections and following persistent
reports of reprehensible methods
cmployed by the Government
agninst the democratic opposition,
this Government reminded the
Polish Provisional Government of
its obligations under the Yalta and:
Potsdam agrecements and was|
joined on these occasions b§ the,

ritish Government. On Janu-|’
ary 5, 1947, the British and Soviett
Governments were asked o ASSO-
cinte themsclves with this Gov-'
ernment in approaching the Poles:
on this subject, and tho British;
Government made similar repro-!
sentations to the Soviet Govern-.
ment reiterating the request that!
the Soviet Government support;
the British and American Govcrn-!
ments in calling for a strict fulfill-
ment of Poland’s obligations. Ther
Soviet Government refused to par-
ticipate in the proposed approach
to the Polish Eovernmcnt. ‘The'

Violations |
British and American representa-
tions were summarily rejected by
the Polish Government as ‘“undue
interference” in the internal affairs
of Poland. :

Of tho 444 deputies clected to
the parliament in the clections of
January 19,. 1947, the Polish
Peasant Party (reliably reported
to represent a large majority of
the population) obtained only 28
places, thus ' demonstrating m

efficiency with which the govern-

LI
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111. EasterN aND SouTtis:asTe:RN Eutorr—Continted

POLAND-—continucd |

Agreements

- 1. Under the armistico agrec-
ment an Allied Control Commis:
sion was cstablished under the
,chnirmazship of the U. S. 8. R.
and with participntion of tho

{United Siates and United King-
dom (anmistice agrcement, Jan-:

uary 1943, urt. 18 and annex F).

2. The three heads of the Gov-
ernmienis of tlie’ Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, the TUnited
States, and
clared thieir mutual agreement to

oncert during the temporary pe-
riod of instability in liherated
JLurope the policies of their three
Governments in assisting the
.peoples “liberated from the dom-
anation of Nazi Germany and tho
pcoples of the foriner Axis satellite
states of Europe to solve by
democratic means their pressing

;(Yalt,a agrecment, February 1045).

Jnent, the

Inited Kingdom de-

solve their problems by democratic

fundamental freedoms.

States and United

Violutions

ment had prepared the ground.
On Januvary 2%, the Departinent’,
of “State issuced a relense to tha:
press stating that reports received |
from our Xmbassy m Poland im-
mediately prior o and subscquent .
to the clections, bascd upon the'
obscrvations of American officials, ¢
confirmed the fears which this'
Government had cxpressed that .

“the election would not be free.

HUNGARY

1. The U. S, S. R. rc&:rcscnt&-' ’

tive. on the ACC for ITungary :
consistently acted unilaterally in :

4he name of the ACC without

consultation with or notice to his
United States and United King-
don collengues, thus denying them
any; semblance of effective partici-.
pation m the work of the ACC.

2. Contrary to the Yalta agree-
.-S. S. R.,, acimg
through the Hungarian Commu-
nist Party and itsown agencies and :
armed forces in Hungary, far:
from concerting its policy toward
assisting ‘the Hungarian pcople to

—

o

means, unilaterally subyerted the
will of the Hungarian pcople to -
totalitarinnism 1 negation of
For ex--

ample—

(1) General Sviridov Dcpug_
- .political and economic problems Soviet Chairman of the AC |

without consultin§ the United :
{ Kingdom ACC 1
representatives, dissolved Catholio

youth organizations, June 1916.

(2) Sovict armed forcees arrested °
Bela Kovacs, member of Parlia-
ment and former sccretary gencral

of Smallholders Pa ty, Kebruary:.

1947.
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ITI. ErsTERN ANDISOUTREA'STE#)‘I Et;;to;fx‘;Codfiﬁhogl

HUNGARY—continued

' ~ Agreementy

3. Upon ihe cessation of hos-
“tilities, it was agreed at Potsdam
that the United States, United
1 Kingdom and Union of Soviect
‘Socinlist Republics would consult
with a view to revising the pro-
cedures of the 'Allicg Control
Commissions for Rumania, Bul-
garia, and Hungary to provide for
‘effective particil;;a.tion by the Uni-
ted States and United Kin
the work of those bodics (Potsdam
protocol XI, August 1945)..

om in.

Violationa |

(3) General Sviridov precipi-
tated a political crisis cnubﬁng )
Communist minority to forco the
resignation of Prime Minister
Nngy, May—June 1947. :

(4) The Sovigt Government ro=:
fused repeated United States pro-:
posals that it join in tripurtite
examination of Ilungary’s ccon-
omic sitm}‘i.ion with a view to
assisting IMungary to solve its'
pressing cconomic problems, 1946. |

(5) iscriminutorg cconomio'
agreements were force
gary, including tho establishmcht
of joint Sovict-Hungarian com-
panies, 194547,

(6) The Sovict ACC contended |
that only the occupational forces |
who control the airficlds can per-
mit the ITungarian Government to

nezotinte air agrcements, Not-r ‘

withstanding, the Sovicts formed !
a Hungarian-Sovict civil air trans- |
port company. ‘The Sovicts also

perinitted the ITungarian Govern- ; -

ment to negotiate agreements with- |
certainothercountriesbut not with !
the United States or Britain.

3. Despite repeated requests,
the U. S. S. R. declined to discuss
the revision of procedurcs for the
ACC’s as agreed at Potsdam.
Instead, the U. S. S. R. continued
to act unilaterally in the name of
the ACC’s in matters of substance
without consultation with, or no-
tice to, the United States and;
United Kingdom members. For:
example— ;

(1) Instructions wero issued by
the Soviet High Command re- .
garding the size of tho Hungarian

. Army without consulting the Brit-

ish or United States representa~.

- tives,

(2) The Soviet deputy chairman -
of the ACC ordered the Hungarian

upon Hun-: .
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Violations.

Government ﬁrithout the knowl-

cdge of the United States tod is-,

., band' certain Catholic youth or-
. ganizations in Junc-July 1046, He:
- also recommended dismissal of-

certain Government officials,
(3) In tho fall of 1946 pernis-
sion was given by the Saoviet ele-:

- ment of the Allicd Control Com-;

mission, w thout consulting the
Americans or “British, for the’
formation of the Hungarian Free-'
dom Purt{.

(4) Earlyin 1947 tho I{ungarian:
polico were fordered by the Soviet
cbairman in the namo-of the Allied
Control Commission to suppress
the publicetion of Cinno's diary.

(5) In. early 1047 tho Soviot
chairman stated ho had personally
géivcn approval to tho Hungarian

overnment to resume diplomatic

" relations with certain countries’

in the namo of the Allied Control
Commission and without prior
discussion with the British or
Americans. =~ . '

(6) In May 1047 the ACC chair-
map refused the United States
permission to visit Hungarian !
Army units. &

(73' The Soviets refused to per-
mit frce movement of the Amern-
can clement of the Allied Control
Commission.

(8) The Soviets refused (o trans- . .

mit to the American rcpresenta- '

" tive data on thoe arrest by the|-

Soviet Army of Bela Kovacs. f

s T i s,
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(Document No., 12)

Representative Reed‘’s Comments on a Book
Ambassador Arthur Bliss Lane and
an Article by G. E. Sokolosky

HON. DANIEL A. REED

OV NEW YORR
ll! THE HOUSE CF.REPRBSBNTATXVE
Maonday, Fedruary 2, 1948

S ‘
Mr. REED of New York. Mr. 8pcaker, [
I hopc that every Amcrican cltizen will
rcad I S8aw Poland Bcetrayed. Ambns-|
sandor Arthur Bliss Lane, the author of| .
the book, has rendcered a patriotic serve
_ice 10 hls countrymen. Whal he has'|
discloscd ougiit to put the people on tho '
alert as to the dangcr Inhcrent In our |
present foreign policy, It Is a foreum]}
policy that, {f continued, will pauperize l
our Lhrifty citizens, weaken our Re-, |
public, and eadangcr the very cxistence *
‘of our {ree tnstitutions. e R

When eXisting undisclosed commits|
ments are all made publle, our humiiia-:
tlon as a natipn will be complete. The,;
word “honor” iy apparently unknown t0

the New Deal administration,

“

-

- ®

2 .

