-zﬂﬂ-

Moat of these respondents discuss the reliability of the United
States in terms of adherence to & policy of active opposition to Communism,
mthnarﬂupu,.thumluumolericmhpmdlhﬂitrhﬂnﬂIr
or not the US ean be relisd upon to liberate the satellite countries and
destroy the power of the Commnists once and for all.

From this point of view, almost all of the respondents consider
the United States trustworthy. As the table below indicates, only a very
few individuals feel they eannot count upon the United States to liberate
Hungary. For the rest, most of those who expressed an opinion on this
question are fairly sure that the US will not wawer in its determination
to wipe Communism from the face of the earth (Hungary, by implication,
included), Thay do not necessarily belisve, however, that US interest
in defeating Commniem springs from altruistic or disinterested motives.
On the contrary, a mumber of pecple feel that self-interest plays an
important part in shaping American policy in this direction, and that the
liberation of countries under the thuwb of the Communists would be for
them s fortunate by-product of the working-out of this self-interest.
,Mnuhw,th.irmhupu!urliimnﬂmﬂ;thMﬁmnt
the US are involved in this estimate of America's reliability.

;
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Table L0
THE POLITICAL RELIABILITY OF THE US

The US can be relied on: she is intrinsically trustworthy,

bemmﬂﬂm-.. I'I-'iilliiiilj?‘
The US can be relied on: the threat of Communism compels
hrtﬂmmtﬂﬂllil.--.....-----.-.--IT

The US must be relisd on: she is the last hope of Hungary. . 9
The US cannot be relied on: she sesks only her own self-

mhﬂ't ----Q--n.t,-no--------{..3
ﬂ‘ﬂﬂra'-¢-.-.-..--.....-,....-...lﬂ
Hﬂopiiﬂﬁn ..--a.-----.---+;----1.--1‘ﬁ
Not a00ertadnmble” . v e s s 0 s0sen s a6 bns 00 B
Total Cases (100%) = (100)

that a more direct wording sbout American relisbility would elicit
responses aimed at pleaming the interviewer and would not acocuratsly
reflect the respondents' real attitudes on this point.

mnﬂhmhﬂ:'ﬂtumm'uﬁmm
cases where the question was asked im its original form.
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In all, 63 of these respondents were firmly convinced that
the US can be counted on to follow through on its anti-Communist policy
and bring about the liberation of Hungary. They differ, however, as to

their reasons for relying on the US to this extent.
More than half of this group (37 per cent of the entire

sample) base their faith in the dependability of the US as an opponent
of Communism on the ground that the U is intrinsiecally trustworthy.
In this connection they peint to the fact that the United States tradi-
tionally stands for freedom and respect of the individual; they claim
that the US has always shown an interest in helping less fortunate
peoples; and they say that her whole history is proof of America's
adherence to a combination of these attitudes - that America could
never have progressed with such amasing strides without thess values
as guiding principles., HNot every single one of the respondents in
this group mentioned each of these points of course; some selected
one, some anothsr. In every case, however, there was a clearly stated
belisf in the good intentions of the US — intentions which exceedsd
mere self-interest and which were solidly built into the structure of
American foreign policy.

Amsricans not only assist thd.r own countrymen,

(073/25)
b i
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‘A few of the people in this group point out that slong with her traditionsl
interest in freedom, tha US has an economic intersst in a free Rurope:

In the past, Hungarians viewed the friendship

of the US and Russia not without bitternsss. The
obvious explanation was that the Americans at
that time were not sufficiently acquainted with
Bolshavism. Now they know what it is and it is
inconceivable that after recognising its naturs,
they should sidestep the persistent, unyielding
fight against it. Along with devotion to the
traditional ideal of freedom, the US in this
(fight) is also led by a healthy business
interest which considers it imposaible for Bol-
shevism constantly to threaten the material
welfare of Americans, making the results of their
rﬂnn?um;mrm,mmmm

As the respondent quoted above intimates, the allisnce of the
United States with the Soviet Union during World War II puts an obstacle
in the way of out-and-out trust of ths United States. Face to face with
this fact, however, respondents tend to rationalise it in one of twe ways.
Eﬂhru-rlqth-tmh-nﬂlimmpouuﬂnrw“-ﬂim
expedient for the US during World War II, or they charge it up to politi-
cal naiveta on the part of the United States. In both casss, however,
the belief that the US has its beart in the right place is the conwiction
which enables the respondents to dismiss imerica's previous deviation
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gruthpnfhnfmﬂmim‘ﬂnup:tmurnﬂmﬂhaﬂm
ara illustrated by what the following respondents said:

given moment. explains the fact that in
World Wer II, the US regarded the Soviet Unlon
as an ally in the mortal struggle for the free-
dom of the world and the dignity and self-

father to eastablish a huge, flourishing

distilling enterprise himself in the Sovist

Union after the war. Today, every Amsrican

would think that such a possibility could not

even be imagined. (054/20) .

;mrﬂmmmmmmrnmmm

relisbility of Amsrica find confirmation for thair position in the be-
havior of the US in the Cold War. They refer to things which the US
has done to assist Hungary and other nations similarly situated. One

respondent, for axample, said that if the Americans were undepandabla,
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then "the great mumber of people who escaps woulda't be accepted in
the American Zone." (091/9) Another mentioned "the gift parcels sent
to Hungarians and other European peoples, the sending of which was
stopped by the Communiets . . . (which) proved that the Americans were
persistent in aiding people who, in their opinion, need it. It was not
their (the Americans') fault that they oould not continue the aid."
(100/7) And still others spoke more gensrally of US bshavior on ths
world scens:
Lismting Smeis sk oyn o

known is exactly the opposite of this. I did not
ever hear that this was suspected. Ewverybody waits

baelp us. You can draw this conclusion from the tone

of the radio broadcasts. They used firm language

with the Russians, they protasted against the de-
portations, they sent material aid in ths first
post-war) years, and they offered a loan. (051/1L)

opinion, the US is sticking steadfastly to

ts aims. Accordingly, it is fighting consistently
under the Atlantic Pact to stop Communism. The

Marshall Plan also shows the consistency of
Yiving sontitions, (0BTA6) © T mene
A considerably smaller group of people (17 per cent of the sample)

believe that the US will remain uncompromising in its anti-Communist stand,
not out of any idealistic desire to liberate oppresssed people, but simply
because Communism represents a tangible threat to ite own welfare. Thus,
they state that Commnism is just as much of a menace to the US as it
has besn to other nations, or that the conflicting interests and values

Cam ]

13-4
4

%

of the US and the USSR are too great ever to be reconciled, and they be-
lieve or hope that the views of the US coincide with their own cn this

points
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[ haven't huwrd arything like this (that
Hungarians cannot depend upon America). The
Hungarians /inow that America likes freedom and
will make it securs in distant lands to protect
her own couniry. Americe will not wait until
the Soviet danger reaches her own shores. This
is the right policy from the American point of
view, and i’ they jroceed farther along thase
lines, the; would also help the Hungarians by
it. Becaus: if the Americans made thair own
freadom serure in covntries outside the American
svea, they would rdstore the freedom of the
peoiles wio live in these countries. America
could o allow herself to make modifications
in this rolicy because if ghe did, she would
ruin heralf, It's out of the guestion that
America slould share ths world with the Soviet
Union. This would be impossible because the
Sovist Unlox wants to rule the world slone.
Even if it sgteed momsniarily, later on the
Soviet Union 1uld also attack America. (076/19)

Unlike the people 7ho sought for ways in which to support their

belief that the US would rerpin unyislding in its anti-Communist positiocm,

a small group of respondent: (9 per cent) attest to the relisbility of
the US simply becsuse they cannot imagine amy other way out for themsel ves
except American interventicn and refuse to accept the blesk alternative

that the US will fail to respond to their need. They seem to hang their

mmmmmummumwrﬂtmmm
knowledge that America represents the only earthly power which can
ﬂmﬂvﬂawﬂwﬂtﬂghﬁmﬂ#ﬂmhhﬂm
at any time the possibility thal the US might lst them down:
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It is perhaps understandable that the individuals in this group were
all pecple with little uducation. None of them had advanced beyand
elementary school.

Only 3 of the 100 Hungarisns in the sample agreed with the
statement "We eannot depend ypon the Americans.” It is not that the
United States 1s not steadfast in its prineiples that troubles these
pecple, Rather, thay believe that the United States is only too true
to the single principle of self-interest. As thay see it, America is
out for itself, and as long as that 1s so, Hungary cannot look to America
for liberation.

This point of view was stated quite explicitly by a 32 year-cld
skilled worker with commerciasl school training whose preferred foreign
station is Radio Paris. He made it clsar that he thought the US was
motivated only by self-interest and that this self-interest did not

encompass concsrn with the fate of Hungary:

If I desdgned ., « « & now coat of arms for the
0S5, I would put a merchant's scales on top of
the star-spangled banner. By this I mean that

E

the Americans in ope word are
their own interest is not involved,
lukewarm, as you can ses by the
Hungary. They needed (resce, s
the problem there, They needed
strateglc reasons, therefore dafea
Commmunists, Teke, for axample, Albania.
Mussolini'e troops occupied it in one day.
The Italien is the worst soldier on earth,
therefore it would be child's play for
Americans to do the same. But they lesave
Albania to her own fate because they have no
need for her. (095/1L)
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A 25eyesr-old clerk who never listened to foreign broadcasts while in
Hungary, was less emphatic. His thinking on the subject of US motives

is indeed rather confused. He himself can see no reason why the

Amsricans should concern themselves with Hungary from the point of wiew

of their own slf-interest; yet he mentions that the US has attempted to

help the satellits countries in the past few years. What seems to clinch
his doubts about US reliability is the fact that the US has not slready -
marched against the Commnists in Europe. In the course of the interview,
he raised this problem a mmber of times. In part, what he said on the

pubject was: F

I don't understand why the West should bother
with the countries behind ths Iron Curtain.
It's obvious that the US gives a good deal of
consideration to these countrissj neverthsless,
you can't be sure what the reason for it is.

- Is it mercenary interest, or interest in the
liberation of ths oppressed people? . . . The
mein question is, whether they want to liberate
the countriss behind the Iron Curtain, or not.

If yes, then in what way? Youcsnnot aszk when,
but you can ask whether they really want the
libaration, Or do thay want to sse these countries
definitely perish? . . . People said . . . that we
have had only promises up to now. . . - It is
possible that if things go on as they are now,
Bungarians will stop thinking sbout liberation and
ﬂ-lip. themselves to their fate. . . America
won't start a war because of Hungary. She won't
even- do it in the interest of other countries
behind the Ircn Curtain. If America wantad this,
she ought to have started a war 3 yesrs ago.
America would begin z war if it were also in her
interest. But the danger has not reached the US
for the time being. (080/6, 7, 1L)

The third mewber of this group, a 33 year-cld man with university
training in econcmdce whose favorite foreign station is RFE, also main-
tains that the US acta only with its own interests in mind, but goes on

to point out that America's conception of its salf-interest 1s too
"YPO, Toc,
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DATTOME ttnt;hflﬂmtnnprdmﬂimortmtnﬂmun
mistaken evaluation and oversimplified anslysis of the world situation:

History proves that America 1s steadfast, ego-
istically. Her intervention in both world wars was
aimed at securing economic and political advantages.
From this point of view, the US has always chosen
and evaluated its alliss correectly. The US never
changes its direction, but on the road towards
achieving its unchanged goals, it is able to make
a complete turn., That was proved recently by the
American policy towards Franco. No favorable
effects for Hungary can be expected from this
because America is not familiar with ntral

5
2

It is difficult to detarmine precisely what factors in their
backgrounds or perscnalities account for the fact thet these 3 people,
unlike the other Hungarians interviswsd, feel that the US is more or
less indifferent to the fate of Hungary. Their statements are significant,
however, from several points of view: they indicsta (a) the grounds on which
distrust of US reliability takesroot; (D) the type of bshavior on the part
of the US which supports this view; and, as a consequence, (c) the argu-
ments which might be used to combat the resulting defeatism.

While these 3 cases have been discussed at comsiderable length
for what light they might throw on negatiwe attitudes regarding the trust-
worthiness of the US, it should be kept in mind that most respondents
were not troubled by the misgivings that beset this tiny minority. On
the contrary, the majority of the respondents were confident that the IS
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will not waver from its opposition to Communism wherever Communism msy
ocour. The fact that the US can be depended upon to be firmly anti-
mz,m.um:nﬁnh’u-gmﬂﬂngudnmﬂngmﬂn
American armies to take up the march in the mear future, and some respond-
ents appear to make this distinotion, although in different contexts.
T% has dlready bosn poluted cut 3a the sesticos dauling with @ hove
contained in the VOA brosdcasts and the credibility of these broadcasts
mtmmpmm-nmmtmymlmmmhaumﬁqw
been premised liberation too long without being given any concrste signs
of this liberation’'s near approach, Loss of hope of this kind appears to
Mludhmmmu:mﬂmtdﬂuﬂmumlmluf

- .hpa,hutithu@nﬂ:‘mtwtladtudi.ﬁuntufthultiuhh—
pendability of the United States. That so little of the latter feeling
was evidant in the responses discussed in the present section may be due
to the fact that, although respondents may from time to time have felt
that the US was not moving swiftly enough against the Russians, they
cannot afford to relinquish their hopes in the US as the liberator.
However;, since the interviews indicate that when hopes are shaken;, some
disillusiorment does creep in, ths possibility exists that if this process
continues without check over a long pericd of time, the loss of hope may
become greal emough to rouse doubts about the real intentions of the
United States.”

=2} * A further discussion of ths process of disillusiomment is contained

in the next chapter.
.W' =
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Is America feeking to Dominate the dorld?
Few respondents believe that America is actively seeking to ex-

tend her political dominion throughout the world, yet there is little

question in their minds that the US is inexorably approaching a position
of world dominance, In the general anticipation of the downfall of Soviet

power, it is assumed that the US will eventually take over or have thrust
upon her the leadership of the world. What is more, the prospect of a
world dominated by the US is considered extremely attractive by almost all
of these respondents,

The table below summarizes the reaction of Lhe respondents to
the statement: "The Americans are meking world domination; they have am-
bitions to rule the world." As is readily visible, very few of these
Hungarians accept the idea that the United States actively wants to become
the dominant power of the world., Most of those who expressed an opinion
on this polnt belleve that the US, whatever else she may be seeking, is
not out to rule the earth.

Table L1
AMERICAN DESIRE TO DOMINATE THE WORLD

US seeks neither economic nor
pﬂiﬁﬁﬂdﬁmno.......-.
US seeks economic advantages, but does

not seek political domination. . . . . . .
US sesks to dominate the world both

economically and politically . . . . . . «

& & & & = B B & ® 8 8 F 8 u OB B B 8 = @

Hoopindoo®™, o o ¢ ¢ c 05 0 0 00 0 o
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¥ The 21 pecple In this group are ciassilisd "No opinion" for rather
different reasons, which are emumerated below: (Footnote continued on
following page)

] TPH, Inc.
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The largest number of respondents (3 out of 5) completely reject
the idea that the US seeks to dominate the world either politically or ecoe
nomically. According to these refugees, the Uf is interested primarily in
.one thing: that is, in ridding the world of Communism so that people every-
where mgy live irﬂ.m' This theme appeared over and over again in the
remarks of the respondents; it came from men and women in all walks of life

' and from all educational backgrounds. Here, for example, is the comment of
a young woman higheschool graduate who had worked as a researcher in an ex-
perimental laboratery:

) I #idn't hea~ this (that the Americans are seeking
tc dominate ihe world), and it isan't true either.
America strives only for the liberaticn of the
countries which are under Communist occupation.
She alsownts to liberate the Russian pecple theme

siives. But this doesn't mean that America wants
to rule them, (079/12)

and a young walfur and farw helper with very littlé formal education had
this to egm

The Communi ets say this (that the Americans are
seeking world domination). The truth is that
the US does not want to gain world domination,
but wants %o erush Commmnism and liberate the
peoples under Commnist rule. (059/13)

# (Footno'a contimued frcm preceding page)

12 people were not asked the question on US world ambiticns be=-
cause this question did not appear in the early versiem
of the questionnaire;

L people said they did not know shether or not the US wants to
dominate the world; 2 of them, however, said they
looked forward to an American occupation of Hungary;

S people did not react at all to the statement regarding
American desire far world domination, but all of them
thought that 1t would be a good thing if the US did
rule the world or occupled Hungary.