U.S. Congress,
Congress, 2d sess., A
p. A8l2,

. Roosovelt,

‘1 Asn part of my remarks, I am inserte;

ing an articlo by Qeorgo E. Bokolsky'

which app arcd In the Timcs-Herald,

Wednesday, February 11, 19¢8;
TILZSE DAYK

(By Qeorge B. Bakolaky} l

Ambassndor Arthur Dllra Tane hns eon=
tributed iminensely to tho Amerficun poiple.
by publishing I 8aW Poland Botrayetl, It is
a report to Liis fellow countrymen on hla
mirslon to Poland between 1844 and 1947, |

1 wonder whother tho title should not be:i
1 8aw America Betrayod? for when the oM.’
cinls of a country forsake 1is honor and
fower ita dignity for whittever oxpediency,
do they not dincloss that its spirit haes been
fouleq, Ite 1atlonal morality rbandnneu?

Thé tnle really begine at Tohran whenl
Grent Britaln, which wenat to war with Oor=’
mnny over Poland, abandoued principle ul»on
demand of Btalln and ot the Instigution of!
Laneeanys: .

"The discusslons at tho conforoneo at Tcohe,
ran in .Dccember 1943 among 1toocovelt,!
Churchill, and Btalin remained an official
eecret ¢ ® * oven within the Dcpart-
ment of Btate the truth of what happened
at this momentous conferenco wes probably
not known. except perhaps to two or three.

“Some key officiala, indeeds who hnd the!
regpbnsibllity of making important recom-
mendations on matters dealing with the
United Nations organization, in converaae
tlons with me ehortly after Presldent Rooao-l
veit's death In April 1945, deplored the fact
that no rccords of the Tehran mcooeting were l
avallable even to them. Perhaps none had
becn made.” ‘

For page after page, following this quota-
tion, Lene records the deceptions pursued by
President Roocsevelt. He recounts in detail
the relatlons between the President and )
Charles Rozmarek, president of the Pollah- |,
American Congress, Rorsmarek wrote to -
Lane: :

*“President Roossvelt in his talk with me
expressed dlstrust of Btalin, having been |

PRSI

| fooled by him, es he stated, on & nuubder of

occaslons. KHe plalnly indicated that he was
fearfu) that Gtalln migbt again collsborate
with Hitler aa he did in the iniila) stagms of
the war, and tbe President wanted at all costs
to prevent euch an alliance. -

onal Record, House, 80th

Congreggional cor

ppendix. Vol. 94-Part 9, SR MOO ' |

"—.—um, K¢l bn ropentiof to me: ‘Let us win

,Ambassador Lane reports:

! i i1, 3Mr. Menshikov,

"

120 =~

by

S e ey e ——— =

Also, we granted s $90.000.000 loan to the
¢ Pollsh government,
Btate Department: 5

*With the groatest earneatness of which I
am capabjle § beg the department not to ape
prove the extenslon of auy credits st thin,
time. When the terroristic activities of the
ascurlty police come’ to an end, when fros-
dow the prems s resiwred, and when,
Antcrican citizens nre relcwacd from Pollsh
Prisune--nnt until then should Unlted Btates
publto funds be Uscd to amlat the POIlnf_L,
provisional goverament of natlonal unity. }

Ho ends his chapter:

*In my ofinlon, these minor Galne in no
way compensnted for the loss of prestige
suffored by the United Btates when we
grantod crodits tp a government which had
not kept lia word to us and whioch nlzcd“
on our lenlency ®s worrant for proceeding
t0 evon Groater attacks on the g:cdm of
1ts own citizens—and of our citisons.” d- N RRE

ik

Lane tel¢graphed the.
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The book should be rend by every Ame
can in humllity rnd shame.

.

v
tho war with Germany first’ Tho President } &
let 1t be underatood that once Hitler was de- '
fented. be would know how to handls Btalln.** ' |

Stalln actually got a better dcal in Poland ; '
from Roonovelt and Churchbill than he.got
out of Hitler by the &tslin-Hitler slitance, .
_Apparently Roonsevcit was eo sure that he '
could outfox Btalin after .the war that he
| eomplacently permitted Btalln to outfox him
while tho war waa on.

Lane went to Poland as our Ambassador -
after the peace and after we had recognlzed
that ocountry’s poppet government. Our
misslon to Poland was treated cavailerly.
It was improperly and even humillatingly
housed. . Erega

Its diplomatic telegrams to its own Gov- * °,
ernment were delayed or not sent at all, !

‘ Members of the misslon and other Amlericans
were arrested. The Russlans established the

.fact i1n the minds of the Polish people that
the United States did not count, i it

. DIid we do snything about it? Of courSe. .. ‘i

.5

X

-
X

. *Over my perzonal protest, Director Gen-
eral Merbert H. Lehman had appointed as
director of the first UNRRA milsslon to Po- ;
land the Bovlet member of the UNRRA coun-

® e o Itwasnooew-' "

I prise to me when In August the agfeement = '* .« -
concluded in Warsaw provided that the Po- !
)»ll-h Government, and not UNRRA, should .

SR

bave complete jurisdiction over the distri-

bution of WNRRA supplies in Poland.”




. (Document No. 13)
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Mikolajczyk Articles Pregented in the

House of Representatives

HON. CHARLES J. KERSTEN

OF WISCONBIN i
. m THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, January 8, 1048

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. Mr,
. Speaker, the Milwaukee Sentinel s print«

. Ing a scrics of most slenlficant artlcles by
Stanislaw Mikolajczyk, former Prime
Minister of Poland and president of the
Polish Pcasant Party. A3 you know,:*

1 Mikolajczyk recently escaped from Po-

land whero It is believed ho would have

. been put to death if he had remalned.
The cvidence of communistic terror em-

[ anating from all countrles into which the
Eovlet Government has placed its des-
potic hand becomes over'whelmine. Hua-
manity cides out at the barbarlsm of tho

| Bovict Government. Mikolajczyk's voice
isoniyonoln the chorus. The siluation

Iln Poland is all tho more traglc because
of tlic Christian tradition in that land.
‘The Polish pcople are highly splritualand
have a strong attachment to Christian
. culture. That is why the hecl of Russla

 presses hard upon the Polish heart.

Under leave to extend my remarks,

I include the following article from the

- Milwaukee Sentinel:

' MixoLAyczyr Trirs How Reos Tokrurn

' - Prorix oF PoiAND—"My NATION 1M Fgowe

“" LINES oF New WaR” Hx ASsIETS

(By 6tonlslaw Mikolajczyk, former Prime
Minister of Poland and President of the
Polish Pcasant Porty)

(Instaliment I)
Poland, conqucred by Adolf Hitler rst and

. later forsaken by its ow: allles, may geem fo i

_be a remote land to the reader. .
‘The names of ita people, Inoluding my own,

.may be dificult to pronounce, and its tragedy

4 may be dismissed by some es the nonnnl
plicht of Europeans and particulnriy Poles. *

But Poland today is you:" When a Pole to-

,day la deprived of hls Gcd-given righta or la

ltortured vilely and put to death for slmply

| belleving. steadfastly in what millionsy of.
ydemocratio peoples elsewhene take . for
gramed. you. tco. are being attacked. - And.
ec 1a the sanctity of your home. -

A fantastic World War beZan on Polish

+ soll, after being concelved fn ths twlated

: - mlinds of Hitler, &talln, Mussolini, and Tojo, '

‘ And now an even more horrible war haa
erupted in Poland.. It 18 & war against the
dignity and freedom of all democratio :

pnoplu.mdmrolumummmlnm
. front lines.