2L Total
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Most of the people in this group gave no indication of what it
is that the US has done or is doing that leads them to believe gphe iz not
interested in dominating the world. About one-third of them, however, did
_ spontanecusly mention evidence in support of their opinion, One thing
which apparently serves to reassure them sbout the intentions of the UF
is that America maie no moves in the direction of extending her power
immediately after World War IT when, according to these respondents, she
was in an excellent position to do so:

I heard about this (that the Americans are seek-

ing world domination) at a Communist meeting. I

don't believe it is true. If Americans had tried
it, they wouldn't have stopped the war after the

defeat of Germany. At that time America was

strong enough to realize world power ambitions if
it had had any. (011/17)

Some respondents believe that America even now could easily succeed in an
armed imperialist campaign, and the fact that she does not attampt one is
taken as proof that she has no imperialist aims:

The UE recognizes Soviet oppression very well.

Against this oppression they will help pecple,

but the US does not wish to oppress any country.

If the US had world smbitiens, it would not be

a great problem for them to conguer the whole

world with their planes and their mechanized
army. (069/9)

A few other people mentioned in this connection what they had heard about
US treatment of Occupled Oermany. The contrasl was drawn batween the regu-
lation of life in this country and that in the Russian Zone. The difference
was considered symptomatie of the benevolent intentions of the US:

This (that the Americans are seeking world
domination) is only a Communist slogan. They

say this without any explanation and they are
not sble to support this statement. . . . Ve

TEOR; Thc,
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do not see any sign of this in Western Germany

where the Americans could be the masters. The

American attitude in Cermany should be compared

with (the situation in) the Soviet Zone. (051/1L)

The respondent just quoted as well as a number of others took

as another sign of the altruistic intentions of the US, insofar as the
future of Burope 1s concerned, American interest in seeing the development
of a United States of Europe. To them, this indicates a sincere desire to
help Europe become independent and strong, rather than to exploit it in
any wWay .

If the Americans had such ideas (i.e., wanted

to dominate the world), they would not try teo

persuade Europe to gather into a strong and

independent European Union. (051/1L)

In my estimation, America does not strive for

world domination like Sfoviet Russia (does).

If America wanted that, then it would not have

stopped in the last war. In the second place,

it would not urge Europes to unite. I heard it

on the radic that America does not want to
rule in Eurcpe; all it wants is a United States

of Europe. (075/11)

The implicit trust which these respondents hawve in the intentions
of the US is even more strikingly demonstrated by the fact that many of
them went on to express the hope that the US would occupy Hungary after the
war of liberation and by what they sald about this projected occupation,
Their expectations along these linee indicate that they feel there is
nothing to fear and everything to gain from en American occupation and from
American ascendency on the world scene genarally.

Briefly, most of these respondents visualize the American cccupa-
tion of lungary as a temporary measure, necessary to restore order, to

stamp out the last remmants of the Communist regime, and to guide the

TFOR, Inc.
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Hungarians through the transition peried of establishing a democratiec
government. There is not the shadow of a doubt regarding the possibility
of ulterior motives on the part of the US, and the respondents look for-
ward with complete apsurance to the eventual withdrawal of US forces once
Hungary is on her feet again,

Actually, respondents had a good deal to say about the relation-
ship between Hungary and the United States in the post-liberation period.
It is not necessary to reproduce here all the variations in emphasis and
detail tﬁnt. were expressed in this connection. The few comments presented
below suffice to pgive the flavor of their remarks, and to bring home to
the reader the point that there is no trace of fear that the UC wants to
take over Hungary on a permanent basis, or exploit her in any fashion what=
soever:

This (that the Americans are seeking world domie
nation) is a Commnist charge, too. The US wants
real democracy eand freedom to prevail everywhere,
and if it cannot achieve this goal at the confer-
ence tabls, then it will be ready to setils the
account with Bolshevism through war. It does not
want, however, to force its way of life either on
mﬂmmmImCurt:iqurmmm
are to be liberated. Even less does the US want
to bring them under its rule. Should the Pecples'
Democracies of Centrsl or Eastern kurcpe come
under American occupation after their liberation
from Bolsheviam, this would be regarded with joy
in those countries, except the
Commnists. US intervention would be necessary
for some time to cowbat the lurking Communist
resistance, but as soon as fres govermnment becomes
consolidated, the US should leave the liberated
countries to succeed on their own. These (free
governments) would probably strive for free life
based on mtual understanding within the framework
of some sort of European union. According to my
experience, the vast masses of people back home
are yearning for this, I am convinced that the US
considers its task in the same light. (038/1k)
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It is the Soviet Union that strives for world
domination, regardliess of similar Communist ace
cusations against the US. The nations of Eurcpe
themselves want a United Europe, (a union) like

the US, without any pressure being exerted on
them by the US. The role of the US in this con-
nection is only advisory and propagandistie

(i.e., conducting propaganda for a United Eurcpe)
and, in my opinien, it is not striving for any-
thing else, It wants to let the Eurcpean govern-
ment be free. The Hungarians want American,

rather than Russian, occupation., The Hungarians
need help to get on their feet after the fall of
the Communist regime, It would be necessary for
the U5 to grant that help. American leadership
should prevail even in the formation of a

Hungarian government, as well as in the maintenance
of order in the early part of the post-Commnist
period. The Hungarians would like to live an in-
dependent life, however, as soon as the situation
becomes orderly and secure enough. That is the
general wish of all peoples (behind the Iron Curtain).
I don't think the UE would want anything different.

(066/13)

The UE doesn't interfere with the internal affaire

of other nations. . . . The colonial age is past
history and nmations with cultural and historical
tradition cannot be exploited. The US knows this

and it doesn't want to exploit other nations.

¢« » o« I think the US will have a great share in
breaking Communist rule in Hungary. It will occupy
the country. The Hungarians want American occupation
to last until peace and order are restored throughout
the country. Afterwards, the Hungarians should be
free to choose their own govermment. I am sure that
American capital will flow into Hungary and will draw
good profits from Hungarian production. This sdll be
good for Hungary because a war-damaged nation cannot
stand on its own feet without foreign help. The eco-
normic boom called forth by Americen capital invest-
ments will secure a high standard of living for many
a Hungarian. American economic influence will be felt
even if the country remains sovereign. (0L5/10-11)

Thus, the majority of these Hungarians have no trepidations about

US intervention in their domestic affairs. Even those who anticipate

American intervention inthe economic 1ife of Hungary are inclined to see

TPOR, Inc.,

BY COPYRIGUT
LAW (TITLE 17, U.S. CODE)



- 297 -

the resulting profite as mutually beneficial. As far as these people are
concerned, then, the US has no imperialistic aims, no desire to explodt
other nations, and they believe that whatever she does to help other
nations will be done not for self-interested motives, but for humanitarian

and idealistic reasons.
In contrast to this majority view of aims, there is a minority

of 10 per cent who, while explicitly denying that the US desires to dominate
the world politically, do feel that the US seeks economic advantages for
herself. A few of these people indicate that they think the US wants to con=
trol world markets, but most of them think that all the US really wants is to
be able to trade freely with other countries, and to be assured of markets for
her rroducts. The remarks quoted below illustrate these two points of view:

I heard this from Communists and non-Communists
(that the Americans are seeking world domination).
In my opinion, America does not strive for world
power. &he doesn't force her politics and intermal
politiecal system on other countries., America's am=-
biﬂmistahmthamldmimtinharcmtnl

(095/16)

« « « Ihe US has no such purpose. The Soviet Union
would like to conquer the world, They want to -
spread their own ideclogy, Communism, all over the
world. The Americans don't want anything like this,
- - They don't want to spread the capitalist ideas all
over the world. They only would like economic life
to be free within and among all the nations of the-
world, ﬂmriﬂlmtntohllblltntrlhfﬂﬂ;flnd
inl&ieﬂywﬂﬂtﬂlmimlotﬂmmld

(089/15)
As indieated in the comments just presented, these respondents

feel that the economic goals of the US do not threaten the liberty of
other nations, More than that, respondents see positive values accruing
to other countries from the economic activities of the US. They feel that
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wherever the US trades, living standards are raised, and that Hungeary,
and Eurcpe generally, stand only to profit from such economic domination

as the US might enjoy:

I heard about this (that the Americans are seek-
ing world domination). T think that world rule
by the US is good for other nations too because /
it means that American goods can get everywhere
and, in exchange, the surplus is sent to the UF
from other places through free trading, This
improves life in every ecountry. People get the
things they are missing, and many workers can be
d employed by having them work for exports.
would only. profit from it too. The US
is not striving for the cccupation of other
countries. It does not want kolkhozes, but a
healthy relationship with these countries,

(065/10)

The distinction, then, between these 10 respondents and the

majority previcusly discussed is that they assume economic self-interest

— to be the dominant motive behind UE activities on the world scene, HNo
more than other respondents, howewver, do these people feel they have amy-
thing to fear from the US, In their opinion, the US will never interfere
with the rights of small nations.

Only L respondents appearad to agree with the statement that
the US 1s seeking world domination. But only 1 of these people, a uni-
versity.educated man in his thirties, indicated he thought the US is
al:tillx seeking domination. He said that "US strivings toward political
domination of the world can indubitably be recognised in its present
political and economic ﬁuml.t-iun." (092/26) The others — a chimney-
sweep, & housewlfe and a textile worker -- all merely assumed that domi-
nation of the world by either the US or the USSR was inevitable, and
proceeded to say how much they locked forward to the day when the Americans

come to power. In the words of the chimmey-sweep:
IF0K, Inc.
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I heard this (that the Americans are seeking
world domination). People in the village spoke
sbout it, In my opinion, this is a goed thing.
Not only for me, but for everybody. The people
are looking forward with impatience for the
Americans to be masters all over the world. It
is clear they don't want the Russians (to be).
(091/9)

Not one of these respondente anticipates difficulties for
Hungary in a world dominated by the US. All of them regard the prospect
with high hopes. The housewife and the textile worker even go so far as
to concede that it may be necessary for Hungary to give up her soverelgniy,
but they are conr'.'idunt that such an arrangement would be in the best lnter-
ests of the Hungarian people. As the latter put its

The Hungarian peopls wouldn't mind if the
Americans crdered them around when the Russians
had been driven ocut of Hungary. There ie but
one thing that interests them: to be able to
live on their earnings like human beings should
live. HNobody would care whether it's the
Hungarians who give the orders or not. Before
the war, Hungarians gave the orders and lock
where we got. .« . « A strict American Government
for the initial 2 to 3 years would be the best
solution. I think the population wouldn't have
any objections to this, . . . It would be wp to
the occupying authorities to decide whether the
power should be given tack to the Hungarians or
not. All that will gepend upon how the Hungarians
behave, If the deeision is yes, the power would
in any case be given to those who deserve it. If
not, then it will really be better not to restore
the power to the Hungarians because the pecple
don't want trouble, They just wish for a peaace-
ful, quiet and good life. (090/13)

Even in this extreme case, there is no indication that the respondent be-
lieves the US would seek profit from such an arrangement. The implicatiom,
indeed, is that the UF would take such steps only in the interest of the
Hungarian people and not from a desire to exploit the populaticn for its

oun selfish ends,
TPOR, Inc.
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It is obvious, therefore, that the sentiment among these
Hungarians goes in the opposite direction from that propounded by
Commurd st propaganda. There is no indication that the respondents have
absarbed the idea put forth by the Communists that the US is engaged in
an imperialistic campaign to dominate the world,

At the same time, however, it is equally clear that most re-
spondents assume that the US will achleve a position of preeminence on
the world scene. They believe that there will sooner or later be a L
showdown between the US and the USSR and that the vietor, preferably
of course the US, will then be all-powerful. They see this happening
to the United ttates, but they do npt. believe that the TS will abuse that
powar, .A! one of the respendents put it, the U: will bear the torch for
freadom and prosperity for the world:

+« « » The USA became a world power in the course

of its development, This power is not abused to
oppress other people, but rather to help them

and to secure freedom for nations and individuals,
Accordingly, the US is fighting a consistent and
persistent war against Communi s with other nations
that also see the danger. The USA is destined to
rule the world and to be the torehbearer of culiure.
The USA must lead the other nations because of its
cultural superiority. It must teach them and sct
an example for them. All this must not be done with
force or terrar. It is evident from my explanation
that this will never happen but that they must and
will always respect the freedom of other nations.
Eeconomically, the USA must also lead the other
nations. That means that they must sell their
products everywhere. I this means that some na=
tion will become a colony of the USA, it does not
matter because its economy will be improved. It
would not be necessary to enforce this in

because most pecple wish for it., (073/15)

So 1t is that these respondents come to see the US am their
iiberator and thelr benefactor. They may differ in their wiews as we

TR, Ine

E:;m S o2 fthg, Sapeodwed HUW UTIUN R, II8 N, I
hmm“tm ml‘l‘-q 5 llmﬂ“* I-IIIH'I'H-II.T- l.l.'l. m:



-m-

whether pur:ly altruistic motives or economic self-interest will lead the
US to liberste the nations under Communist controlj but all look forward
to the time when Hungary will be under the influence of the United States.

To scme extent at lsast, the expressed enthusiasm fer domination
by the Americans is consistent with the belief that the world of the future
will inevitably be dominated either by the Americans or the Russiuns., As-
suming such a choice, and given their experience under Communist cominatien,
plus their image of America, it ie not surprising that the espondente re-
gard the possibillity of dominance by the US as a change for the better.

At the same time, however, there is evidence in these interviews
that respondents are not merely chcosing the lesser of two evils, but that
they actively want to find themselves included in the US spherw of influ=-
ence,

A nmumber of respondents did in fact indicate a reluctance to see
the US leave Hungary completely on her own. They tend to lock upon the US
as a sort of proteciive big brother. Cfome of the respondents already
quoted evidenced this opinion, and it was clearly the feeling of the Lo
year=gld laborer who stated:

I never heard that (that the Americans are seek-
ing world domination), only that the Russians
want to have the whole of Europe. If the Americane
were to occupy Hungary, then we would return to
the old conditions as they were before, Tha'
would be very goods. Hungary is not able to do
that. The Hungarians alone are not able to change
the situation —— they are not capable of doing it.,
Russia is such a large country and everything is
in her hands, Only Amerdca is able to change it.,
If America were not necessary to carry it out,
then Tite would long since have overrun Hungary.

Tito is not a coward, but he cannot attack Russia
alone. I would not care if the Americans stayed
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in Hungary for my whole 1ife. Honest people; v

could not have any irouble with them. TIf the

Russians started sgain, then Amsrica would be

the protector of Hungary. (010/11)
The ny o for some sort of benevolent guardian was also expressac ¥r 6 “h=
yeir=d d mu who had been trained us 4 mechsnlc and who nsd hed 1 r:her pors
sducas ca Srha the previous recpondent. He described the UF o wrdioz the
wrpla gt 27 freeing countries fiom Bolshevismy he "xelieved thi: Ty
Aneydsen cengation of Hungay would be degirable uniil Geopers jri site
J.ed” oo s ghl any sort of ccelpabien Leyond that polal s ld w %
pombrwdi ol of the democratde ywirit," In his opiivian, "the Wryaeicn
people e siuating on establisnadrg e irdependent uationrl exis s [
thenrel es 2'tar tiwe fall of Commnism." Follewing irmadiately «n lie
kea. s ol the statement jusb quoled, lhowever, cane tha admissions 'Howzwver,

= ithere w8 & certain feeling of inferiority in the Hungarians, They liks to

Lalooyr sonwhers, cesplia the existernce of well-knoun chauvind 344 » rdozzns
eupl ar wloy; Hungerian strivings for independenve." (060/19) te stat.nen:
of & eung theclogical etodent who exgiressed a similar view, inci i las an
netorvdcal basis for whis attitude. lle referred to Hungarytis 1dswry ib
Jueti vyl w the need fur 3 protective igure in the Druros

The role of Hungayy In the [anpbe Basiy wae aly ey

1 counterbslancing one. She had to 1w etaacn

tle Slave and the (zrmene. The Hungao-das pespls

arei fmmgsrian patico could best assa: laEcancem o

oy not juining either wlth the Slsvae or w.i: @z

Oermans, bul by curming to a powsr wit.eh ' ¢ ol
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of help to Hungary by the USA, such a thing
not come into consideration. To think this
be sbsurdity from the geographic stande
too == not to mention the great significance
of ﬂt?ﬂbnﬁﬂml American principle of liberty.
(021/3

In addition to Hungary's need for protection against the neigh-

event
would
would

t

bors she has learned to distrust, respondents occasionally expressed a
lack of confidence in the ability of the Hungarian pecple to lead them-
selves, .Thus, one respondent spoke of *I*Lha need for a pguiding hand in the
establishment of a demoeratic govermnment in Hungary:

Oreat masses of children in Hungary have been
corrupted by Bolshevist education; and the
misery caused by Communist economic explolta=
tion combined with the drive against private

ty has corrupted very many of the work-
ers. Thus it will be an extremely difficult
tamk after liberation to laed the country in
a healthy direction towards trus freedom.

- The great majority of Hungarians would in no
sense regard it as oppression if, after the
vanquishing of Bolshevism, the US would con-
tinue to occupy Hungary until thie aim ¢ould
be realized. In this field, the US should
help Hungarian public life by direct inter-
vention. The asme is true of other nations
behind the Iron Curtain, including the Foviet
Union itself. (036/12)

It might here be mentioned that democracy as such is essentially unfamiliar
to the Hungarian people, whose past includes only monarchistic and dicta-
torial forms of government,

In sum, there is in the comments of the respondents something to
suggest that much as these Hungarians lock forward to freedom from Communism,
they do not look forward to an unprotected .indapmdmu. Practically all of
them anticipate to some degree the need for active intervention by the US in

the period immediately following liberation; but there are indications that
thay would not be averse to a more long-run arrangement whereby they would
enjoy freedom domestically, under the segis of the United States.
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The reaction of these refugees to the statement, "we can't de=
pend upon the Americans," canbe sumarized as follows: Three out of five
profess faith in the reliability of America either because they consider
the USA to be altruistically motivated and not likely to turn back on her
commitments, or because the pressure ﬂ.f— Yoviet expansion forces America to
move against Russia, or simply because of a need to believe in the power
they feel represents their only hope of liberation. The gimple urgency of
their desire for liberation appesars to make it difficult for some to admit
the possibility that the US might abandon them indefinitely to foviet
domination, |

Even most of those who see US policy as dominated by selfeinterest
have little doubt that their country will eventually find freedom through
the assistance of the US. These respondents point out that their own ase
pirations for liberation coincide with the economic and pelitical goals of
America. Only 3 of the 20 peocple who so characterized US policy feel that
from the US point of view self-interest does not demand a free Hungary .

When confronted with the statement "the Americans are seeking
world domination; they have ambitions to rule the world," most respondents
express disagreement. The majority (61 per cent) insist that the goal of
the US is primarily that of ridding the world of Commumi em, liberating the
nations now under Russian control and allowing tﬁem to live according to
their own inclinations. Ten per cent say that the UF. may be selfe-seeking
from an economic point of view, but deny flatly that she has any desire to
impose her pelitical system on other natiﬁns, Only L people go along with
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the idea that the US seeks to dominate the world both economically and
politically, and even they hesitate to say that the US actively wants to
become the dominant power of the world.

Furthermore, almost all the respondents anticipate only good
from whatever p&aitiun of dominance they foresee for the United States,
Though they loock forward to independence after liberation, most of them
express the hope that the Uf will occupy Hungary in the period irmediately
following that liberation, And there is some indication that it would not ‘
be looked upon askance if the UF offered herself as the protector of

Hungary beyond the immediate post-liberation period.
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CIAPTER IV
SOURCES OF IMAGES OF AMERICA

- Personal Communication

The disposition to think of America as a country of wealth and
opportunity 1ls a long standing one among Hungarians. It dates back to the
turn of the century and the great wave of immigration from sastern and
southern Europe to the United States. The conception of America that
btrought these immigrants to this country and the news of thelr careers

1 in America that they sent to the folks back home is the original and still
the primary source of the Hungarians' images of the 0US. Parents have handed
the success stories of relatives and friends on to their children; Hungar-
ians have remained in contact with branches of their families established

3 in America; and mai) from more recent emigrants to the US has added to the
cumulative effect of this massive flow of interpersonal commnication.
Thus 84 per cent of the Hungarian respondents mentioned having been ex-
posed to the American dream through this channel, and it is likely that
practically all the rest were so exposed.

So pervasive is the belief in a free and abundant America that
many respondents cannot put their ﬁngar on where they first acquired it.
They only know that they have "always heard it this way." As one respon-
dent put it:

What I said about freedom (in America) I didnit
learn from VOA but I had always pictured it to

myself this way before (I listened to foreign
broadcasts). This is the way I always heard about

it long ago. (058/12)
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Some respondents mentioned hearing tales from their =lders of
wealth to be acquired overmight in America. Although they did not necess-
arily believe that such overwhelming opportunities were still axistent, it
is clear that the idyllic conception of America as the "land of opportunity”
is something that has been with them from childhood.

Older people . « » sald that if a young man like
myself went to America, he would go and look for
gold, and once he found it he would become rich.
I know that this was possible only hundreds of

- years ago, when there were mot so many people
and everybody could roam around wherever he wanted
to. There must be gold mines now, too, but they
are being exploited regularly and peacelully.
There is no gold rush any more where people would
kill each other for it. (023/13)

One Hungarian illustrated the taken-for-grantedness of the Amer-
iranhipgh stamard of living with an anecdote about a Commnist speaker who,
- when he wanted to emphasize the economic progress which Hungary ‘iﬂ!lll:i make
under the Communists' three-year plan, drew a parallsi -- unthinkingly and to

hls own chagrin - with America.

in 1948 or 1949, 55 members of the Jehovah's
Witnesses orpanlization held a religious meet=
ing in 1, 1 attended, too. A Com=
munist agitator had come to the meeting amd he
urged those present to participate in the elections.
He spoke about the 3-year Plan, then in progress.
He told us how many new factorles would be built,
how the entire economic 1lif'e would progress and
the standard of living rise. He concluded his de-
talled lecture by saying that by the end of the
3=year Flan Hungary would be a little America.

We could see that he wanted to take that back.
But he had said it and he proved that the Com-
minists were forced to acknowledge the advanced
development of America, after all. (082/1L)

In many instances, respondents had friends or relatives who had

emigrated to the United States and with whom they still corresponded.
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Others had shared the bounty of the US through mail and parcels received
by their neighbors. A few quotations will illustrate the impact of this
flow of mails

People see a clear denial of the supposed
American misery in the letters and parcels
they receive from friends and relatives in

the US. The parson in our village received
parcels from his aunt and uncle in the US al-
most every two weeks, even recently. They
sent him a winter coat and another overcoat,
excellent material for a cassock, ard they
also sent a lot of clothes for his sister's
daughter. The parson was even able to glve
away a lot of presents from the American
parcels. I got some of 1t myself. A garden-
er who had many children and others also often
received parcels recently. Most of the tims the
letters which came to the village from America
had money in them. People always used to talk
in the village about these valuable parcels and
sald that whers people could afford them they
could not be living in misery, and the working

- man does not have to live off a dung heap.

(056/10-11)

« s s My uncle sert me a couple of letters from

the US that revealed how he was living over there;
clever people can get along and live in happiness.
The people who were unable in Hungary to appreciate
money will remain poor in the States, too. In his
letters he described two families which left

*X¢ 4O years sgo, and how they got on in the

US. The first one saved and is now well olf. ihe
second family is wasteful. They live an unsettled
1ife in the States, too. My uncle wrote that a

man like me who can save money and isn't afraid of
working will get along much better in the US than
in Hungary. That's what I think, too. The only thing
I want to kmow is that work dones will be pald lor.
Other people also received letters coming [rom abroad.
So I am sure that diligent get along easily
in the Western countries.

One could get same information also from letters.
The relatives or friends living in America or who
just emigrated to America, when writing home, told
about the things they were buying, things which in
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Hungary couldn't be bought even if you worked for
them for years. Thus the comparison could be made
with countries where people are not foreed into
work competitions, but the workers have their oun
free will. At three homes of my acquaintances
letters or parcels from America arrived from time
to time . They also sent snapshots which told us a
lot, too: they were well dressed and had cars. One

' could see from the photographs that they have free-

dom there, ons could feel it somehow. One of them
wrote that they go from New York to California to
spend their vacation, which lasts a month. They also
have money ard can go wherever they please. It is '
not the Party that tells them where to go. This lat
ter reasoning was naturally not written in the let
ter, it was we who thought of it. (058/3)
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Mass Media

While personal commnication was the most important source of
these Mungarians' images of America, only 28 per cent of the respondents
memed il as their sole source. Fewer still, only 9 per cent, mentioned
mass media as ‘their exclusive source of information. Fifty-six per cemt
of the respondents said their infornation about the US came Zrom both
personal and mess communication.#* Their comments illustrate the ways in
which the two kinds of media interact to maintain and reinforce their
images of America.

In many cases it is clear that VOA hae served to reinforce a
conception about America which was originally derived from the experiences
of friends. This was true of a young mother ﬁm first learnad from the
letters of a former neighbor that farms could be freely bought and sold
in America.

Thirty years ago a young Hungarian woman went to
thicago from a village ten miles fror "1, to

work as a cook, In the US she married a Hungarian-
American. Soon enough they were able to buy a small
farm. Today they have another huge farm . . . . She
keepa writing letters home and sending one parcel
after another to relatives and acquaintances. (05L/17)

When this woman was questioned about VOA's presentation of American life she
mentionsd having this same point made on the air:

# Fifty-8ix per cent of the respondents specifically mentioned foreign

broadcasts as a source of images of America., Five per cent of the re-
spondents derived these images solely through projection, which is

discussed below. Two per cent got their images solely from other sources,
like courses in school and travel,
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To me the VOA described American freedom well,

the free chodce and changing of the place of work,
the possibility of -free movement (from place to
place) and the good results that can be achieved
with diligent work. These broadcasts also showed
that farms or houses could be bought and sold freely.

(o5L/17)
Another respondent, a young man, began his description of life
in America by explaining how he knew of the high living standard of Amer-
ican workers through the experiences of acqualntances who had emigrated:

About three to four years ago & locksmith and a
joiner emigrated to the US. Both wrote home that
they already had their own house and their own
antomobile . . . « People sald that the Amerdcans
made 2 lot of money, comsid that workmen can
afford to buy such things. (035/10)

Later, when gquestioned about VOA's presentation of American life, he in-
dicated how VOA broadcasts had confirmed this impression.

VOA once drew a very fine comparison between a
worker in the US and the USSR, and explained how
long a worker in the USSR must work to be able to .
buy the same things as a worker in the States.

This expresses the difference in the standard of
living best. (03%/10)

Just as VOA broadcasts reinforce the information received from
personal sources, so the latter information helps to conflrm the credi-
bility of the VOA.

By describing the life of the workers, the Voice
of America sets workers back home agog. As a re=
sult of letters from their relatives and friends
abroad, as well as dollar remittances, they know
how truly the VOA speaks, and in consequence their
bitterness againast today's Communist world grows
continually. (036/10)
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The VOA gives the best answer to Communist propa-
ganda when it speaks about the truth of American
conditions. The true facts prove its information.
Hungarians had returned from American captivity
looking well and wearing good clothes, while those
who had been prisoners of war in the Soviet Union
returned sick and in rags. (0L9/21)
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Pro.‘[uctim

There is atill a third process which serves to reinforce the
favorable images of the US held by Hungarian respomients. Because they
hata the way of life mpooed on them by the Commnist regime, and because
the US is to them the most powerful symbol of opposition to Communism,
they project on to the American way of life the opposite of all that they
dislike in their own. At least 60 per cent of the respondents clearly
did some projecting of this kind. Most of these people had soma contrete
images from other sources on which to base their projections, but five
per cent bullt their images practically entirely by simply ascribing to
America the opposite of all the difficulties and annoyances of daily life
in Hungary. A good example of this was a woman who, although she claimed

— to have had high school training, was completely lgnorant of anything out-
side the rounds of her daily life. All that she knew about America was
that the sister of some acquaintances of hers had become wealthy there.
For the rest, her image of America reads like a catalogue in reverse of
what she did not like in Hungary. At the end of her statement she pieced
together — with no information at all -- a pleture of American government
based on bita of her local experience gernished with some Communist propa-
gandat

I know only what I learmed in school. Besides this,
there was a Hungarian woman in our neighborhood who
came home [rom the US for a month's vigit a few
years ago. It must be a rich country because poor
Hungarians went there and in a couple of decades
they acquired something. This woman who visited

her factory-worker brothers in 'I' had

to become the owner of her own [factory in the States,
and she could afford to send packages to her rele-
tives constantly. She surely had to work & lot, but

IFOR, Inc.
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people in Hungary do the same. Nevertheless they
cannot get the same returns as in America. I don't
know why this is. I think their wages are higher.
I'm sure they don't have to work two months for
the price of a single suit, like in Aungary. Further-
more, you cannot even buy everything in Hungary.
For instance, all last summer even cheap summer
dress material disappeared from the market. This
cannot happen in America because the reason that
it disappeared in Hungary was that they took it
to Russia. Meanwhile we have to wear trash. We
didn't have children's shoes the whole summer,
either. (There were no children's shoes in the
stores.) I cemnot believe that such a thing could
happen in America. (Question: Suppose it should
happen in the States, however; what would the cit~
izens do?) I don't know. (Question: Would they
it not. dare say a word because of fear of the police?)
i I don't know, but after all this camnot happen, be-
cause they don't take sway goods from there to Russia.
They certainly don't work on the basis of work norms.
Or possibly they do, but in that case they don't raise
the work norms every half year so that finally no one
can fulfill them. They finish their working hours
and then they can quistly go home. They don't have
| to go to meetings, and they don't have to0 run around
- for food, standing in line in different places. Be-
cause of this they have more free time, The Party
Secretaries cannot interfere with one's free time.
I ewen don't think that there is a Party. (Question:
who directs the population, if there is no Party?)
A Party is not necessary for this. The factory man-
agement directs them. Besides this, the Mayor di-
rects them., (Question: Where does the Mayoar get his
suthority from?) He 1s elected by the high ranking
o officials in the Town Hall. (Question: This is the
1 town; how is the nation run?) The entire United States
i is run by the King. (Question: Did you hear sbout an
= American Fing?) I didn't hear sbout an American King,
but I guess he must run the country. They have special
people to make laws = they are the lawmakers. I think
they acquire higher and higher positions by studies,
tut I cannot say who puts them in charge of making
the laws. (006/5-6)

ey e T T

The last part of this quotation is an atypical bit of fantasy;
but this woman's statements to the effect that low wages, shortages, food
queues, work norms and compulsory attendance at political meetings must
certainly not exist in the US are typical of the projective comments made

by most respondents.
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Effects of Communist Propaganda on Hungarians' Images of America

From all that has been said, it 1s clear that the Commnists
have set themselves a difficult task in trylng to convince Hungarians
that American working men are impoverished, oppressed and exploited.
Nevertheless, there are indications in the interviews that Communist
propaganda is not totally ineffective. Despite their attempts to put
up a psychological resistance to it, and desplte the help they get from
the material provided by foreign broadcasts, a few respondents admit that
their belief in American prosperity was shaken by the constantly reiterated
Communist "line." One man who left Hungary "because of hunger and misery"
felt that many others were prevented from leaving precisely because the
Communist propaganda had led them to doubt that things were any better
in the West. He himself, although he "knew that Americans are not im-
poverished" had mot been quite sure what to believe.