—— ——

e —— = -

13.112.19. + PP+ A63=A64,

-

" eFDe IMPOSE YOKE ON WQUID

Just asa World War JI epreed its tentscles,
out of Polond, this war could reach the-
homce of pcace-lovieg people elsewhere in
tho world—and mofe quickiy and with a
thoueand times the venom of the oponing of;
tho Battle of Britain and tha attack on Ponrl’
‘Harbor,

1 know, becauce T am a suryivor of the
opening movements of that war of which I
spcak,

1 know the determination, the pitiletshces
and the vigor of the new common enemy of
mankind, communism. directed from the’
U.B.B8.R,

I know Stalin perwonally. T know the men’
behind him, and the workings of thelf minds -
and the yoke which they are Dow imposing .
ont m woﬂ '
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' Forget for a morent MY very Ll Bau -+
the pusitions that I hold in the Polish Gove
srnment not only quring the occupation by
the Nazis but by the evon more sinlstef ine
vader ot today—tho Reds, o
i 8imply asaume you are a Pole, llke my-~

aclt, and that you arostlll possersed of your '

‘tovo of personal liberty, Your feglinga on the
'#1ghts of man. and yout bellefs that you have :
' tho right to apeak, act, and vote a0 your cone
{ sclence dlotates, o
| . MIXTURE OF MOCMESY, MUROSR - '+
i One night, withcut warning, & group of;
artnod sccurity police, trained, dircoted, ang,
. | controlléd. by a foreign power, entera youg'
homo and arrests you, Lo '
You ssk to ses thelr warrant and thcy
lough at you, for their warrant is the pvas,
chine gun thst 18 pointed at your atomach.)
‘In thelr pockots s your sentedcs, already
mado out, and your “trlal” In the mlilitary
court—I1f you are given olc—wliil be only 8,
,nctlon. g B
i One of them casually pulls out a revolver,'
opcns a drawer in Your dosk, Duts the rovolver;
"in the drawer, lifts it out again, and accusce
you of concealing weapons in violotion of & .
“low"” thot 18 suddenly & mixture of mockery:
- and murder, ’ i l
¢ Your wifo and children and rejatives sna’
-even nssoclatos are taker. from you, and youW
| may never sca them agaln and—=I1f you llve—:

;you will alwaye be tormented by the terran .

Inflicted upon them. s h e

i “You yoursolf are subjected to what could;
be 10.000 types of torture, for there is nd
,imit to tho iafamy concocted by the Com

. jmunlst torturor. And L you aurvive and mr .

relcased, Jou must sign a document in which
'you promise not to reveal what bas heen done,
{to you or yous family, It you kwresk m&[
'promise, there are otber iortures spd B
\dificulty in arrésting you agatn; .o/

{ You are cursed In the contraolled aewepa-
pors as & "handit” Op “Pascist” or “traog™’
though you are none of thcse things and.
have proved 1t throughout your Iife. }
ur crlme? You liked a cortaln candidate,
forloMece and had announced your inteatlon’
ito vote for him. Or, perhaps, you bs@ de-
clded to run for office yourself—constitu-
tlonnlly your right—on a ticket that does
not happen to ploase MoscoW,. . g
You would protest. ¢ course. Yau might
jeven dlo—a» tbourands of Polcs similar to
iyou have done--rathier thon ¥i8lG toauch. any
incredible tyranny. i £
Dut this is cortain: You would Ay to JOUTS
selt, “Thin cannot happen In the twontlsth
contury. This cannot be the work of men by
Whose alde we fought the Gerraans. ' Tue
Americane #nd British wil]l do something
about this,” You would say, knowing tbe
boart.warming humanity of those pawar, ¢
There Jies the ultimate tragedy, b,
i What Russia and Ita stionts ere do} g in
|Poland todny 1a nothing but a bold er=,
‘slon ot molein pacts and promisce signed by
Btalln, Franklin D, Roocacvelt, and Wlnstan:
Churchli, first &t T'chran nnd then at Yalta,
Roosevelt and Churchill must have sin.
cerely bblleved that thoy could do business
with Russia. Thoss men, men of g0od faith,!
bolieved In the eolemnity of the pacts which'
[thoy algnea with Stalin. , .
i. They simply underestimated Stalln, - Nhol;J
oan do businoss with Stalln. Take ¢

. |88 tho teattmony of & man who tried for 3

.years, and then falted under the brutal ¢
‘et Btalln'y Comm unist agents in Mm




(Document No. 14)
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Representative Wolverion Speaks of tne
Distressing Situation of Polandl

.

HON. CHARLES A. WOLVERTON

OF KW JE2STY
¥ TRE ROUSE OF amnm\m -4
Saivrdep, Ausust 7, 1948

Mr. WOLVERTON. AMr. Speaker, ihe
candition c¢f Poiand 1ocay is one of the
“most disiressing in all of Europe. What
couvd be more distzessing than that a
freedoin-loving people should be held.
un.4¢; the domination of a loreign dicta-
torial powex? ‘
Throush centuries of time the Polish
pe\w"- have fought and died In the cause
of liverir and (ceedom. Time and agaln}
they- have suffered under crucl and des- |
-polle conqutiors. But, never has adver-
sity ncr distyess caused them to faltler in
‘their love for liberty and {frcedom. ‘The
goul of Poland has survived in the past:
,and will survive the adversity of the
‘prezent. it Jives today. It will live to-
«morrox. It will continue to live until
the darkness of today turns 1o the bright-
ness of a new day. .
in years that have Jong passed Poland l
was the defender of Christianity againsg
. the Mohammedan Turk. Today itis the
defcnder of Christianity against the evil®
forces of godles3 communism. Well do
I remecmber the confidence with which
His Holiness Pope Pius XII spoke of the
_Christiza courage of 1te people of Po-'
land and other central Europcan coun-
‘tries, 3 years ago when I had the priv-}
. Ueﬂe of an audience and opportunity to’
alz with him in the Vatican, At that!
ume he paioted s most dark and dis-,
; cowsaging picture of communtstic forces!
in central Europe, but. In answer to my
; qQuestlon whether the Catholics of those ;
i countries would falter jo thelr (aith. bhis,
face Jightened and with coofidence he:
| sald, *No, I den’t think so—thelr hearis
are right.,” He gpointed out that while
=torce might dominate the physical, it
could not change the heart. IHow true!
this Is. The same strength of spirit that |
cnables the Polish people to malnf.nm*

- their allegiance to their church. likewise

‘¢nabies them %o hold firm (belr alle-
‘ﬂange to the principk-l of Uberty lnd
reedom,

14

Ibid., Vol. 94-Part 12, p. AS5149.

. - ]
. N> nation has tuCered so badiy from
g!he ravages of war. But, the sad part Is !
. to realize that Poland hat not only suf-
! fered from the acts of her enemics. but, |
also from t}:e deceit of those whem she
thoutht to be her fricnds. The first to
.cnter the conflict aialnst nazism she

., continures to suffcr thou’h mazism has

been destroyed. Without knowledee

" upon her part she was sold dovn the .

ifver at Tehran., Yalta, and Potsdam by "
nations at whose behest she entered the |
t.ar, and, becside whose soldiers her own .
soldier$ had fousht with herolsm and
! cousage until victory was gained. |
'. As a resuft of these secret agreements !
"wnililons of prople in Poland live, today,
i under the domination of a dictatarship,
. Iefuful. in a state cf confusion and une '’
certainty as to the fufure. Thiose agrees |
ments have brought Lragic conscguences *
|to Poland and its people. They should
never hare been made. Bo lonz as they
Jemnain in force they will consuiute a
‘blot upon the integrity and honor of the ;
'nations responsible foc them. The remf :
‘Poland today lies Drostrate and heipless
a3 & result of the perfidy of thogs whq,
should bave been her protectora. .
; Becret agreement s are contrary to the
i principles upon which this nation was
founded. They have brought distress to
‘Poiand. They dkewise bave brought dis-
tress to the peapic of oug own Nation. as
‘we realiae (he cxtent to which they sct
at naught the principles of liberty, jus-
,tice. and freadom, for which this Naticn
ibas been the leading exponent through-
out the world. America. Jike Poland, was
also sold down the siver when those se-
‘cret agreemenis were entered into.
’ In the dass tbat are ahead It i3 cur
lduty to rectify, whenever and in what-
ever way we can, the great wrong and
Jojustice that has been done to Poland,
It is our duty to sustain the spirit of'
IPo!al:ld and her people; and encourage
them to live on in the hope and with the.
‘fath that liderty, freedom, and justice,
will agaln prevall Ever cemember, the,
'soul of Poland is not dead. It Jives and '
wmmunmwnumwmmmm :
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which or'lmhmuy mmﬁted tixo hanent votea °