I could not know that it would be exactly like
this because I had not been here before, but I
did think it would be something 1ike this. Those
who had been in American prisoner-of-war camps
in 19L5 told me about this. But I still did not
think it would be this good. This is one of the
reasons why people at home are uncertain about
their escape plans. The Communists keep stuffing
their heads with talk that there is misery in the
US, too. The few people who beliewe this wonder
what would happen to those who escape if even
America 13 in misery. 1 knew that the Americans

are not impoverished but I did not know exactly
either, just how things are. (02L/11)

To take quite a different example of the unwitting absorption of
Commnist propaganda, some respondents believed the Communist claims that
the US was using chemical warfare in Korea,® They counted this a hopeful

¥ See pp. 365 - 368,
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indication o’ US strength, and not, &as the Communists intended, a proof

Ty

3 of American immorality. Should Hungarians lose hope that the US will

i eventually liberate them, however, beliefs liks this might be turned to
America's discredit. The capacity to maintain a spiritual resistance
to the Mt outloock is probably greatly dependent on the stremgth
of this hope for liberation. Once disillusionment sets in, the motiva-
tion to resist d:l.l_l:l.ninhaa. This thought was clearly expressed by one

respondent who had undoubtedly experienced the process personally, He
pointed out that people who were losing faith in America themselves

B ceased to "mind" the Communista' anti-American propaganda and began to
half believe what the Communists were saying about life in the US.

Until the dictatorship of the Communistas becams
clear in Hungary after World War 1I, people trusted
3 the US wery much, with the exception of the Com-
B mnists. The war-time air ralds did not shake

that trust because people thought that they were

a part of the war against the Germans. However,
people then saw the lack of American assistance

and the successful elimination of the (power of)
the Small Holders' FParty by the Communists, and

as a result a certaln disinterest and resignation
took hold of the people. People thought this hap-
pened because the US did not balance the aid given
to the Communists by the Soviet Union. Disinterest
and resignation have increased more and more lately.
There are more and more people who do not mind the
anti-American propaganda of the Communists, and who
. say that it does not pay to have hopes.in aimerica

: and to think about emigration. There (in the US),
{ %00, &4 man's life is nothing but very hard work and
one cannot hope for a better world from there, either. \
(060/15-16)

Thie process may be further facilitated by the fact, al-

T R T

ready discussed in this report, that people who are losing faith in
America tend to become somewhat disaffected with fareign broadcasts

R T L LT
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as well, which, in turn, probably increases their vulnerability to
domestic propaganda.®* The great bulk of Hungariana, however, continue to
hope that liberation will come ard to believe in America as the land of
opportunity and wealth.

One 1:;130:: where Communist propaganda tends to be highly ef-
fective, as is well known, is among children. A mumber of respondents
alluded to the fact 1in discussing how Hungarians feel about the US.
They pointed out that the predominant favorable images were no longer
being effectively transmitted to the younger generation. The children
are educated in Commnist-run schools and their mothers, who must spend
long hours at work in factorlies and after that stand for hours in queunes
to make the famlly purchases, have no time to counteract the influences
the children are exposed to in school. Besides, as one respondent who
described this situation pointed out, parents are often umwilling to
contradiet the Communist dogma they hear from the mouths of their
children for fear of ﬁut.t-ing into trouble. The ninetsen-year-old re-
spondent who made this point, after painting a wery favorable picture
of the US himelf, went on to say:

Of course, not everybody knows this at home,

especially nmot the children who are being taught
something quite different. They wlll see everything in
a quite different light unless their parents teach :
them differently . They would be surprised, for ex-
ample, if they came to Austria and saw how much

better 1t is here. They were taught quite differ-
.ently. They learned that production was lagging

¥ See Part 1, (hapter 111 for & discussion of the 12 per cent ol VOA
listeners who expressed disillusionment with VOA. See also the dis-
cussion on pp. 289 - 290,
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and that the workers were unwilling to work for
the low wages, and that they had no homes and
were forced to roam the streets., They learned
that those who were displeased with the situa-
tion were immediately arrested, amd that prlisons
were belrg bullt for the workers, and that they
were being sent to forced labor. I saw new ele-
mentary textbooks which included such things.
There are, however, wonderfully beautiful things
in the textbooks sbout the Soviet Union. They say
that hospitals are being bullt there one after
another, while in America none such are built
because no one cares about the health of the
people . The yourger children believe in this,
unlesa their parents or elder brothers and sisters
tell them differently. There is, however, less
and less enlighteming of the chlldren, because
non-Communist people become less and less mumerous.
The men are being deported, ete. Other people do
not dare tell the truth to their children, because
they might get into trouble if the children men-
tioned this at school. Many parents therefore
think that it will be time enough to tell the truth
to the children when they grow older. But it is
?audhlu that by that time it will be too late.
023/13)
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The extent to which the learning process described in this quotation can

s e e

supplant the older process by which Hungarian children learned about the
golden land of America will unquestionably be important in the formation

.

y of the image of America to be held by future adult Hungarians.
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Suzmary

The most pervasiwe and important source of Hungarians' favorable
images of ‘merica is hearing about it, at first or second-hand, from their
compatriots who have come to imerica and prospersd. Eighty-four per
eent of the umm mentioned exposure to images of America from
such a personal source. In Yungary today, foreign broadecasts play an
important role in keeping these images alive ami protecting them against
corrosion by Communist propaganda; fifty-six per cent of the respondents
mentiorned getting some information about America from this source. Sixty
per cent of the respondents constructed at least some of their images of
America by sheer projection -- & process of ascribing to the US the op=-
posite of all that most annoys them in Hungarian life. Although there
is evidence in the interviews that a mumber of respondents have umnwitting-
ly absorbed some of the Commnist ﬁti-ﬁnarinin propaganda, 1t is probably
safe to say that as long as present-day adult Hungarians contime to hate
the regime and to hope for liberation from the US, their images of this
courtry are not likely to underge much change. The children, however,
are being taught that Soviet Russia and not America is the land where
people prosper, and this fact may well affect the images of imerica which
will be held by the Hungarians of the future. |
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IMAGES OF THE WOHLD

photocopy may not be furthe .m HO f
fsteibuted without the apeeiéle bomoci HHMTUTION NOTICE: MATERIAL MAY
ion of the Hoover Institution Acchives. i - 3 B BY COPYRIGHT

Sumbnd Colinia sipoi b~ LAW (TITLE 17, U.8. cooe)



E = 320 -

CHAPTER I
THE KOREAN WAR

Introduction

All the respondents were aware that there is a war going
minl{um.ﬂm;tufthl{ﬂpnrmnt}knnthtthn!hﬂhﬁnm and
South Koreans are fighting against each other. There were, however, 28
peopls who were under the impression that the Koreans are united in
fighting against the forces led by the Americans.

In the analysis which follows, ths opinioms of these two groups
will be discussed separataly. mmnu, the 28 respondants who
did not know about the existance of two separate states in Korea will be
referred to as "uninformed.” The majority, even though many of them had
erronsous notions about other aspects of the Korean situation, will be
designated "informed" respondents.
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Ideas About the Korean War Among fInformed" Respondents
Respondents who are informed to the extent of knowing about

t.h-pu‘hwnrldi'uHdi?iﬂmdxuminhhuappminglhhaputﬂ-
responsibility for the Korean War at the door of the Russians. They
belisve tha fighting broke ﬂt“lr"ﬂlt:ﬂfﬂ_ﬂltlﬂ:ﬁlliﬂnlﬂi
that the United States is involved in the war for reasons of defense
rather than aggrandisement. They consider the anti-Communist sids stronger
and able to win the war, though some wonder why this has not already
happened. As things stand at present, not many people believe that the
Korean War holds important implications for the future of Hungary, though
there is some feeling that if Korea should develop into World Wer III,
Hungary might then look for liberation.

— Responsibility for the War

One-fifth of the "informed® Hungarian respondsnts claim to
have no idea how the war in Korea got started, but the mejority are con-
vinced that the North Koreans wers the aggressors. Two out of 3 of these
interviewses said in effect that the fighting started whem the North
Korsan Communists inveded South Eorea. Not & single respondent goes along
with the proposition that the South Koreans were the aggressors, but one
psrson said that the United States started the war. For the rest, 2
mmtmugmmetMm;zumﬂwd
civil war breaking cut betwsen Communists and non-Communists without
mmmﬂuummﬂm;m3ﬂdmtmuulﬁ-pmﬂu
at all.
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Rl Table L2

WHO STARTED THE KOREAN WAR

mt"m‘mmmlnilnilﬁ'ﬁ‘
Uﬂ.tﬁdﬁhhl--.---------- 1
Other explanation « « « « s s« « s s s a B
M'tm qt-i-t-tinjil'ﬂ
mt“ml.ilil.I.'Iiii h
Total Cases (100%) = (72)

The one respondent who believes that the United States was
the aggressor in Korea is s young man of 19 who was about to graduate
from commercial high school, but fled from Hungary in order to avoid the
draft. He knows that Korea at one time belonged to Japm, but thinks that
Ngomehow it must have becoms a colony of the United States aftar World
War II." According to him, "perhape two or threes years ago, ths US
started the Korean War because it saw its colonial rule threatensad.®
&mmmtthnmiatmmmrplthmhldhuutbnutlm

- and constructed his own interpretation -- cns which, while making the US
the sggreasor, is not altogether anti-Ameriocans
According to the newspapers back howe, the

its replacement by Commumist rule. It might
glso be poseible that the US will try to reach
the Soviet Union through Korea. (08L/15)
Ths 15 pesople who said they did not know how the fighting
started can actually be sub-divided into 2 groups. Most of them were
pecple who, for warious reasons, appear to have missed the initisl

reports. Either from lack af‘ interest, or because news was inaccessible

1¥H, Tne.
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It to them at the time the fighting sterted, they knew wthing aboit the

| events which precipitated the war, snd apparently nwer bothernd to fill
b -

l; in this gep in their information:

f Korea 18 so far away from Hungary -- somewhars

| near China at the sea — that I was not inte ssted

: ‘back home in what was hajpening tho:s. I don't

‘mow how this war started. (0L8/10)

I I was in prison when war broke out, and it wis

; only later that I heard about it. Korea was

.j: : divided into two parts. One part us supportad

f by the Amsricans, the cther by the Soviet Uiion.

The Korean population frught esch other, but I

wouldn't know which par\ attacked the other.

(078/16)

i There were a few pecple in this group, lowsver, iho were unable to dacide
which of two versions they had heard was the correct ons. One of thase,
8 L5=year cld housewife who moved in profussional circle:, said:

I According to the Communisti, the Americans

! touched off the EKorean war, However, it i: the

' gensral conviction of peop!: in Hungary that

p ' exactly the opposite happamd, and that the

Russians made the Korean Cammnists start
an attack perhaps 3 years ajo . . . . I don't

know exactly who started th¢ war against whom,

| and why the Amoricans were there, (05%/13)
| A majority of the respondents, hovever, evidently hid no problea
deciding between the Communist and non-Cormnist nﬁioni of how the wav
startad. For them, the issue was cut and dried. Thare was no doubt 7x
their minds that "the North Koreans atiscked the South Koreans." (025/12)
They .'-r- mn of the discrepancy hWetwesn the Commmunist and anti-Commnolst
; versions of how the war started, and they chose to belisve the antl-

Communrists, This was the case, in part, because the anti~Communi.:: wersion

f “itted in battsr with their imags of the Commnists:
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I heard two explanations sbout how the war
started. The Communists claim that the South
Koreans invaded Morth Korea. According to the
Western broadcasts, tha North Koreans attacked
South Korea at the instigation of the Russians,
who claimsd Korean territory. I believed the
latter and so did my friends, because I lnew
‘how eager the Russians were to get close to
th-IllluirSn-mtnth-hurtuth
(050/12)

Reporta of early victories for the North Koreans were also

instrumental in meking these Hungarians suspicicus of the idea that tbe
Sonth Koreans had been the sggressors. They assumed that the attackers
would be better prepared than the attacked, and reasoned from thils that
the South Koreans could not have taken the offensive:

The Communiste started the Korean war. This i
proved by the fact that the North Koreans gainsd
hrr:l.tar,rinthh.ﬁmingufthlnr. If the
Americans had started the war, they would have
— _pmtﬂmmumhlwthntthlrumld
have dafeated their ensmies within a short time.
(073/16)

Regardless of the Communist statement to the
contrary, the Eorean War started with the attack
of the North Eoreans sgainst the South Koreans.
This was proved by the initial successes of the
.North Koreans, This slso showed that the South
Koreans were unprepared, and that the Communist
charge that the South KEoresans wsre ithe aggressors
could not be maintained. (063/19)

ST T AT NS T T I S e e e TR

ey

T TS et s e

It further appsars that while it is the North Koreans who are
considersd to be the immediate aggressors, it is the Soviet Unioa which
is charged with the full responsibility for the outbreak of the war.
Three-fifths of ths respondents who lebelled the North Koreans the
aggressors explicitly referred to Bussia’s instigation of the attaeck.

In discussing how the war ceme shout, these respondents often referred
to Russia's influence ir the North Horesn Govermment, and incicated that

they falt the North Eoreans ware acting on ordsrs from I_!num'ﬁ.,

o’ Inc.
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The Communist puppet govermment (of North Korea),
established under Soviet cccupation, had received
instructions and arms from the Soviet Union, and
with that it started off to conquer South Horea.
(098/20)

Until the end of World War II, Korea was & part
of Japen or China., Immadiately after the war, the
American and Russisn cccuplers sstablished
separate sones there, The Northern part ceme under
Russian, and the Scuthern part came under Amsricar
suthority. What I mean is, that each country had
& control commission in the respective parts of
Eorea. The 38th parallel was the border betwesn
the two sonss. There was a Communist government
in North Kores, under Russian influence, and
porhsps during the spring or summer of 1951, it
launched the North Korean forces across ths 36th
parallel sgainst the South Koreans. (099/17)

~ Respondents who referred to the war s a "military and political
arterprise of the Soviet Union® (092/28), cbvicusly see the Koresn sstion

in the context of Russia's desire for world domination, rather thun as an

:‘-ﬁﬂllﬂdﬂ'-l‘ntn While this view was articulated by only z alnoriiy of the
totel sample in connection with the question of who started the wmr, the
belief that Mescow is dirscting ths North Koreans from behind the scenss
is sctually quite widespread. This emerges quite clearly ian ths respcnd-
ente ' discussion of the participants and ti:-!.r respective aims.

The Participsnts
Genarelly spesking, the "informad® rutpqn_innt.a think of <ha
Korean Wer as a sort of "indirect” battle between the Soviet Undca exd

the United States. According to most respondents, the North Koreais and
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name specific countries which are fighting with the Americans in South
Korea, the US is thought to be the commanding figure on that side.

Participants on the Communist Side. In the opinion of the
overwhelming majority of these "informed" respondents, the North Koreans
are being assisted in their fight by the Chiness and Russians. The

presence of Chinese is attested to by 90 per cent of the respondents; and
89 per cent claim that Russia has a hand in the conflict.
uthnﬁ.gurtiindiut-,-;vmponﬁmtlnidthltbothﬁhtﬂn
and Russians are fighting with the North Koreans. They make a distinotion,
however, as to the kind of activity each of these groups is engaged in.

Table g:
PARTICIPANTS ON THE COMMUNIST SIDE

North Koreans, Chinese and Russians
North Koreans and Chinees. . . « .« .
mh“mdmnv - s ®
m““m " ® ® B = = g =& =

82%
u .
(4

" & = @
e ® = @
" 8 @ @
& g @ ®
e 42 & =

3
Total Cases (100%) = (12)

It is generally agresd that the Chinese are in the lines,
fighting side by side with the Horth Korean soldiers. There is, however,
a certain lack of unanimity regarding how and why the Chinese came to be
in Eorea.

On the one hand, there is a fairly large group of people, like
the respendent who said "in the North, North Kcreans and Chinese are
fighting® (015/16), who appear sisply to mccept the fact that Chinese
soldiers are to be found on the Communist side. A few other peocple
cocmment upon the wvoluntary nature of their participation:

TPOE, Inc.
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On the other hand, st least half of those who said that

4 Chinese scldiers were to be found in the ranks of the Commnists ex-
pressed active disbelief regarding the voluntary nature of their presence
there, Some just referred to "the so-called Chinese volunteers" (036/15),
but others were actually scornful of the idea that the Chinese might
have volunteered, md almost seemed indignant that anyone would expect
them to believe such a story, They even explained at length why it
appears to them ridiculous to assume that the Chinese had acted of their
ovn volition in joining the North Koreans. In this connectiom, they
mention the modern equipment with which the Chinese fight, press reports
extolling the enthusissm of the Chinese volunteers, the sxtremely large
number of Chinese said to be fighting in Korea, and the improbability of

anyons in a Communist-contrclled state doing anything voluntarily. A
few examples of such statements follow:

TR A ] S

T R T T T

)

. The striking enthusiasm with which Communist
volunteers rushsd into the fight, according to
Compurist news sources, made it clear in Hungary
from the first moment that this was the same
type of entimsissm with which Hungarian kulaks
and small peasants offer their lands for col-
lective farming. Another proof of the fact that
this is not actually a matter of Chinese volun-
teers is that nowhsre in the world can a volun-

~ teer army be found which, even after such heavy
losses, would contime fighting. (021/39)
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« o « China entered the war at the intervention
of the Soviet Undon. Communist propaganda pro=
claimed that Chinese volunteers had gone to defend
their brothers in race. This statement, however,
is ridiculous. If they were really volunteers,
there might be 8 or 10 thousand perscns, but not
the nesrly one millien who are fighting in Korea.
It is almost impossible that volunteers would be
equipped with the most modern heavy weapons, planes
and tanks like the Chinese who are fighting in
Korea, (049/26) '

There are also Chinese troops in Korea, which the
Communists call 'volunteers'., VOA or RFE made a
very appropriate remark about these volunteers,

saying that these trocops volunteered to fight in
Eorea just as the Hungarian worker volunteers to
ta&ke part in output competitions. That is, if

they didn't go to Korea, they would be sent to

interrment camps or to the rack, (039/12)

Opposed to them (the anti-Commmnists) are the liorth
Koreans ard the Chinese. The Commmists say these
are voluntsers, but we Imow because of the hospital
personmsl sent from Hungary to Eorea that, under

= the Commmists, volunteers are thoss who cammot
avoid obeying the demand of the Party. That's the
way it sust be with the Chinese volunteers too.
(7/13)

As far ss Russia is concermed, respordents vary in their idess
sbout what sad how she is eontributing to the Communist war effort, For
mmtpﬂ,m,ﬂmmm“"hhmthth#mh
is a "supporting® or "mofficial® one, rather than one which inwolves
her directly or officially in fronteline fighting.

Approximstely one-quarter of the respondents who speak of
Russisn participation do refer to the presence of Russian soldiers in
lorea. Same of these people describe the North Korean line-wp in such a
way as to indicats they believe thset Russia has sent her own trocpe to

the fromt:
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e « o o The Russisns are supporting (the North
Koreans) with soldiers and weapons. (053/11)

Russlans and Chinese volunteers are fighting in
Korea sgainst the Americans, (086/16)

o & = .Ihlﬂﬂlthn-th:tﬂudmnldim
are fighting there. (078/16)

Others believe thet Russian sssistance in manpower ls limited to pilots
who fly the planes which the Soviet Union is supplyings
One can lsarn from the press that the Russians

There is some feeling among these respondents that Russia prefers not to
have 1t knowm that her troops are engaged in the battle. Thus, one respond=
ent salds

Chinese are also fighting on the side of the
Communists, hﬂﬂﬂﬁmm,mw
kesp it secret. (058/13)

Another group of sbout the same sise baliewes that Russia is
supporting the North Koreans with the materials of war, but is not actively
perticipating in other respects,

The Soviet Union does not participste in this war

The Bussians ere not fighting officislly, but
{mm,ﬂmmumumm
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B L The largest proportion of the respondents who mention Russiem
J{' '

4 participation in Korea apparently subscribe to the notion that Russis is
} the power behind the throme. This may be said to be the case for those
¢

i respondents who believe that Russia instigated the war, evem though they
i sadd nothing more specific than that about Russia's activities. In

i‘ addition, however, there were those who explicitly said that Russia is
b directing the war from behind the scenes. Although these pecple may

2 believe that Ruseis is also contributing war material, they do not

., specifically state this, FRather, they emphasize the fact that Russia is
§ quietly contrelling things from the rear.

b It 1s possible thst the Russiens have no srmed

[ forces in Korea, But the situstion in Korea is

I exactly 11ke that in Fungary, where the army is

E WW%Mlﬂhﬁumn

Bl (073/16) .

Now the Chinese are fighting in the

:

wi

; Russian help. The Russians are chasing them into
i the fight the rear. . . . At the same time,
i the Russisns do not intsrvems openly,

and only
direct the whole thing from the resr, (075/13)

=

rTwT‘ T T . Ty e e T
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M,mmmlmlmnrmummmt
indicate precisely how they visuslised what Russia is contributing (other
than vague aid) to the Nerth Koremn side. Such pecple made statements
1ike ", , . ane side is supported by the Russians® (008/9), or "the
Russians began helping the Northermers® (024/16), or "South Korea . . .
was invaded and overrun . . . by the North Korems, helped by the
Russians.® (025/13) _

Underlying most of these statements regarding Russimm particis
nummhumummm-mmwm
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she fears that open involvement would provoke a new world wer. This

.|_.

i sentiment was articulated even by one of the respondents who thought that
:i Russian troops were physically present in Korea:

!. ;

: o o o It 18 probsble thst Russia is also sending

i soldiers to South Korea, disguised as volunteer

: troops. Should Russia openly enter (the Koresn

war), then a world war would bresk out that very

i minute, (051/15)
Participants on the Anti-Communist Side, Although many of the
" Hmtlknuithutpbqnhnﬂurﬂunthaﬂ_-uﬂmmwm
South Koreans, the United States is generslly viewed as the dominant

l figure on the South Korean =mide. '

: "'Int-mngmmm-mmmw-gumnm

u ]

s against the North Koreams, only one of the "informed" respondemts did not
i : name the United States. A majority of these respondents also said that

other nations were present. Thus, more than tWo-fifths of them referred
to the UN as well as the US; and a third as many, though they made no
reference to the UN, spoks of other countries fighting slong with the
United States.® Iwo-fifths of the respondents, however, mentioned only
the United States.

S e e g

SEST T =g e

' PARTICIPANTS ON THE SOUTH KOREAN SIDE

3 Tnited States and TN o o o o oo o o 0 v o » o hSE

United Btates and other foreign coumtriss®™ , , 15

' ) Mmaut“m tuntiﬂﬁnuiuan”

i N, but no mention of the United States . . . 1

! Total Cases (100f) = (72)

.- B

i - with the Americins were: France (named by 6 peopls), England (named
Wﬁ; anc Australis (named by ). Turkey, Creece, Germany, Swedem, Canada
i';i.,ﬂ ) :ﬂ"ﬁ- Aﬂuﬂuhﬂuﬂm‘mdn'-nﬁuu&htﬂl'mﬂu,
HL but no one of these was named by more than 3 individuals. .
0 i ﬁmlmuﬂ
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Mtogether, therefore, three-{ifths of the respondents think
of the South Koresn forces as in some sense involving international
cooperation, while the rest consider it a unilatersl action on the part
of the United States,

0f those who describe the assistance being given the South
Koresns as international in nature, the majority msy be said to view it
as formal (1.e. undertaken by an international organization which existed
prior to the outbreak of hostilitles), while the remsinder evidently
think of 1t as an informal actiom on the part of the nations involved,

In the first place, there are the 32 respondents who refer to
the presence of UN forces in Korea, Such people may be said to consider
the action a formsl one.® Many of them refer to the fact thst the nations
involved "are fighting under the United Natioms flag". (0L9/26) A few
of them give more explicit evidence that this is thelr understanding of
the situstions )

In Korea, Americans, South Korems, Fremch, English,
Dutch, Creek and Turkish troops are fighting against
North Eoreans and the so-called Chinese volunteers. .
. - The (N troops help smaller nations toward which

the Russians extend their tentacles. Therefore, the

question of the Eorem attack was brought before the
N which sent police troops into Korea. (005/13)

# Such an interpretstion seems Justiflied in the light of the fact thab
most respondents who referred to the UN in comnection with the Koream
wvar knew what the organizstional character of the UN iz. In a later
section of the interview, respundents were asked about the WH, Only
une-third of them had an accurste picture cof it, However, of those
mmummumdmmﬁﬁmuhhrn,T cent
hdnmmufmmﬂmmnﬂthm Thie
mesns that enly 22 per cent E?puph)nfthuuuhnimmﬂlnl
participant on the South Korean side either had no kmowledge of the UN
or had misconceptions about it,

EFE' Inﬂ_u
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T!ﬂufthnpmplummﬂufmﬂMHMIpmm
on the side of the South Koreans without mentioming the UN indicats that
they too consider the action a formal one. These respondents believe
that the countries are cooperating because of Atlantic Pact comm tments,
although their information sbout the makeup of NATO is somewhat inaccurate:

In accordance with their mutual assistance obliga=
tions undertaken in the Pact, the nations umited

under the Atlantic Pact are participating in the '
Eorean war on the Mmerican side. For instance,

there are Swedish planes there, (087/17)

The rest of the people who talk of various commtries fighting
with the South Koremns seem to regard the action as spontanecus, informal
cooperstion among the nations involved, This at least would appear to
be the case for the respondents who, like ths one quoted below, made no

reference to any agreement or organization binding the participants:

In order to stop the advance of the Russims, the
free nations have given military support to the
South Koreans. The USA, England, Australia, France,
Turkey and others have all sent troops. (052/15)

Emmhthmmmﬁufﬂnprﬁciplﬂm-
opersting on a completely informal basis:

The armed forces of the United States, later
Joined by volunteers from Westerm nations, went
%o the help of the non-Commmists, (036/1k)

There are Australians and manmy other volinteers
the Commmists in Korea on the

fighting
US side, (097/8)

On one sids, there are the Communists = Chinese,
Koreans and supposedly Russisns, too — ard on

the other side there are the nationalist Koreans
and the foreign volunteers: Cermam, French and
American volunteers. (059/13)
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Whether or not they referred to the assistance offered South
Korea as intarnational or unilateral, the comments indicate that im
general respondents consider the United Ststes the all-important figure
on the South Korean side.

Thus, 39 per cent of the respondents are under the impression
that the United States is the only foreign nation fighting with the South
Koreans. Obwvioualy, for them, the US is the dominant figure on the anti-
Commurist side.

Angther 19 per cent of these Hmgarims spesk of the US as the
initiator of the movement to aid the South Koreans. In this sense, they
too put the US in a position of primary importances:

In Korea, on the Southern side, the Allied natioms
(are fighting); . . . the Sou front includes:
British, Canadian, Americen, Australisn, Turkish,
French, South Koresn and some other troops, under
the flag of the N . . . . The US was the first to

hasten to help the attacked South Koreans, and then
ons after the other, the other Allies joined her.

(ooly/10)
Through the initiative of the US, the South Koreans
are being aided by 20 (member) countries of the W.
(082/17)

Ten per cent of the respordents appear to consider the United
E‘bltudthrﬂ:gnfﬂdﬂurginhhm#mmtm
fighting wnder the UN flag. Some say this in so many words; others
indicate it by implication or by reference to the American generals who

have commanded the UN troops:
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It is a heavy responsibility which America had
to apsume there (in Korea), The handling of
the worst difficulties in the Korean situstion
was left licy and Americam troops
in order Korea might be saved and the

3

e » » Merican mnd other UN troops hurried to
help the South Koresns. The UN troops ineluded
English, Australisn, New Zealand, Benelux and
other umnits. These wmita are now under the come
mand of the American Gemeral, Ridgway. Ceneral
MacArthur was the commander of the UN troops
prior to Ceneral Ridgway, but he was diamissed
because he wanted to extend the Korean war to
China and President Trumsn disagreed. /0728/10-11)

A small group of people (8 per cemt), while they do not mention
America‘'s role as decision-meker, nevertheless give her predominance as
the heaviest contributor of mampower among the foreign troops fighting
sgainst the Commmists:

Their (the Commmists') opponents are the none
Commmist Koreans, and the troops of the [N mesber
nations under the UN flag, comprised overvhelm-

ingly of Americmn troops. (060/21)

After the initisl suprise (attack), the US managed
to put a large and well=squipped may in against

IPGR, Ine.
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@ Finally, there is a group of respondents (13 per cent) whose
statements sbout the non-Comsmnist aidi.-i.wly that they conceive of it as
hinglugﬂlundarthqdimunnurth Americans. They tend to speak of
the opponents %o the Communists as "the American side"; or, in discussing
the dnlnrtl_nhrulrmﬁn:aglimtthﬂn—mhh, they speak of

what "the Americans want":
- mmm:-ummmth-awm...,m
i - Umited Nations have the following members:
i imerica, England, France, Belgium. I'm not sure
' uhnth-rth-nmwluﬂmmt.h-,hut
I believe there are. . - . The Americans aim
now at . « « « (090/1L)

nm:iﬂﬁp-rmtdmﬂtyufthnmpmdm:pp-uh
w#mmmahhnh;utmmt&mumw
ths South Koreans. In such cases, itil'!:lllﬂlluhiuhilthm;ﬂltufll.

BT playing the major role:

Hnnthlumnhdmmi-fo-r-hlp.suthlnun
- mmmnmwmmmm
*  Western nations to help. (080/23)

A1l in all, therefore, the respondents consider the war in
Korea an "American war® in the sense that the United States is more
deeply involved than any other mation. Thls attitude should not,
however, be interpreiti as implying a nriﬁu:lllﬁf the United States.
There is 1ittle indication that respondents feel that America has

dragged other nations into a war from which she alons will benefit.