* of & bravo peopls witlelh otlll bellnved thad

pncle and r.ruinisca made 1y the three big
powers were more than papcr and hot Ale.
Thora have been vigorous protesin from
. Wnahington and London, but they hinve beon
erllously 1gnored by Russia and by the leds
who poag as Polea and doniinate the police
atate. ;
Thoy Inuch at such protestn. and when they
- do not 1Inugh they carry owt repriazls which
causc nddittanal bloodshed in my innd—auch
{ a8 the destruction of the Warsaw headquar-
tera of my Pollsh Peasant Party by Commue
nists Immedlately after 3ir. James F. Byrnea’
apeech at &tuttgart. 4

The only vestige of democracy left in Po-'
" lend’ todey—{n & country, mind you, which:
Afr. Roosovelt earneatly hnlled as “the inepls

' ration of notlone —Is in the pulpits of ther
church,

Only here can the so-cglled liberated Pole
be told ho ehould Le free. Only here can |
. he be opcnly told to love tnstead of hate, to
tell truths Inatend of lles, to belleve in hh'

« destiny.
But the Red offense aznlmt this Jaat basre’
| ricade of democracy in Poland hes now been!
brought int> the open. At the chening sos~,
‘slon of the Sejm. our Parllament, on Octo-;
bter 29, 1947, Joset Cyranklcewica, Prime Mln-,
fator of tho Communist-dominated FPollaly
Govcrnment, accused the chureh of attempt.|
14ng to thwart the “people’s democracy.”
' Two wecka. later, In & brutal burlcsque of
a military trial, Cardinals Hlond aad S8aplebs
were dcnounccd by a apeclally inatructed wit. .
‘nesa as collaboratora with tho -nu.oomn-r
mont undetground.

Do not be surpriscd at the news, in the’
;mear future, that there have been other;
trumped-up charges acsainst clergymen as:
“gollaborators,” “saboteurs,” and *traltors.”
All this Inevitably tn tho manlacn) tn-ad!uon

of dictatorahips.

Poland ts but one country in Ruesla ovet-
all plon for conquest of the world. But It s |
& key natlon, for it symbolizes the sszential

; treachcry of the Red plan and {its ruth-*
less lack of conselence. Though occuplea
throughoutsWorld War 11, Poland produced

. no quisling government, It was an Ally.

Today it Ls Invaded pEain and is actuaily pay- | :
: ing reparationa to Russla.
Russia will atrike former frlend or former '

i'foe  without discrimination. France and

. Italy have but rccently harely evaded Cowme
.Mmunist-lospired clvll wars which would bave |
been tho algnal for the Red army to plunge
, to the Atlantic with leStons of troops and the
{ moet modern armor, to “defend the rights ol

"the suppressed peoples.”

Russla has lost theds two recent battlu.
but they were cnly bettles. Russia has not |
lost the war It is waging on the diguity and ,
freedom of all democratic peoples Rny Inore

- than tlheloss of some of 1te western ¢ltiea to |
+Hitier in 194143 meant that It had lost
World War U1, )
It will t17 agaln, scopn end on many fronts,
It wiil do its utmost<to deteat the Marehell
., plan, whose alm is to stabilize and rajae the
+ Buropean standard ©of living—a condltion,
which is an entidote againat the Rede’ pro~
gram, hased on misery und chaos.

Russia is content thet nothing can ltnp
the mareh towerd domination—politieal,
economic, and military—of the entire world.
Stalin can dle. but his successars, ZnAKNOV, |
Molotov, and others. will carry on. \
i There are countiess trained men in many §
j echeloas bobind thegs leaders, waiting to step

" forwurd and pursue the Red program. To-

@prrow § sball wlmnbout th.zm!un.
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Citizens' petition for "A Just Peac
Read by Robert A. Grant

(Document No, 15)

HON. ROBERT A. GRANT

OF INDIANA ]
+ IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, July 22, 1946

Mr. ORANT of Indiana. Mr. Speaker,

Americans of Hungarfan origin recently

+met iIn New York City under the direcs
tion of the American Hungarian Federa= r
tion,

Out of that mecting came the following ¢
resolution, which has been sent to me
by the Ritht Reverend Monsignor John |
€ako, pastor of Our Lady of Hungary |

$ Roman Catholic Church of S8outh Bend, |

| Ind., and dean of the South Bend Dean. .
| ery, Fort Wayne dlocese: '
l We, Amcricon clitizcns of Hungarian ozlgin,
i at A mass meeting held on this dzy, June }6,
| 1046, after due eonsideration of ali facts
i and {n full realization of our obligations as |
eitizona of the United States ask our Gove
| ernmont; ' !
- 1. To prevent the partition of Burope into
. Eoncs of influence, cither by granting to Any
great power politicul, milllary or econcmio
privilcges, or by accepting facte accomplislie,
ed during tho armistice perlod which are In- '
compntiblo with the freedom, independence '
and acvereign rights of any natloun, ’
2. To assure to Hungnry, sepuzated today
. from western Europe, her traditional snd
cichtful place In the family of the western .
dcmocratic nations. In conformity with the ¢
. Moscow Decluration (October 31, 1043}, we*
aak for Hungary “that politicai and economlo
security, which ja the only basle for lasting |
# pence.**
1. 3. To put fully into eflcct in the Hungarian -
: Peace Trcaty tho principles of the Atlantio:
! Charter and in particular to apply the ethnlo |
. principles without prejudice to Hungary in
' the drafting of her future frontiers. Border .
i territorles jnhabited ' by Hungerians 0T
i Hungarian majorities should be relurned to
. thele motherland. -

4. To prevent persecution of minoritiea
on racjal basis, end forbid their expulsion
and confiscation of their propertiea as has

{ been Lracticed during the armistice period
by Cwechoslovakia. Minoritles should be
granted full minority rights under interns-
tional guaranties,

6. To restore Transylvania as an inde-
. pendent alate within @ Danublan Federation.’

© . Thia ia the only proper solution cepable of
| establiehing lasting peace detween Hungary'

|and Rumanla. .

6. To relieve Hungary of tbe unbearabls
burden of reparstions and of occupstion
which prevent reconetructiond and. threatem
tbe nation’s survival. .

7. To expedits tha eonclusion of the Bun-
garlen p3ace treaty witbout furthér Unwar-
jranted delay. - : :

—— e —

1 '
5U.S. Congress, Congressional Record, Senate,

‘Congress, 2d sess,, Vol. 92

P. AL334,

f5for Hungar " °
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(Document No. 16)

Telling of the Red S

Czcchoslovakia
HON. TOM STEWART

OF TENNESSTE

[§
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED GTATES |

Priday, February 27 (eoislative dayof
Monday, February 2), 1948

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I ask
unantous consent to place in the Ap-
pendix of the ConcRESSIONAL RECORD @&
very timely editorial which apprared 1o
the Knoxvllle News Scntinel, Enoxville,

: Tenn., on Pebruary 25, 1948.