S e T T &2 e

Rather, it seems to reflect a feeling on their part that the Undted
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% be saying that her dominant role in Korea has been thrust upon her
because of her ability to contribute more than other nations, and because
of her position as the leader in the fight against the spread of Communism,

Thamis also some indication that respondents feel that in one
sense the US is using the UN in scmewhat the same manner as the USSR is
making use of the Chinese and North Korean troops -- that is, to minimise
her participation lest she touch off a major war. There were at any rate ,
a few respondents whose comments ran along these lines:

The armed forces of the US and of other

The Aima of the Two Sides

In discussing the objectives of the two sides nuvri:hti.n‘:l.l_l
Korea, respondents made it quite clear that they consider the war to be
one between the United States and the Soviet Union. It was these two
countries, and the basic conflict dividi.ngl them, which respondents al-
most slways referred to when the subject of aims was raised,

Generally speaking, in the eyes of these refugees, Russia
appears in the familiar role of aggressor attempting to dewour still
Mrmnm0dmshhl,mthnthrhnd,umnutm

to prevent success for the Russians either now or in the future.
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Aims of the Communist Side
Two things stand out about the "informed" respondents' remarks
rngnﬂingthaﬂunfﬂmﬁmmnimm!uua._ For one thing, they sl=

;i:ff most all refer to R‘lﬂﬂﬂ.l]-lrﬂ for another, they generally describe the
’F aims of the Commmnist side as aggressive.*

i Table 45

K COMMNIST OBJECTIVES IN KOREA

E?: Rnuﬂlinuﬂlotmmfarﬂﬂtatlcpm

. (e.g. a8 a military base, as an outlet to the

r]": "hfﬂrmm}ruvnnnnunnunnqm

i Revolutionary attempt, inspired by Moscow, to

ki mmﬂrm'np-annngnpnooouau
Revolutionary attempt of Commurdste tc seise all

E_ ﬁfw* lprih.i.untiia#-innoq_.uu
Ee Russia wants to tie down Mmerican forces so that

FL.]'-_ she 18 free to act elsewhera o % 0 & 0 0o © 8 O 8 © § O 6
k_-_‘l m“-nnn-nun-ulrpponnnnqonnn
Ii:'l'_.-m Don 't know & &8 . o6 0 & ® ® 0 99 060 B8 00 0 O0C BB D Q h

B Hdmmw“,..,.,._.,.nu...nn,nﬂ
E Total Cases (100%) = . (72)
i ¥ The one respondent who said that the US had been the aggressor in
¥ Eorea evidently believes that the Communists are engaged in a defen-
eive action in Korea. Referring to the motivation of the Commumists,
; he quoted from the Commmist press:

&) According to the newspapers back home, the Communists

3 have to fight in Eorea because the US wants to beat

then the Soviet Union, after it hse consoli-
in (08L4/15)
## HRespondents classified in this made no reference to Ruesia

In their discussion of the Koresn War, the individuals in this grouwp -
did not touch directly upon the aims of the Communists. However, more
than half of them did express their ideas regarding the aims of the
antl-Communists, What they sadd in this comnection, together with their
statements regarding Ruseia’s role in instigating the North Korean ine
vasion of South Korea, indicate that these respondents, like the major=
ity, think that the Communists are sttempting to impose their rule on

FFAETETETS
§

F. Ecrea. In other words, they too tend to think of the Communists inten~
- tions as sggressive, This, then, reduces the actual number of "not

- g ascertainable" responses on Comemunist objectives smong ™“informed® re-
E-..—_ spondents to 11 per cent of the total 72 cases,

%'.
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As the Table above indicates, most of the respondents who
talked about Commmist goals see the desire for territorisl gain behind
the action of the Commnists; snd, with the exception of a fairly small
group, they explicitly mention Fuesia as having a considerable stake in
the operation. 'Otherwise, their interpretations of Russia's aims vary
primarily from the point of view of whether or not they speak of those
aims in the context of an overall plan for world dominatiom,

One=quarter of the respondents understend the motivation of
the Communists as a desire simply to bring all of Korea under Commumist
power, Half of them claim that Russia engineered the Korean Commmist
revolution because she wanted to control Forea. These respondents made
statements 1ike the following:

With propsganda and Mtﬁt, Russia persuaded

the Korean Communists to engage in an armed war,
It did not remain a cold war, as in Hugary. The

The others in this group made no referemce to Russian instigation of the
war, ©Some of them, like the respondent quoted below, spparently regard
the war as a domestic affeir, They tend to see it, in effect, as a
eivil war:s |

§

g
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In cases like the one just cited, respondents apparently assumed that
the agrression against South Korea was undertaken independently by the
Communists of North Korea. In other cases, respondents spoke only of
"the Commmists®, giving no indication as to whether or not they imcluded

t.htﬁunﬁ._-:u in this general term. One person, for exsmple, said: "The
£ war started because the Reds wanted to take possession of all Korea."
(058/13)
5 Whether or not they mentioned Russisn instigation, none of the
respordents in this quarter of the semple hinted that the Communists
nmimmmmmmmlurmm:-nm

By contrast, snother quarter of the "informed" respondents
lﬂ-itqulhﬂ-tfhnﬂlly.lﬂhhinﬁmntlihlnﬂlldlﬂﬂmﬁ-

E i e i 2o, e e S SRS 18

Aty

e T

B

E p;rtafmnnlfwnuntmluflﬂmmm“nuuhuhhmnﬂnm
her plans for world domination. According to them, "the conquest of

-

5 South Korea would be the preparstion for further sggression.” (038/15)
.L In this connection, scme of them spoke specifically of Korea's value as
E & base from which Russia could move sgainst other coumntries in her effort
b

v to spread Comrmundsms

| The Soviet Union, remaining in the background,

- launched the army of the North Korean Communist

b goverrment, which the Soviet Union is protecting,

E ageingt South Koree so they could gein a foothold

e in Xorea as a whole and thereby establish sn im-

§ portant base for the further expansion of Comsnm=-

& ist rule. (093/38) :

Because of its geographic position, Russia wantad

B to have all of Korea, in order to get nearer to

’ Jepm . . . (052/15)

:
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= Others talked in more genersl terms about Russia's world ambitionsj for
them Korea is just snother link in the chsin of aggressive moves:

Tn June 1950, the Communist Yorth Koreans
attacked South Korea with a view to occupy=- _
ing the whole peninsula, When we cbserve
the Soviets we see that they try to extend
the power of the Soviet Government &all over
the world. I think that they pursued the
_same objectives when the North Koremns at=
tacked South Kores, The same policy was
purmmdinthaﬂllkmuﬂinthlﬂlltiu
countries. (028/10)

Always, however, respondente in this group discussed Korea as a means to
l an end for the Russians, rather than ss an end in itself,

' ) Sti11 other respondents interpret the invasion of South Korea
| ulnlt.t-ptnnﬂuplrt-oftlunﬂuimtuhlpthunﬂ.ttlrrfmo!

T T R e i e e I R
e I 7. L o - L -

‘the West busy in the Far East, so that the Communists may have a free
e hand in other parts of the world, These people made comments like the
' following:

b Russia's probsble sim is to tie down American
strength and to divert her interests from Europe.

& The Communists wantsed to tie down the free nations
hhmurmuduhg)mlrmhlﬂfw

themselves slsewhere, (

There were other scattersd comments to the effect that in

bringing on the Koreen War, Russis was interested in such things as

gt

"ascertaining what countersction the United Nations are willing to under-

.Fr_? ‘take® (092/28); or "driving the Americans from Korea . o . o that the
B

i Americans won't have a base in Asia® (094/12); or creating “the oppor-
[l

b tunity for a new World War® (082/17); or getting under its contrdl the
i natural resources of South Kores.
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In any event, most respondents are convinced that the Com=
munists , be they inspired by Russia or acting on their own initiative,
want aggressively to increase the territory under Communist control.

Almg of the MNopn-Communlet Side

Just as respondents tended to talk about what Russia Imdl when
discussing the aims of the Communist side, so they t.-ud-d to conceive of
the United States as the country to be consldered in discussing the aim
of the non-Communists. By and large, the motives attributed to the United
States are more "favorable" in nature than those lttrl.ﬁutad to the USSR.

Whereas almost all the "informed" respondenta characterise the

Communists' motives as aggressive, only a few individuals see the United
States as acting purely from motives of self-aggrandizement. On the con=-
trary, most respondents think the American cbjective is to save Korea in
order to protect the interests of the mMstmld from the dangers

of Communism rempant.

Table L6

NON-COMMUNIST OBJECTIVES IN KOREA

To defend democracy, liberate Koreans from
oppreasion, stop Communist expansion or
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It 1s obvious from the responses that the assumption that

j Russia has long-range plans for taking over country after country
supplies the context within which respondents tend to interpret the
interest which the United States has in Korea.

Almost one-half of the ':l.nfprmd" respondents in discussing

the aims of the US in Korea say that she is primarily interested in 4
keeping Korea from the Communists. In this connection, some people
stress the liberation of the Korean people from the Commnist yoke:

The US aim in this war is to give freedom
back to the Korean people. (079/13)

Their intention 1s to establish a free and
independent state in Korea. (07L/15)

More often, however, emphasis is put upon the prevention of further
expansion on the part of the Commnists. The respondent (previously
quoted)who sald that Russia's interest in Korea had to do with its
geographical relation to Japan, went on to say:

In the West, they saw that this was not a

Korsan civil war, but the expansion of the

Soviet Union. In order to stop the advanece

of the Russians, murrummmn?.

military support to the South Koreans. (052/15)
A few of the people in this group also see in the Weatern action a
warnding to the Ruselans for the future:

Locking at it from the anti-Communist view-

point, it is clear that America is showing

her strength in Eorea -- ewven if on a small

scale == and is warning the Russians that

their violent expansion will be met with the

strength of the United States. (063/19)

Another 11 per cent of the "informed" respondents feel, with the

group discussed above, that America is motivated by a gemine desire

ik to help oppressed pecple resist Communist expansion, but they attribute
I!wj !nﬂn
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& to the Americans the motivation of acting in the strategic self-interest
of the United States as well. They believe that the US wants to stop the
g spread of Communism but that she is also interested in keeping a foothold

in Korea in case of an open conflict with Russia in the .futun.

The U3 is acting in self-defense in Korea against

a sneak attack. It maintains its position there

in order to have a base for invasion, and it wishes

: to prevent people in Korea and elsewhere from coming
under Communist oppression, or they want to keep this
oppression from becoming permanent. (017/13)
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Approximately the same mumber of respondents (14 per cent) go

|-1T

one step further. They express themselves in such a way as to give the
impression that they believe the US is not so much interested in assist-
ing the Koreans or keeping Communism out of Korea, as she is improving
her own strategic position. For the most part, those who spoke about
America's primary interest in Korea's strategic location were also think-

TR TR N

ing in terms of an eventual conflict between East and West:

The Americans' goal is to be able to keep, with the
help of the South Koreans, a base in this part of
Asia, They will need it in case of an eventual war --
a war vhich America would lead to destroy. Russian
Bolshevism. (09L/12)

The war began when the North Koreans attacked South
Korea. Then the Americams intervened. They would
have done this even if they hadn't wanted to help
the South EKorsans. For from South Korea 1t is only
a skip to Japan, and certainly the Reds camnot be
allowed to enter there. If they did, then all Asia
would be lost and the Russians would get Australis,
It is the aim of the USA mot to have to surrender
this important base. But that, of course, is only .
: negative. As to positive aims, I don't know what I
i can say, becsuse I can't say that the aim 1s to de-
b stroy the enemy since the Chinese could keep sending
new human material forever. (019/16)
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A handful of respondents (7 per cent) spontanecusly sald that
an American goal in Korea is to use the war as a proving ground for thelr
new weapons and military tactics, or for learning about Sovie’ weapons and
strategy. Two of the respondents in this group even consider weapons-testing
to be the nmtt.l important factor motivating American participation in the
Korean war. One of them, for example, drew a parallel in this respect
between this war and the Spanish Civil War:

The US considers the Korean War another Spanish

Civil War. They are testing their new weapons

and new strategy, with a view to applying it in
| World War III. . . . The US is preparing for a
: new World War . . - . The Americans consider it
important to defend the freedom of the Korean
people, but the "Spanish War' experience is even
more important. (0LS5/12)

i Only two individuals accuse the Americans of having imperialistic

i|
1
k

designs on Korea. £oth of them are under the impression that Korea was a
{ colony of the United States prior to the outbreak of the Korean war and
consequently believe that the US is out to maintain its hold on that
territory. Ome of these was the respondent who believed that the US
"started the Korean war because it saw its colonial rule endangered.” (08L/1k)

The belief that the US stands to profit economically from the

Korean war was far from prevalent among the respondents as a whole, however,
On the contrary, in most cases victory for the United States in Korea 1is
seen not as an end in itself, but rather as a blocking action against
i Russian expansionism in general or as self-protection in the long-run
i_ sense of hanging on to or strengthening defenses against the possibility

of an out-and-out fight with the Soviet Union in the !'lr_Eaat. In other
'. words, the US is viewed as taking a defensive rather than offensive action
in Iurti- As one respondent concluded:

_J TPOR, Inec.
|
5
may not be furthec w Hw
(i sl o fxthas authoet- : ITUTION NOTICE: MATERIAL
fon of the Hoover Institution archives. O ™™ | b BE pRoTecTED Y e

L LAN (TITLE 17, U.5. cooe)



- Jl:.ﬁ -

Korean Communists and Chinese started

s certainly by order of the Russians, in
spread Communism in South Korea and Japan.
ed the Americans, but I do not lmow
e Americans) got to South Korea. The
peace in South Korea so that she
security. These are the aims of the
ole world, but it is not possible to
‘achieve this aim all at oncé. . « o Ihe Americans
do not want to galn new territory in this part of
Asia. . . » (031/11) :
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; ' Relative th of the Two Sides
While one-fifth of the "informed " respondents say that they do

nut- kmow which of the two sides mow fighting in Korea is stronger, three-
fifths are convinced that the non-Commnists are stronger than the Com-
minists. Of the remainder, a few say that the two sides are evenly mtdr.ad.
two say the Communista are sifonger, and the others express no opinion on
this subject. '

)

Table
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3 Of those who give the anti-Commnists the advantage over the
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"the Americans are stromger” (077/11) or thet "the UN troops are stronger
than the Morthern troops."” (076/20) When people in this group explain.why
they feel this to be the case, the reason almost invariably proves to be

a belief in the 'superior technical equipment of the West. Thus, respondents
sald things like:

The Southern side is stronger., They can advance
because they have better weapons. (029/12)

That side (the US side) is g because of
the better equipment and espec because of
the excellent jet planes. Thelr great mumber
gives the American side a strong superiority
in the air, even though lately the Soviet Union
has also sent good planes to Korea. (087/17)

Another considersbly smaller group (12 per cent) offer a more

S

T L Rl P o AT

measured judgment. They acknowledge a ﬁpeﬂuﬂw in manpower for the
Communis$s, but claim that this advantage is more than compensated for
by the technical superiority and superior strategy of the anti-Communist

forces:

T
; 3

Regardless of the fact that the Commnists are

8 or 10 times superior mumerically, technical
superiority makes the American side the stromger
one. Bombs are more effective against masses
than against a small number of soldiers. The
anti-Communists are able to use them freely,

_ (ok9/26)

I think the American side is stronger because

they surpass the others in air strength and

equipment. Today, this is the erucial factar

in armed conflict. Nowhere can such armaments

be produced as in the US, and in the face of

- this superiority it can be of no vital impor= !
tance 1f the Commnists have superiority in mane-

power, even if that superiority is tenfold. (022/13)

In addition, there are those (18 per cent) who also put their
faith in the superior strength of the anti-Communist side, but who differ
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from other respondents in that they are concerned with finding some
explanation to account for the fact that the side they beliewve is

stronger has not yet won the war. GOenerally, it is thought that con~-

siderations other than military ones stand in the way of a decisive

victory for the West. One respondent, for example, said he believed
the UN side was :tltrrlinihg itself in order to avoid precipitating

T R

& major war; another suggested that the US needs the prolonged war in
order to bring its war machinery to a state of preparedness:

In order not to create the danger of the immediate
outbreak of World War III, the US and its Allies
could not do anmything but accept the Communist
claim, contrary to obvicus facts, that Communist
China was not officially fighting in Korea, and
that the Chinese forces there were only volunteers.
The increased manpower of the enemy did not hinder
the US and ita Allies in making a stand in Korea. ; )
This was made possible because of their technical
superiority and more effective strategy. The frees
mtions were forced to give up the chance for a

B decisive Korean victory, however, in order to avoid
B World War ITI, (093/28-29)

In my opinion, it is right that the war is not

being brought to an end for the following reasons:
the US is thereby able to make use of part of its
heavy industry for war production, the war material
already produced does mot became outdated, and it
can test the usefulness of its products. All that
prevents the danger of the US being attacked by the
Soviet Union. In other words, its ]
as in World War II cammot repeat itself. (098/20)

More often, however, respondents refer vaguely to “political" or "strategic®
factors to explain the situation. They do not pretend to know precisely
what these factors are, but they obviocusly are not prepared to discard

their conviction that the West is strong emough to defeat the Communists.