This editoriat accurately and uuth—
fully points out hat thc Red seizure of :
Czechoslovakia . strikes a famller com- ;
munjstic chord and it 15 the same 0ld

.
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Readlng by Senator Tom Stewart of an Editorial
itzure of

'cheap victories Over smeller netione end in
his final defeat by the suong dtaaund.
he is trying to destvoy.
1 There (s one thance that he ma¥ be fopped '
‘without such & war. If the remsining free
countrios can ' transform their ecomomio
waakness into strength tdrough the Marsball
plan, and i1 they can cumbine in an eXective.
Gefenvo pact undcr the Unitod Natione, Btalln,
may rotreat wWhen fsoed by grester povwor, |
But. whetber ho retreats or advances to
war, the protective \mlt] of the free nations
now Jests chiefiy ‘'on Amcrican soapanio
‘ atrength and military @vparedn@m. mt
mur.hn loast o m 4

- om— et

b

s — e 4

. story of communlstic treachery and be-
i trayal. [ :

Certalnly, it is runn{ng true to Boviet ! '
form and anyone who has observed tho | C o
Stalin fincsse sees definitely the snme

1 old pattern belng cut.
i This cditorlal points out that we '
‘ehould act qQuickly on the Marshall plan
and that we should strengthen the United |
: Nations. It ajso shows the importance '
of strengthening ourselves here in Amer- |
* jeca from within. Amcrica should have
no paticnce with communism, It s tho
most dangercus enemy of the, civilized
‘world today. It challenges the right of
free pcoplc to remsain free. This ls a
timcly cditorlal.
| There belng no cbjection, the editorlal
| was ordercd to be printed in the Recomn,
as follows:
l BTIALIN'S Sﬁl’ TOWARD WAR .
} Red selzure of Czechoslovakia has been ! .
only a matter of time ever since Yalta.. One
by one, Stalin has picked of the nations of
, eastern Burspe, Now only little Finland Ls .
left In the twilight sone of phony frecdom.

It 15 the same old story of Communist

' treechery and betrayal, of the Soviet stad Moy
in the back. It has been repeated in ®0 (
thany plscas, Stalin's mcthod and purpase
should be kxnowa to all the world. And yet
thero ace otill @ few even in America who
call themselves non-Commiinists like Mr,
| Wallace, who profess to Delleve that democ-

Jecy can be sa¥ed by appeszement.

B:alin has played it precisely like Hitlcr and
the Jape—only with more akiil, No Nazl or ,
Jap fiith column ever operated with the
1nsidiows Perfection of the Soviet ageats who
haye taken over eastern €urupe snd Who
have bored so deeply lnto Ita)y, Prance, and |
Cbiaa.

I the analagy bolds, shnnvmmon.
untll he pwavokes o worid war; wntil his |

Y —

16U S. Congress, Cong28581onal Record, Senate, 80th
Congress, 2d sess., Appendix, op. cit., p. Al204,



Vanshing Czechoslovakian Liberties Made
Lodge

Represen
7. . HON. JOHN DAVIS LODGE
N GF CONMETICUT
v DN TUE HOUSE OF REPRESINTATIVES
o Monday, March 2., 1048 * 1

Mr. LODGE. Mr.8peaker, under lcave
to extend my recwarks in the Rxcorp, I
intlude the followin® article from the
‘Washington Post of Pebruary 29, 1948; .-
Eviors FR UL 48 CoxXH LisaTixn Vanns

"\ (Dy Fé&dinand Kuhn, Jr.) 4
* What beppeded ln Prague last week wes
musrdos most foul--the murder of the civil
nbog.lu and free lmlmuom of 13,000,000
Paople.
. A wcck ago the pcrplo of Czechaslovakia
‘eould resd what they ikgl say what they

(Do¢uméﬁt_Nq.Ti?)
tative John Davis

‘Communist pottiea have beof arrvested and
“falled. Boan thera will bo the purges. the
.coDcentration campn and perbaps the Orivg
lasquag oz gallows.

From nowon, into an indefinite future, the
Czechoslovax people can look forward only o’
the drecd sound sod symbol of the gn
atate—wbat Dean Achcson, former Under
Bocrelary of State, once callad “the kaook-on
the door at night that omtu terror into mep
aAnd women® -+ | .o N YPE

B U N-T -4 c'uu (7Y, SR |

The Ozschs have heard it all before. Wine,
years ago next modth itler's meohaniced
srmica tumpled into Prague, hringing with
them tho black-sbirted necret police, the cone
centration comps, sud the living death of
Nazi rule. Then. as now, the Czoohs j0ot

1ikcd, vote as they itked. Thelr countiy was
in the Buvirt sphemm of influence, tled to |
Russis by a rollsitary and politica) siljanas,/
but in its in tTual affairs §t was otill free.
The Crechs could read attacka on their

Covamnment ta ewspapere of the opposition -
partics. They could go to sce American oF
Sovict fiima, as they ehawe. They could buy
toreign publications. Taey could ocwave m
‘travel where they Wiibed, . 150

« Teday the nDoa-Commuaist aswepepare
dave been hlnm;by.dhctpuud Oom.
Wb minerity, Politicans of the hﬂw{

i

¥
}

;vma more swiftness apd strength than ever*
.Before, cen prevent the oJecboslovak pat-t

'l

1

‘freedom i3 not ON1Y truglo but-deadi

tholr liberty, and It took mu 04 occupaticn,
and war toeet them freo. -

In tho eycs of the romhlnlng m- nationn’
of Europe, thije secong extinction of Csech,
sorle

ous, ¥For wewtern Europe looked updn the

(Crech - peaple as 8iavic 1n' language but

'estorn w cuuure. uldumn. md Oohlovo-‘
ment,
The sight ¢f those ponme tmng awallowod

into ths Bovict syatems bes given western, .

Europe -a greater shock than snjthing slnce’
the end of the war. In Parls atd London,
atil] half prostirate from the wounds of obd
war, 1t lovks gs if Russie is an the march

' once more; as If the Kremlin has regeined -

‘the initiative which Becretary Mosghall took
‘trom 1t last summer. Bach.count?y agaln
100ks at (ts neighbor, as if di1d.3n ador'mu,
‘nd aska, “Who’s next?”’

And thers 12 & baunting dense 1n wutu‘n
Europo that only the United Btates, acting

iSern from Dbeing lonowed
, aummer.

If the sonss of lhoek bas not yat hit omcl-l
| Washington—-and there is little »ign 'thet
it hes--It 18 because the United Btatea long!l -
280 wrate off Czechoslovakia as & smulne!y
lndopendent country, Qi here have
felt that the death warrant of Ceechoslgvak!
Jibertiem wus aigoed

Itnly betore,

':tbe {ataful dey when President Eduard Benes:

.}uxomu

almart 4 years 850, ou;
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énéwn by

"QOOTTAATED INTERMNALLY S '

- Gottwnld was sccepted becauso his Com-
imunln Party bud won 88 pereent of the

.lyotes In the April -1046° election, eand hed

‘ becomo the biggest single perty in thie etate,
'He promised Lo coopérate with the non-
: Communisat parties iN°the cabinet: he let
"the oountry have geonuine AemocteCy and'
‘free institutiona within its bnnlen, loog ;
{ag it pufited hia pusrparea. - 4
' But from the day he beuml Premlor.}
Cacclicslovakia ceased to follow an iodepend-/
! ent forcign policy. Mor deleyatos at Jorelgn
conferences voted obcdiently and monoto-
{ noualy with the Boviet Union and ta satel-
{-Jitrs .Only in trado and cultural gelatinos
| with thie outer world did the Czechs differ:
lrom thelr Boviet wasters, snd thm they
"d14 1t by permiesion,
[/i. She finsl proof of thalr Jos umpendmea.
' in American gyea,came last sunumer in ths
1utcnmth of Becretary Marshall's famous
'apeech at Hervard. The Britlsh sad French
invited the Ozechs, together with all otbar
| Buropeasr countries except 8paln, tg come to
Paris and discuss Eyropean. economic 6oopde =’
atlon. The Czechs accepted promaptly. 1
| But 1t was not long befave thelr Pramicr
and their Fozelgn Miniates, Jsn Masoryk,
were summnned {0 Mostow. The Cmodhs
‘ waze compelied to withdraw thelr ascaptance
of the Parle invitation. They Gcolined to.
the. Marxhall plan, and thele:
spokeymen at bame snd ahroad began ate

l?U S. Congress, Congressional Record, House, 80th
Congress, 2d sess., Appendix, op. cit., pp. A1259-4A1260,