As a consequence, they rationalize by positing the existence of some

reason, unknown to them, to explain the present state of affairs.
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In men, the Chinese are superior; in technical
matters, the Americans. By men I maturally mean
mumber and not quality, Despite the tremendous
overseas distance and ship tonnage difficulties,
America is holding up her end splendidly. The
Southern camp is strosmger. The Americans could
declde the whole thing within a memth, il they
wished to, and if they were to use their special
weapons. The Americans have 100 per cent super-
iority in the air. It amazes me that. the Ameri-
cans do not make use of the weapons with which
the war could be decided immediately. They cer—
tainly must have some reason, but I don't know
what. My friends back home also have the impression
that the USA is stronger. (019/16)

In my opinion, the South is stronger. Their supe-
riority consists in their arms. They bombard a
gilven territory and then they advance with tanks.
They are evidently stronger; hence it must be a
matter of tactics that they d> not liquidate the
sltuation immediately. Everybody at home thinks

i that the South is stronger. I don't know what the
i motive for the delay might be; the American straie-
i gle staff knows it much better. (003/10)

o 1 don't know why the Korean War didn't end after

' the unexpected Communist invasion was beaten back.
If the US wanted to, it could have already beaten
its enemies. ‘There must be political reasons which
I don't understand to explain why they haven't done
this. There are more weapons, tanks, armored cars,
ard air force on the American side. This makes them
stronger. With the use of mechanized strength, they
can spare the lives of their soldiers better than
the Commnists can. (025/13)

S T T T
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While the majority cling to & belief in the superior strength of
the anti-Commnist forces, there were a few people whose view of the situ-
ation did not permit them to give the UN troops the edge in evaluating the
relative strength of the two oppoments. Unlike those who dismissed the
manpower resources of the Communists on the assumption that superiority
of arms is more decisive than manpower, these respondents beliewve that
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the (ommnist advantage in manpower is merely balanced by the technical
advantage of the anti-Communist side:

e

3 It is the general comviction in Hungary that the

s US and its Allies have tachnical superiority in

i the Korean War; the advantage of great masses,

kL however, is on the other side. This advantage

i is fortified by the geogrephical situation and

i the transportation problems comnected with it.

| (001/16) '

i Furthermore, two members of the sample contend that the Communists
t seem to be stronger than the anti-Communists. They are mot, however, firmly
I

: convinced of this view. Ome of them is the 19-year-cld high school student
who blamed the outbreak of the war on the United States. He sald that

L "the intervention of China assures a grest mumerical superiority in

:r-' Korea for the Commnist side, and maybe they are stronger as a result.”

t .

B (08L4/15) The other, a é0-year-old widow of a former government employee,

_.i

'g started out by saying: "The Communist Uovernment is stronger in Eorea

than its opponents, because it receives great support from the Russians
ard the Chinese whose countries border on Eorea and thus can easily
help the Korean Commnists.” Imﬁnﬂl}r after saylng this, however,
she added: "Doubtless it 1s not its (America's) aim to setile with the
Koreans there, for if it wished to do this, it would be easy through the
use of the atomic bomb." (036/1L)

Apparently respondents find support for the view that the anti-
Communist side is stronger than the Commnist side in various sources.
Soms of these sources were indicated in the comments which were made in
evaluating the relative strength of the two stdes. A few respondents,
for example, indirectly referred to news reports on the fighting when

T
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; The Americans are stronger in Korea. I presume 1t
i is because the Communists are not able to advance.

(031/11)
A few others indicated that it was the way in which current nlrn reports
! were belng handled b;r the domestic press which pmnd to them that the
Communists no longer had the upper hand in Korea:
That the Americans are winning is proven by the

fact that the Eorean news is published in the
last cormer of the page of the Hungarian Com-

-ﬂ:tp.pu;i’) tead of the more consplcuous

—-

The Southern side is much stronger and the news-
B papers at home hawe toned down their stories from
5 : the Korean front. Hardly anything is printed

1 about this now. All1 they say is that the heroic

i North Eorean forces are holding their own. From
m-lcwldmthltmqmmintrwhlm
(023/18)

Still other respondents indicated that they kmew of reports of the situa-
tlon in Korea made by Hungarians who returned from the front. One man,
fl for instance, gave the follaving account:

& A wounded Hungarian came back from Korea. He
i that when the Americans attacked there,
; the air is dark with planes and the American
5 infantry advances easily, smoking eigarettes,
across the terrain shot up by the planes, If
' the Americans are faced with a larger attack,
they calmly withdraw and wait until they can
be certain of the succeas of their counter-
attack. Such is the power of American mechan-
iged forces there that the Americans could oe-
cupy all Korea within 2L hours. With this in
mind, I have no doubt that in Eorea the Western

powers are the stronger.® (017/13-1k)

T

# Hemarks 1ike the one quoted above may be only the restatement of a rumor.
For the individual, however, the effect of the rumor may be as meaningful
as a first-hand report from someone returned from Korea. As a rumor, &
statement like this 1s also significant in showing how the hopes of the
rumor-spreaders and -hescers become blended with popular stereotypes of
Americans -- in this case, the hope for liberation by the overpowering
(Footnote contimed on next page)
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It would appear; therefore, that the majority of respondents not
only baliewe that the anti-Communist side has it within its power to win
the Korean war, but that they find confirmation for this belief readily
available in the press and through stories passed along by or about

persons returned from Korea.

Effect of Korean War on Hungary

For the most part, the "informed" respondents saw no vital con-
mection between the outcome of the Korean War and the fate of their own
country, One<half of them did speak of a relationship between the Karean
War and Hungary, but very few of these pecple felt the war can have a pro-
found effeet on conditions in Hungary; most spoke only of incidental or .

#(Footnote contimied from preceding page) might of America blends with the
— stereotype of the American who is always plentifully supplied with cigar-
ettes = to produce stories which carry conviction. It is quite posalble,
however, that these stories referring to Hungarians returned from Korea
may mot be entirely fabrication, or may at least have been based originally
on cororete fact. While the interviewees who referred to such incidents
generally did not mke clear whether or not they themselves had spoken
first-hand with a returnes from Korea, or were vague in their character-
isation of the returnee (one person, for example, said he had spoken with
& "Commnist officer” without indicating his nationality), there was one
respondent, described as an intelligent man of mature judgment by the
interviewer, who was explicit on both these points. He had this to say:
Once, while traveling om a train, I met four
Hungarian Medical Corps soldiers, and I found
out that they had just returned from Korea. They
told me that there are Hungarian doctors and
medies in Eorea, 'We don't know what the Ameri-
uunﬂir they wanted, they could have oc-
cupled

I nc.
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contingent effects. A few (L per cent) sald explicitly that "because of
its localiszation, the Korean War can have no effect on Mungary." (092/29)
The remainder did not comment upon the war in relation to Hungary.*

i T e e
i~ | S - -

Analysis of the comments made by the 50 per cent of the
respondents ﬂ;u'.\ believe the EKorean War does have implications for thedr
nation shows that not many of them put faith in the Eorean War as a way
of effecting changes within Hungary. ‘
| In the first place, only a small group (about 1L per cent) saw
] a direct connection between events in Korea and the polit-icgl future of
: their country. These people spoke of the effect the Korean War may have
f in weakening or strengthening the power of the Commnists. Their statements,

however, are worded in the most general, if not tentative terms; they do

]

iy not spell out the ways in which life in Hungary might be affected by the
various possible sclutions to the Korean War:

v e

B The effect of the Eorean War would te edither

to strengthen Hungarian Communism or cause its
decline, depending on whether the Communist side
achieved a decisive victory or whether the UN and
the South Korean forces fighting on its side
achieved a decisive victory lgﬂ.nﬂt- thelr enemies.
(082/17-18)

If the Russians would understand that the forces
of the Communists are not able to beat the Ameri-
= cans in Korea, maybe then they will not follow
| mmnth the Bolshevist plans for Hungary.

M&rdnaﬂ'mmtmﬁdmﬁltthuﬂmuwth Korean
H’Irll.:htdnﬂnpintnlfnrldﬁrm. and were thereby implylng that
the Korean War would indirectly be instrumental in effecting the liber-
atlon of Hungary. For a fuller discussion of the relationship between

X : liberation and World War ITI, see the chapter on World War III which
K ’ follows,
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The (Korean) question is important for Fungary,

L too, because success for the Communists in Korea

E would also make their hands freer (for action)

: in Hungary. (087/17)

i

3 It is obviously implied by these people that a Communist de-
Ik

{ feat in Korsa will, by weakening the Communists, hasten the liberation
E of Hungary. Yet only a handful went as far as the respondent quoted

'§ below in stating this relationship explicitly:

Y The Hungarians believe that the hostilities in

.f: Korea might become intensified and that that

3 would bring the liberation of Hungary closer

:t because it would wesken the Communists. (086/16)

I Another group of about the same size (11 per cent) spoke of
direct effects the war has had on Hungary, but these were what might be
; called immediate and incidental effects, having nothirg to do with the
: future of their country. The statements of these people dealt with the
‘ D hardships which the Korean War has imposed on the people of Hungary by
¢ way of enforced contributions to the North Korean war effort. Such

.- respondents talked with some bitterneas of higher work quotas, and of

i foodstuffs, clothing, medical supplies aml medical personnel being shipped
' to the Communists in Korea, all of which, they felt, further deprived the
fil already hlrd-pun-d population of Hungary:

v The Communists sent Hungarian and Csechoslovak £
§ trains with medical personnel and medicines to

i Eorea. Amdi in our village, too, there was a col-

! lection of cereals and potatoes for Korea. The

r population grew bitter about this because the

. Communists had left wery few of these foods, and

3 le were obliged to give from what was left.

z f;ﬁ/ﬁ)

|

i The Communists sent a hospital train to Korea and

f‘ started a collection for Korean relief. My friend

& and I were very angry because we knew that many

L~
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thousands of people live under wery bad conditions
in Aungary and at the same time they (the Commun-
?l‘hl} nfl‘-rmt millions to be sent to foreign people.

The Korean War gave the Communist regime in Hun-
gary a good pretext to squeese money and work out
of the people and to expand the army further. The
pretexts used are ald to Korea aml the danger of
a world war. (021/40) ;

Still another small group (1L per cent) spoke only of contingent
effects. In their opinion, the Korean War can affect Hungary only if it
develops into World War III. They feel that as it stands now the Korean
War bears no relation to the course of events in Hungary, but that if it
should grow into a great war, Hungary could look forward to liberation,
They assume, of course, that such a war would mean the defeat of Communism,
As one of these respondents put it:

Should Russia and China participate in the Korean
War to a greater extent than they do at present,
this could easily lead to a new world war, to which
Hungary looks forward with the hope of liberation.
(022/13)

Aside from a few additional, miscellaneous comments, this was all
that the "informed"™ respondents had to say about the implications of the
Immfu;ﬂwry. It is apparent that there is here no overwhelm-
ing feeling that the fate of Hungary hangs on the outcome of the battle
in Kﬂ'“-

At the same time, however, the interviews contain evidence that
indicate this detachment may not always have been the case. There was one
respondent, for example, who sald the news of Gemeral MacArthur's dis-
missal had "caused a paroxysm of excitement in Budapest.” (095/17) He,

like other respondents, was agitated at the news because he agreed with

~
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MacArthur's position. Clearly, such i'-r-u-let.inn stemmed from gumi.m

concern with the progress of the war. That this concern was probably
closely related to hopes for Hungary's liberation seems to be borne ocut
by the statements of others who explicitly referred to the fact that
their hopes in this connection had been high when the Korean War first
broke out. They looked upon it then as the first stage of a show-down
with the Soviet Union -- a show-down which would end in the defeat of
Communism and the liberation of Hungary. They have been disappointed,
however, with the way things have worked out in Korea. Thus, there were
a mumber of respondents who, like the following respondent, openly ex-

fﬁ
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pressed their disillusionment on this score:

When the Korean War started, the Hungarlians be-
lieved that the hostilities between the Commun-
ists and their enemies would extend to Hungary
and that the long-awalted liberation would come
about. In the time that has sed (since the
beginning of the war), they (the Hungarians)
have seen that this hope of theirs has not been
fulfilled, and now they are afrald that maybe it
will not be fulfilled at all. (099/18)

Comments 1ike thess suggest that if respondents had been question-
ed about the sigmificance of tha.lnrunﬂu-rnr Hungary when the war had
teen unler way for only a short time, thelr replies might have had a

. different ring. At the present tims, however, intense paychological
investmsnt is far from characteristic of the group interviewed. Ones

{
g
:

gets the distinct impression that there has been a growing disenshantment
among Hungarians regarding what the Korean War can accomplish for Hungary.
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gbout the War "ninformed™
The ﬁm:lufbrnd" respondents are of two distinct types.

E“’

Flsven of the 28 people (39 per cent) who give the impression that
they are unaware of a North-South break in the Korean population are
equally wninformed sbout every other aspect of the Korean gituation.

e AL A E T e L

The remaining 17 people mppear to be slmost as well informed on Korea
as other respondents in the sample, with the exception, of course, of
their sppavent ignorance regarding the division of Korea into 2 separate
states following World War II.
'ﬂuluﬂmgmnmgulmumbncludﬂ-dum
uninformed sbout the war in Korea are quite explicit about their
ignorsnce, O(ne of them, for exsmple, said "I do not know anything
sbout this (Korea)." (057/B) Some had no idea even as to the where=
abouts of Korea, At the most, they knew that fighting was going on in
a place called Korea, but hed only vague or errenecus notions as to who
was fighting whom end why. They sumed up their information somewhat
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along the following lines:

I only know this much: that over there the
Americans and perhaps the English are fight-

cans are fighting
sgednet the Russians in Korea, but I don't
know when it started and what the reassons
and aims of that war are, (054/16)
The individuals in this group, which included both mem and
women, and ranged in age from under 20 to LO, were all people with no

more then an elementary school education. Most of them had lived in
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rural areas prior to their flight from Hungary, and half of them had
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never listened to foreign broadcasts while 1iving in Hungary, They are,
therefore, pecple whose background to a certain extent explains their
uninformedness about events in Korea,
The other 17 people who were classified as "uninformed™ by
virtue of the fact that they failed to make any mention of a split be=
tnmﬁurthllurnlnd&uthmrolhnaugmdd-altuaqabﬂutﬂﬂm
nevertheless. It is only on two points that they differ from their com=
patriots: they talk about the war as if it were one between the Koreans
; 88 a whole and the United States,maling no reference to the UNj and they
i do not for the most part discuss the question of how the war came about,
. In almost every other way, however, their comments are an echo of what
has slready been presented as the sentiment of the majority. More
precisely, they believe that the United States is engaged in the Koresn
War either because it wants to free the Koreans from Communist oppres—
sion, or becsuse it wants to inhibit Soviet expansiony they think of
Russia's aime as agpressivej they believe that the forces of the United
States are stronger than those of the Commmistsy and they do not feel
that the Korean Wer will have any profound effect on political dewelop=
ments within Bungary (only 3 of them epoke of the war's outcome as re-
lated to the liberation of their country). The comments of one or twe
respondents in this group should serve to illustrate the differences snd

: similarities between the sttitudes and opimions of the "uninformed®

i versus the "informed" respondemty
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cspitalists and factory owners wished to exploit
Eorea as a colony. Actually the Sovist Union in-
tends to help the Commmists seizs power in all
of Korea., If the Soviets were not interested there,
. the Commumists in Hungery would not force medical
i, ald for Korea in Hungary. Besides that, the col-
i lections for Korea snd the offers to Korea meant
- increased production i3 the factories, Under this
: pretext, much more goods will be transported from
b Hungary into the Soviet Unicn thm before, (069/11)

Half the respondents in this group had listened to VOA broad=

TR S T T TP T

umﬁmmﬂﬂw,mnutomnfﬂlm-nﬂundthnmunf

the UN in Korea. Some of them named other nationalities as being in-
volved in the fighting slong with the Americams, but always in a subsidi-
ary capacity. It seems quit.u possible that their ignorance of the inter-

=TT
N

nlﬁumlmtmofﬂuuﬂmmmﬂu&ﬁhllﬂamru—
flects an unconscious sbsorption of Communist propaganda which apparently
stresses the dominant role of the US in the Korean conflict. That this

T R

%

might well be the case is borne out by the statemsnt of one of the
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rﬂinthnthmmfom. The radio did not
E even admit that ths farces of the United Nations wers
also fighting at gide of the American troops in
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As was the case for the totally uminformed respondents, most of
the men and women in this partially informed group had no more than ele-
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mentary schocling., Their greater scquaintence with the Korean situation
B may perhaps be due to the fact that most of them had lived in small towns
k- :
| I or large cities rather than in rursl sreas,
ki
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Factors Influencing Ideas sbout the Koresn War
It 1s obvious from what has been sald that practically all of

the respondents have a pro-Western orientation toward the Korean War,
It is also spparent that the opinions they express about the various
aspects of the war are influenced by such factors as educatiom, exposure
to Voice of America broadcasts and basic attitudes toward the Soviet
Union and the Umited States.