. ! evom {hat moment 0Mcial Washtnglon no
Janger regarded Ozechosiovakin as an Inda-
. pasndent oguutsy able to Carry out s owa
pallcles In its owWn tnterests. te civid llbe
l;tlel ulza parllamentary inatitutiocs wers .
admirable, but they could be Wi
the nlolotl.nngor,ln theremlf’n.-la :na\ -br',«}
g oo yovon sor paservp e L 48
" When the.criata Onally came 108t week, tbq
, " Czoche submittcd thore tamely than thele
"lnr-ggl:ruroa_x and ‘ leas.dcmocratis ' Baikom
-« nelg 9. -They are tough e, 30 tough
« that the oid Austrian Emplrep::\?lld not crugh
»thelr naticnal eplris in hundreds of years{:
But thelr traditional role under Aueiria and
+ Bitler Germany was that of passive resisters,
¢; honcooperators, and sabotours, sather than,
' actlve rcbels. It remains t0 he seen how thed:
. wil) withstand the Boviet verslon'od totall~
- tarlan rule, - | B2 e e
s The overturn' In Progue differed la’ threei
‘areuplcts from the -Oommunist  coups ’|
Hungary, Rumania, and Polend.” They
,., digicroncea’ in dctall, but they are worth ex='
7' amining and remembering, for $tho Ceecly
. overturn contains ¢lilea to what may de m'!
i/ 'peoted from the Comimunists elsewhere. ' 1
©-* Inthe Orat place, thcre was no Red Army’
, octually in Cecohoslovak safl, and not even
oy Boviet troops ostenalbly guarding coms=
. “awunlication luice ae they did In Hungary.
© 7 The aotual tramp.of Rcd Army bootd was
, = hot needrd. Baovlet territory adjoins Czecbow,
.+ slavakin at lla snnrrow eastern border. and.
{ Bovlot armed power spoke as loudiy in' itet
-, abscuce as if It hed been On thospof. =+,
Y In. the second place,. the Ozechodovak!
.’ overtwn was the flrat in eastern Europe In.
i 'which the tradc-uniona playcd a prominent.’
i, ond Pcrhaps dcclalve part. In Poland: and,
“atill more tn tho Bnlkon, countrles, trede-
¢ unions are comparatively weak. In Czechio~;
. “alovakia, an Industrial countiy, they are-
!> strong, disclplined, and wcll organlacd. The
seleuro of Communist power last wesk could
_not have taken' place so smoothly witbout
thelr connlvance and coopcration. e
~ . Fioslly, Cecchoslovakia was onp of the fc@:
,. European countries where an inportent wing;:
‘of the Boclallst Party had coutlnucd to co='
¢ opcmate with the Communista. -Althoupgh'
¥ European soclalism and communism- are
déndly enemics, the left wing of Czoch so-,
claitsm hnd a leader, former Premict Zdenek,
¥ Flerlinger. who was ready todo the Oemmu-.
... nists’ bidding. It may yet be that Boclalls'
.+ leadcr Pletro Nennl In Italy will play the
. Flerlinger role when communisi $s ready t0°
. J¥y for power in the Mediterranean. . AN
T symves axviams *snovgl L0 g
.. At moments llke thess an American Lluyi
:-wonder Whether the United Glates could not
"* have saved the Czecha fram -their present’
|, purgatory.: Leadlng Caechs, frlendly to’ the'
;. ‘Westetn world, have often complained that
- BecTetary Byrmes helped to throw them jinto).
Y ‘Russian arma n 1946 by cutting o Amar]
. @gcomomis help. . .. A0 oo T b oLed

i¥ ‘The reasons were told In'the Byrnes' Mﬁ )

"Speaking Prankly. ‘At the Prris Peace Con<
|- ference of 1948, Andrel Vishinsky, af Bussia, |
|- bad just finished & denunclagon .of the'i
v~ Unlted Htates for trylog to domimn.elhoz
ik world by hand-cuts, Byrnea noticed two of'
! the Czochoslovak delcgates " applauding
.~ heartily. Sorend e Jprocse

At that V&I tme, Do remcmbered, the-

. Ozacbs had been allotted a 660,000,000 sure’

+ 'plus-property credit from the United States,’
He alsd dlscovered that & Communist min.!

."dater, without the knowledge of PaeigR Mine,: -

istar’ MosaZyk. had eontracted to ' reland’
: 910,000000 of this to. Rumania as a lxlard
«.Zate of intepeat, - <, - Y. 'y :E TN

crealt with'

. BiThes PTOmpUiy out off ‘thy.

o -%ﬁ“‘&mmn he: b‘ not want to;
t =Y. ‘b

| Amerionn BRRGm. 1t oY
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termiuntion to glve atrictly Americhn help
to countrirs who worid not denownce us for
glving them the retief they nrked for, én,
place of Internntionnlly administered rollet
on the UNRItA model. :

"The record shows, howover, thit the United 128 =~

Btates continucd giving some hclp to the
Creches long nfter thelr forelgn policy pnssad
ioto virtunl Hoviet contsol.

Crechaslovekia had rcceived n total of
$208,260.000 from UNRRA up to the and of
1040, 20 percent of It contributed by the
United States. It hnd u.cd $0.304,694 of the
surpius property credit before Byrnea cut It
|off. It bad recolved 83.062.000 in direct and
Indirect lend-lease help following the llbera-
ti>n. Yet In February of lnst year It got
:$20,000,000 from the Export-Import Bank to
buy American cotton, and two miillon (or
tobacco. ~

Apart from these aums, the Czcchs asked,
but did not get, &8 further cotton credit of
twenty milllon and a eurpius property.eredit
of the eame amount. They aleo sent the
Worid Bank a letter of intent fof & $350.-
000.000-reconstruction loan. but no formal
appilcation haa ever been recelved.

. SWALL FUBINEISS’ TURN

¢ The selzure of power by the Communlste
probekiy extingulshes any hopes the Czechs
1may have had of getting cconomlo help from
the went, except for the indirect effecte to
be cxpected from a revivol of east-west trade
.nder the 'Marshall plan.

The economic conecquences will be serlous
I other waye. Czechoslovakla untll now hoad;
been & ratlon of amsll-husinesa men and;

aome big Industries. Until now the emall, -

businesscs have heen allowed to follow paths
of free chterpriso even though the big Indus. .
tries have becn nationalizcd, The advent of }
a atralght Communlst regime I8 expected 07
Jead to the gradual natlonalising of ull buel-
neases, end the small-husineas man MAY be
driven to the wall,

Potlticatly, the new reglme is slso expected -
to move gradusilly after Its fightning seizure
of power. The acheduled electlona will be
held. with the opposition lenders In 3ail or
powerlcss to apoak; therefore.a rigged resuls §
|a almost certain. The parliamentary forms {
mAY be preserved untll a ncw Bovlet.type CoB-

etitution con be written. but they will he a '

hoflow mockery. )

Whether or not President Benes rem ins,
his power to control eventa appears gone. He
_hsd hia value to the Communiats as & symbol ,
‘of the Caechoslovak- Natlon. He had com- |
promiscd with them In a wholly elncere bellef '
that east and west could llve together In
peace and that Czechoelovekia, as bridge be-
‘tweex’ them, could belong to nejther side. !

If he atayeéd. the Communisis, belng what
they sre, would have used him until 1t eulted
tbelr purposes to discard him, just sa they °
.dscarded King Michael, likewiss a symbol
,0f the atate In Rumanla.

i
714X B0AD TO BOMEK )

What canthe outer world do about [t Bow? .

.Propably it s too late to do anything for
{C2echosiovakia exccpt to keep open every pos-

‘alble channel of communication to the Czech -

,g:ople, the majority of whom are democratio *
‘3¢ the marrow of their bones.
4 It (anot too late, howeyer, to take to heart
the lessons of thia latest Saviet trlumph.
The puttern of bloodless conguest has now,
_taken tbe Sovlet system fartber west than’
$t has ever penetrated hefore.

! The jinger of future trouble now points
‘squarely at Italy, where the government Is,
labaky, tho Communlsta strong and ably led,
"the Sacialists divided, A genesal electlon in

1taly la due April 18. It ls wbolly likely that .

‘the Communist machine will begin & drums=-
Deat to discredit the election rceuita In ad-
| vance, ae it did {n Oreece, and tben attempt

a coup d'etat of thekind It englneered wltt\,'

" such deadly sx11l and precision In Prague.

. Bo far American policy makers have not
faced up to thie situation, Their thoughts
and energles have beon devoted to getting
the FEuropean recovery progrém passed
Promptly by Congress and followcd up by the
Western Europeans, 1

Socretary Marshall hae eald already that

- Europe’s Immedlate future depende nn FRP,

+and that there can be no true pegce until

I American economlo help can repalr tho weak=
‘nossea of the weatern European countries,

| But the pnst week's evonts hava made it

,clear that economlic help ie not enough. Une,
teas western Europo is tightened as ewiftly
a8 poasible, by politics) as well as economin

' ABARUres, there may yet be a resvotition of

wr



The Deplorable Events o~
Representative Farl Stefan

the postwar world.

, alonate dcvotlon to

(Docudcnt No. 18)

Czcchoslovak

+ HON.KARL STEFAN 'l

or ‘NEBBASKA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRFBENTATIVES .

Monday, March I, 19¢8

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Speaker, this past
‘Friday, over radio :itation WOL In Washe
fngton, nt 8 o’clock in the morning, Mr,
QGcorge BE. Recdy, the popular commen-
tator, discussed the fall of Czechoslo=
vakla to the Communists. I quotc:

The fall of Czechslovokl:i t0.the Cornmu-
Nists has brought the United Statee to Its
greAteet diplomatle crisla since tho bdegin-
ning of the Inte war. American ocials are
making no attempt to disgulse their deep
concern, .

Ot courss, Czechoslovakle is only oneof g
fong seriea of nations to fall to the Com-
Jounists. It has been preceded by practically
all of castern Euiope. 8avlet domination of
border countrics has become the pattern of

+But the fall of. Czcchoslovakla presents a
idifflerent picture. Tho other nations had
'been under Russian domination in one form
fx anothcr for several centurics,

i
'
"
|
i
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Thelr nation. which grow cut of the ¥ires |

World War, wns patterned after our own. -
15ts government was modeled on the lines of 4
our Government, and its people had & pas-'
liberty. They nuo'
proved it over and over. . !
< From a atrategic standpoint. the capture of ¢
Ceechoelovakia was lmportsnt to the Com-'
munista. Jt advancea tho Russian ephere of
Influence to western Europe (teelf, and (%
brings to the Boviets an Importent lnduaul-l‘
prize, '
¢ The 8ovlat Unlon has nlways lacked a poalT
of skilled warkers. Osechoslovakia &s an {ne
dustrinl nation has plenty. Defore the war !01
‘was one of the most Important manufactuge:
'lng centers on 1the Continent.
| There ia little doubt that Russla will be
able to make good use of this podl Of works
men. The Germans proved that it could be.
done, and the Communists ara fully ss ¢!

clent as the Nazis. The Czechs will work—}

whether they want to or not. |
¢ All of these things considered, It is not sure :
{prising that the United Btates, Great Britatn,
and France have jolned to denounce the'
Communiat stroke. Thelr language is bitter
‘and undiplomatic, but it {s Justiged. {
The three-power note calis the coup a “dls-.:

gulsed dictatorsbip 0of a single pasty.” It

calis the cxisin which waa psed to bring it

about “aitificially and dellberately th=

gated.” No words are minced—ocr softened.
8uch langusge, of course, does nothing but |

:glve the three nations a chancs to blow off §
isome steam. They are atlll feced with the |
!problem of dolag something to halt a further

=chaplov !

‘Sovlet advance. C: akig , EDUSE

written off, tbq bookw, - ., . ...l

Y81piq.,

p. A1266.
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ig as Told by

Becrelnry of Stato Marshall haw aelteady
asked Congrcss for more aid to Qrecce—the
only non-Communilst country adjolning the
Boviet spherc. He wants #$275.000000 to
strengthen the Greck Government.

But the real fear le that the Communlsts
have dcejgne on France and Italy. Those
are the two vulnerable pcints in western Eu-
rope. The Communlets know they cennot
take them cxccpt by force from the outside. ;

A strike, at either by Soviet forces would
iput thie country directly on the apot. We
would clther have to fight or get out of Eu-.
rope altogether. Neither altermative would
be a happy ove. Eitber alternative could be
dlsastrous.

The true significance of the fall of Czccho-
glovakia I8 this:* There are NOWw no more-
butlers in the world. Prom here on out in<’
ternational diplomacy Is played for Kkeepa.-.
‘'Any further Bovlet expanalon means we must
put up—or shut'up.

Mr. Speaker, and so ends the commen-
.tary last Friday morning of Mr. George’
'B. Rcedy. : :
| Much of what Mr. Reedy sald about
Czechoslovakia and her current situa-
tlon 1 am sure most of us will agree with,

However, I wish fo most earnestly cor- -
rect Mr. Rcedy’s remark that “Czecho-:
slovakla must be written off the hooks."™

Mr. Reedy and the world must never
forget that C2echoslovakia is a young re-
‘public, younger even than our own United

- .Statcs. And youth has vitality, strength, .

.and courage. Nor mustthe world forget
.that the people of Czcchoslovakia cherish
'in thétr hearts a deep love of liberty as'
'passionate and sinéere as is our own.

It is true that a Russian rider sits in
the Cgzech saddle. But if I know those -
peopie, and I think I do, the spirit of ,

- democracy will not die as Jong as one

Czech Mves. . ' .
i It is also my bellef that the Russian !
irider will find that he sita astride &"
{strong-wilicd and bucking mount,..., .
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(Docdment No., 19)

Telegram Showing F.D.R.'s Change 5 Attitude *

Toward the Soviet Union SR e _

| THE WHITE HOUSE, ' -
March 24, 1945 .

1 lPersonal and. Secret from the Pre31dent to Stallna'

“ Amba$aador Gromyko has just 1nformed the State .
Department of the composition of the Soviet delega-
tion to the San Fran¢isco Conference, While we have .
‘the highest respect for Ambassador Gromyko's charac~ . .
‘ter and capabilities and know that he would ably
represent his country, I cannot help being deeply
disappointed that Mr. Molotov. apparently does not
plan to attend. - Recalling the friendly and fruit-
ful cooperation at Yalta between Mr. Molotov, Mr.
Eden, and Mr. Stettinius, I know the Secretary of

. State has been looking forward to contlnulng the
joint work in the same spirit at San Francisco for
“the eventual realization of our mutual goal, the
establishment of an effective international organ-
ization to insure a secure and peaceful future for
the world.

« « « If (Molotov' s) pressing @nd heavy responsi-
bilities in the Soviet Union make it impossible for -
him to stay for the entire Conference, I very much
hope that you will find it possible to let him come
at least for the vital opening sessions., Since all
sponsoring powers and the majority of other countries
attending will be represented by their Ministers of
Foreign Affairs, I am afraid that Mr. Molotov's
absence will be construed all over the world as a
lack of comparable interest on the part of the Soviet

* Government in the great objectives of this Conference.

ROOSEVELT

19E11i0tt Roosevelt and Joseph P. Lash, eds., F.D.R.

His Personal Letters, 1928-1904 New York: Duell, Sloan '
and Pearce, 19505, PP. 15?7 1578. |
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(Document No. 20)

Survey on Amecrican Opinion of the U.S.S.R.ZO

In the mind of the U.S. public, there is little doubt of the impor-
tance of friendly relations with Russia. The following attitude scale
shows thc Russophobes in a minority of less than 10 per cent, those
cool toward Russia a mere 11 per cent—both together about balanced
by those who say it is important to kecp on fricndly terms with Rus-
sia. But most significantly, the scalc shows that the largest scgment
of the public wants to put a stop-loss order on its endorscment of
Russia’s importance. Success or failure of the relationship is looked.
on as a joint responsibility of the two countrics.

With which one of these four statements do you come closest to]
agreeing? |

it is going to be very important to keep on friendly terms with Russia after
the war, and we should make cvery possible cffort to do so ............. 22.71%
it is important fot the U.S, to be on fiicndly tcrms with Russla after the
| war, but not so important that wc should makc too many conccssions |
(10 T oo o e O T T OO T O X O OO O OO 49.2
i€ Russia wants to keep on friendly terms with us after the war, we :
shouldn’t discourage hcr, but there is no rcason why we thould mnkc

any spccial cffort to be fricndly....veeeeeee 000000000 IO 11.3
We shall be better of f if we have just as littic as possible to do with Russh

after the War ...ciciiecesecececaseonenes e e e s s e e e e e e s s e e s e e eee 9.3
Don't KNOW +.evevreenrsiesncrncssresnionsssrasns ...‘........... .................... 7.5

Hopes for success arc down a little from last January and “don’t
know" answers have increased, probably becausc of V-E strains, but

i hope still predominates.
Thinking back for a moment to our relations with Russia a few!
years before the war, do you think we will get along better with'
Russia in the future than we did in the past, not so well, or about'

‘the same? _ |
' Janua This survey : : '
Better .o olvveneeeannceea 48.3% 42.4% .
Not 0 wcll ...... 22,0 b 19.1
About thc same 20.1 | 235 :

Don't know " 9.6 15.0

|Russian Motives—the U.S. View

J

| What does the U.S. public deducc as Russia’s purpose? The first
question cxploring this area brought an almost exact standoff: *

e -

20"U Se Rlnlon on Rus91a.” Fortgne XXXII, No. &4,
(September. 19 5), PP- 233~23 o |
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" Would you describe Russia as a pedce-loving nation, wiliing to fl ight
« only if she thinks she has to defend hersel f—or as an aggressive nation
{mat would start a war to get something she wants?

Peacc-loving .oceverneee reeess  3B.6% ’
AREICSSIVE civeviiiieneisanens 37.8
Both (voluntcered) ......... . 8.4
Don'tknow ccveevenrenanee 15.2

Although the Russian attitude toward the world thus seems to'
puzzle Americans, there is little fecling that the Russian people are
definitely hostile to the U.S. Yet only a bare majority fcel sure of
Russian friendlincss:

Do you feel that most of the common pcople in Russia are now’
pretty frlendly toward the U.S., or not 5o friendly, or that most of
them don't have any feeling one way or the other?

; * . : Fricndly toward US. .ec.e 52.7% ) ' '

. Not so fricndly .ccccceceenee 7.0

Not oncway or other ...... 22.0
Don't know .......e.. seereee 18,3

A good part of the U.S. public apparently «:sumes friendship on
Ithc part of the Russians becausc it has a clcar conscience—whether
Justlfned or not—on its own bchavior toward Russia. Asked if the
,U.S. had done anything since the last war that may have given the'
ERussians reason to doubt our.friendship, 73.7 per cent answered that’
{there was nothing they could think of. Among those who could think
;of unfricndly acts, mention was made most {Tequent!; - 75 f: ulure
‘of the U.S. to recognize the Russian Government.
| Russian interest in the countries close to her is appraised by tiu |
U.S. publlc, perhaps correctly, in military and political-terms. As
follows:

Which one of these do you think is the most {mportant reason
Ibehind Russia’s interest in the countries lying along her borders? |

Shc wants to sprcad communism ....... 25.6%

. Shc nceds things they can produce ..., 16.4
' She wants ‘to be ablc to count on thecm i
in casc Of Attack ..ovvvevenvereniaces 5 29.4 '
1 Shc wants to improve conditions for |
l people in those countrics ........... 8.7 !
) DoN’t KNOW «.cveenieinnrnacicnacarncececes 19.9 {
l l
{ Military security is scen as paramount, political security as.a closci

I'second Whatever ominous implications there may be in Russia’s pol-;
ilcy on her Manchurian border, either the public is ignorant of the
:1tuatlon, which is quite llkcly, or elsc does not consndcr xt nearly so,
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b
j important as shortening the Japancse war. Asked if thcy would like
. to sc¢ Russia join us in thc war against Japan or would rather she
f staycd out, 71.4 per cent of the peoplc wantcd Russia in, only 18.5
I per cent wantcd her to stay out. Thc compclling rcason probably lics'
" in public fecling about the toughncss of the Japanese war. Only 26.9’
. per cent of thc people think Japan will give up before she is beaten -
as Gerimany was; 62.2 per cent think Japan will fight on.

Good Russian Points and Bad

. IS

i Thc public was asked to voluntcer its own ideas about Russia’s
good points and bad points. Forty-three per cent could think of no|
particular good points, 33:pcr cent could think of no particular bad ! '
« points. Those who answered scattcred their replies over a wide rangc. |
fOn the assct side the Russian military performance was mentioned
most frcquently, but it was closcly followed by approval of the re-:
distribution of wealth, of cquahty, and of economic sccurity. Russian '
“educational opportunities werc frcquently mentioned, as well as ad-
(vances in mdu&stnal production. When personal characteristics were |
considered, Russian patriotism, courage, and industriousness came in |
| for praisc.

+« Foremost among the bad points Americans see in Russia is com- i
Emunism, followed by Russian hostility to religion and variousaspects
of Russia’s dictatorial government and lack of personal freedom. A
number of Americans belicve that Russia’s foreign policy is purely
selfish and acquisifive. Objections to Russna, however, concentrated. '

- on.matters of government and policy-- only 1.8 percent had any hard

.words to say about the Russian people.

. When asked more spccific questions about Russian polncnes, the -

people continued to show high proportlons who had no information
or opinion. For instance:

. Which of these things have you llked about Russia, and which
haven't you liked so well? 1

Liked Liked Not Don't -
pat *  lked know N
i The way she handles her diplomatic A | f
i selations with this country ...... 18.0% 8.5% 426%  309% -
“The way shc handles her military T L :
CAMPIAENS «ovevvererarenrenseranes T 669 307 . 42 259
The way shc handles our news y oAy e T E !
. ©Or1CSPONdCntS wevve ecrecrnense - 8.5 is 397 - 483 -

The way she handies justice and thc S :
; kegal rights of her own people 161 25 . A1 5§73
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" Comments made by thosc expressing an opinion on the last of thesc ;-

questions repeated the.fecling that Russians have little in the way of

~ personal rights. Thosc who said they like Russian Justlcc were fre- |

qucntly at a loss to say why. .
Most of the U.S. pcoplc have acqmrcd the belicf that the Russnan ;

Government considers itsclf to be above the source of law. :
Do you think the Russian Government pays a lot of attention to

what the Russian people (and people in the rest of the world) think, -

or that it decides what it is gomg to do without taking what they ]

- think much into account? I

The Russian  Peoplc in t;:e rest
people . ofthe world

. ; J
Pays atcntion to them ........ 16.0% 16.0%
Dccides without them ......... 64.8 67.6 |
19.2 16.4 ‘

Y

Don't kROW .cececcecees SO0

Thus public opinion, the balance wheel c’f Amecrican polmcs, is be-
licved to have little weight in Russian policy making. :
When the people were asked to comparc Russia and the U.S. on a ,
number of points, only very small minorities gave Russia the advan- !
tage. Asked ‘““which country gives its people as a whole a better i
chance to get ahead,” 86.1 per ccnt named the U.S., only 2.3 per
cent named Russia. Seventy per cent think that the U.S. also gives
its peoplc as a wholc a better scnse of cconomic security, and 75 per
cent think thc U.S.- has a better setup for encouraging good new
inventions. And U.S. emincnce in these and other respects is not be-
licved to be threatened—G5.5 per cent think that the U.S. will be :
more important than Russia in world affairs twenty-five years from
now. Only 6.3 per cent *hink that Russia will then be more impor-
tant; only 11.5 per cent think thc two nations will be of about the
same importance. Her military accomplishments alone bring Russia
abreast of the U.S. in U.S. opinion. Asked whether Germany could
have been defeated this ycar if Russia had not becn in the war, 84
per cent said “No.” But even fewer belicvedt hat Russia and Britain
could have done it alone~92 pcr cent thought Germany could not
‘have becn defeated this year if the U.S. had not been in the war, ___._
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