The close connection between aswareness of the post<World War II
division of Korea into two separate states and awareness of the role the
N is playing in Korea has alresdy been pointed out. With one exceptiom,
nmurﬂ-mmlﬂnt-mflﬂﬂtn_mthguiuhmﬂnrﬁﬂﬁuuﬂt
Korea memtioned the UN as a participant on the side of the South, This
means, in effect, that the international nature of the war and the mup-
port being given to the South Koreans are completely unfamiliar to the
"minformed" respondents. They appear to interpret the situation very
much slong the lines defined by Communist propaganda: the Koresn war is,
to them, essentiaslly a battle of the Koreans, aided amd sbetted by the
Soviet Union and the trocps of other Communist nations, against the
forces of the United States.

i

as to
war vas that

Vietnam, where
imerica's motives:
off the possibile
the W, but de=-
the CANA .
replied:

i
28

:
1]

the geographic location of Korea, Her idea
the US had started it because Korea was

the Communiste had slresdy won one war. She
"They wanted to get a foothold there in order
tr of a Russian advence into India.” G5he men
clared immediately that this was me a front
When asked who is hting with the cms,

rig
Only the Americans, They are fighting under the
UN flag, but it does not mean any - That is
only a swindle. I do not know why this

3 necessary. (020/11)
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Analysis shows that both education and exposure to foreign

| broadcacts are important determinante of "informedness". That is to say,
respondents who have had less them a high school education are much less
lihlythnﬁmnﬂfh-:rnmhmhnghhﬂm.ufthupnlﬂuﬂdﬂn

IT division of Korea,

Zsble 18
"TNFORMEDHESS® AND EDUCATION
Undversi Elsmentary
—educeted High schodl school or less
m‘ " 0 O @ 0 EG 93’ 65
WM' - & W8 0 n ?
Totsl Cases (1008) =  (6) (27) 61
,-—a mw.m-mmmmhhmmmmmxwm

m%hummnnwﬂiﬂm-.hm#mmmﬁ
South Korean split.*

Table lp

*INFORMEINESS® AND EXPOSURE T0 FOREIGN BROADCASTS

Listensed to Did not listen to

"Inforwed® . . . o « o T9% L5%
"lainformed” . . . . 21 55
Total Casea (100%) & (80) (20)
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Mtumuatimmrmﬂmbmﬂmhwhum shaping
the individual's ideas sbout the Korean conflict, his basic attitude

-

toward the USSR and the US may be considered even more important. The
Mmmtﬂnlmﬂmnormﬂnuhthhnﬂm

The data clearly indicate a pervasive hostility toward the
Soviet Union ard a practically unqualified faith in the United States,
lhlihﬂ:.ltmunuau;rnnduinmuuingnpdmimuniamnrﬂu
day, there is here no range of attitudes. Amost everyone takes the
same stand: anti-Soviet and pro~Americsm. In connection with the
!mnun,thm,itmthtmindmuth s basic "set" which
colors the outlook of sll respondents.

The interviews definitely leave one with the impression that
the respondents are psychologically unable to attribute justness to BNy
thing the Soviets may do or to admit the possibility of ultimate success
fﬂ'thﬂ,ﬂﬂthttthﬂhlﬁlumllpmdmgwnbﬂnunﬂmdhbllim

thatﬂntlﬂnpnmtlthdrmintaﬂmmdhuthmhdﬂupt
Communi am,
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)

In this connection, it might be pointed out that the "uninformed®

.mmmﬁuﬁ.dhuﬂm-wmmmw-ﬂn
the "informed" respondents. While they may have accepted Commmist propes
ganda to the extent of believing that the battle is between Koresns and
- Americans, they obviously reject ﬂu'ﬂ_nmimnumnrm
motives as imperialistie, Although they may have some difficulty underw
Mummmmhhwnlm,mhwﬂu
that Koreans are fighting against Amsricms, they nonetheless believe
mtﬁ-mwmqéu.uuw_mmnrhmmhuﬂ.
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What the respondents have to say sbout the relative strength

b of the two eides provides even more compelling evidence of their need

to belleve in the United States as the savior of the non-Communist world,

, ' As already indicated, the bulk of the respondents ssy that the

i forces of the West are stronger than those of the East, And they say

jf this in face of the facts, as it were, because it camnot be denied that

; the war has gone on and the UN has not won it.

E By The respondents are not entirely inaweare of this centradiction.

,L This is indicated by the fact that some of them, for example, speak of

the US as deliberately prolonging the war for political or other reasons.
The better educated are, perhaps, more conscious of the weal-

ness of their position in believing that the US is stronger then the less

well educated. A smaller proportion of the better educated than of those

with less education state unqualifiedly that the West is stronger. However,

& when cne combines all those who say that the West is in any way stronger,*

then the people with university and high school background ssy the West

i is stronger just as often as do those with less formal education. And,

1t might be recalled, only 2 respondents believe that the Commnists are

stronger,

i In other words, from the indirect evidence as well as from

t comments such as the ones quoted below, it would appear that the Hungarisns

B are prepared to ratiomslise away ary sign that would indicate weakness on

the part of the forces fighting against the Commmists in Korea:

¥ That 1s, Thost vho say ualifiedy That The West 1o stronger, 7w

those who say the West is stronger and has deliberately prolonged the

war, plus those who say that the technicsl superiority of the West
outwelghs the advantage the East has in manpower.
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* is dragging out the Koresn War for 15 months be-
. cause of wealness. 1t doesn't want China
%o intervens in full force in Korea because then
1 there would be a world war before the defense of
: was « 0On acecount of political

power

there that the Americans could cocupy all of Korea
within 2l hours, With this in mind, I have no
doubt that in Korea the Westarn powers are stronger.

i
%
:
!
i
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Mother exmmple of the force of the respondents' nsed to believe
in the ability of the United Statee to win bsttles sgainst the Commmunists
is fourd in the coments of two people who referred to the use of chemical
warfare by the Americans in Ecrea. Both these respondents had evidently
mmumwﬁnmnnm 11legally employing
lnd:mn
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There was a lot of talk recently about the VOA
report that the US would be ready by 1952. We
understood this as meaning (that they were ready)
not only to start a war, but also to fimish 1it,

We compared this to Americsn promises in 1942 and
1943, which slways designated 194k as the year of
decision., We felt thst the present advanced war
techniques of the West would make a long war
unnecessary. “eople combined these estimates with
a report in according to which the Mmericans
used certain 8 in Eorea which disabled their
opponents for 12 hours, accused the
Americanp of carrying out ted chemical war-
fare. In conversation, however, we talked sbout
this as a very hmane mennar of waging a war because
militarily importmnt territories could be occupied
without bloodshed, by capturing thousands of help-
less, slerping pecple, And they were captured un-
hurt, and without sny adverse physical consequences.
Thinking sbout similar modern weapons male us be=
lieve that with their aid a new world war would not
last for years. (049/10-11)

It would appear from these remarks that the respondents® desire
to see the United States emsrge victorious frem a war with Commmists led
mmmmmmu-mntmumm. Instead of mek=

ing them fosl hostile toward the United States (the cbvious imtention of
the Commmist propagandists), the propagands boomerangeds the sllegation
that the US was using chemical warfare was understood by these respond-
m'umiﬂiu‘ﬁunth.tﬁnmhdmw its sleeve which gave it
the sdvantage over its Communist copponent.™

In effect, therefore, in their statements sbout the Korean War,
respondents seem to be expressing their hostility towsrd Soviet Russia
and the Communist regime in Hungary on the one hand, and their faith and
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o~ Summary

A11 the respondents were méare that there is a war going om in
Kerea. Seventy-two per cenmt know that the Worth Koreans and South Koresns
are fighting ageinst each other; the remainder are under the impressicn
thﬂ'ﬂgu!aremnmimtudinnghﬁu egainst the Americans,

Considering first %he "informed® respondents s one-fifth claim

I
3
Bl
ksl
i

.

=i N

to have no idea of how the war in Korea started. With few exceptions,

kb By SN AN S B -

those who expressed an opinion were convinced that North Korean aggres-

=5

sion started the war in Korea, At the same time, however, they hold
Russis ultimately responsible for the war, They believe that the North
Koreans invaded South Korea on orders from Moscow.

AL o

e

Enmrﬂhspuahng,thqmthetthurmﬁhlunmmhﬁq
) lm:tdbyﬁinmmlﬂanumtathu-Mbycmnﬂufmm
. and that Russia supplies oversll direction, food, arms and even pilots,
while remaining in the background officially,

E As regards the participants on the South Koremn side, the Umited
mminzmmm“mmﬂmq Only one respondemt
mnﬂtn-ﬁllhi‘tdﬂhtulipfillﬂlinlnﬂl. The majority said
that others were also present: two-fifths of them referred to the UN as
nﬂuthﬂﬂtdﬂhtu;uﬂnm—ﬂﬁhurth-,w'ﬂquﬂdm

] e By

mention the TN, spoke of other countries fighting along with the Undted
States. But two-fifths of the respondents mentioned only the US, The

Ilttur,m.mmtﬂumhomthuﬂﬂthmuthudupﬂ-
ticipant on the side of the South Korems. Most of the respondente think
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L

ntmwﬁrmu“thnmﬁum gide”, They speak of the US
as the initiator of the movement to aid South Korea, or as the official
or de facto lesder, or as the heaviest contributor of manpower for carry=-
ing on the war.

In discussing the objectives of the Communist side, "informed™®
respondents generally spoke about what Russia hopes to accomplish by have
ing initiated the Korean war. Thelr statements varied from the point of
view of how concretely they visualised Russia's goaly but most of them in
effect said that Russia was out to seise more territory.

! Compsrably, the aims of the non-Communists were discussed in
- terms of the United States, Here there was a certain range of opinion:
most often people emphasized America's desire to stop the spread of

Comrumisms others stressed the importance of Korea as a strategic base

L [ i

for the Mmericans in the Far Eastj still others said both factors were

-

e v e

involved, Inﬂmtnmﬂu,hum,- respondents conceived of
America's action in Korea as defensive.

As regards the relative strength of the two sides, three=Iifths
of the respondents believe that the non-Commmists are stronger than the
Commmists. Thirty-cne per cent state flatly thst the West is stronger,
12 per cent say that the West's technical superiority more than compen=
sates for the Communist superiority in mempower; snd an additional 18
‘per cent claim that the US is stronger but is deliberately prolonging
the war for reasons of her own. leplopllnldthltthlﬂunmﬂﬂm

stronger; and a few believe that the two sides are evemly matched: the
i West's technical dvmtmhiuhﬂmudbrth-m-t:umut
ij.,~—-, manpower which the Commmnists commsnd. Very few of these people spesk
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of the poseibllity of the Forem War having a profound effect on condi-

b tions in Hungaryy moet refer only to incidental or contingent effects.

k There is reason to believe, however, that these respordents did at an

¢ esrlier time count on the Korean War as an event which might hasten the

| liberation of Hungary, but thst its "contained" continuation has put a
damper on those hopes.

Ae regards the "uninformed" respondents (i.e., those who gave
néiﬂiﬂﬁmdmmmlthmhdhmﬁﬂddimmmtﬂ
after World War IT), they f4ll into two groups. Eleven of the 28 people
8o classified were totally uninformed sbout the Koresn sltuation., The
remainder differ from the other mesbers of the sample in their ideas
gbout the war primarily in that they make no reference to the presence

*  of the UN on the South Korean side. They appear to have absorbed the
mm'ﬁmﬂpﬁmﬂmurumhwthlnr-nmu
& whole and the forces of the United States. At the same time, however,
mwun&mmmm:n-nmmum
"informed" respondents, and they, like the "informed" respondents believe
that the anti-Commmnist side is capeble of winning the war.

Three factors play an important role in shaping the respond-
ents? ideas about the Koresn War. One is education, the second is ex-
mmmma-&ﬁ-muhmmm-
qmmﬂmpmﬂmmmﬂnﬂ; It would in=
Mmmtindimmth-!unmm,w_mhmmﬂlrn
pressing their hostility toward Russia and their need to believe in the
ability of the United States to bring sn enl to Russia’s power.
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WORLD WAR I1I

Ilﬁrcu:lngmdm__'g
Tmmhﬂfthntltﬂrdwurldﬂlrulikalrtuhnﬂoutm
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the near future is wlmost universal among these respondents. More than

5
|
F
b

half, in fact, are convinced that a major world confliet is inevitable.

Table 50

IMMINENCE OF WORLD WAR III
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World War III is table. . . .
World War III is PPN I
World War IIT is 1ikely*®
mﬂpm---‘------;i

Total Cases (100%) = (100)
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mmmtnfthnm-ﬂmumthtmﬂllm
hmwrmmwﬂmsmmmmmmﬂ-.
mmm—ummhlmnﬂmmmthm-m.m

T S e, e 8 0 g T ——

Russia will not giwve up her galns, especially dominion over the satellite
countries, without fighting, war is sure to come. The conviction that
mmrthmimudﬂimﬂ%urupthﬂlmﬂnﬂnu—dnﬂm
tius stems, to a large extent, from the respondents' own determination
pot to submit indefinitely to Commurist dominstion. Since Hungary can-

mwmmmmmamumurmmm

¥ The lone respondent who thought a third World War improbable was a
peasant boy of 1%. He did not fall to point out that people are
mmm-mmnmﬂmmmtm.uuﬁuh
when or how it will commence. Z

: Peoplunthm_dnmt'thinkithuupmbuhlathltt
B~ new world war will start, and it is very hard for them
|18 tnimgimuhnnit.ﬂ!ﬂdnhrt.ﬂmnr,t.hn:mﬂib-

ing for its beginning. {nﬁg,g.a,;l e
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m,mmmum-tunmmmtmmmm
antipathy for Russia is shared by other nations, particularly the US.
ThnnwmsinﬂJdnmtm"urmmumptm
hhlthlttl-nmh-puuinﬂ-wﬂdmtﬂnmﬂlhnhmdlm
" or at lesst foroed to withdraw from the satellite countries.

The Russians are complstely exploiting Rungary
and the other nations they enslaved in World
Hnn.ﬂl_thnuuumlmtmrmth-r
selves of the Commnist rule that makes this
Russian exploitation possible. It cannot be
mhdthithhuimﬂlmw.-n-
ploitation on their own. Tharefore, it can
be stopped only by war. (057/10)

mwmmuumﬂlhllhmm
m-uthmuwmwmhm
tion from Communism. Without this the country
would be completely ruined. (03L/9)

?Wuﬂdm”nmim

= nm-th-muimh-n-ﬂlth-dmﬂ.
m—nmmh.mmmmw
could not be made to leave without a war.
(096/11)

nqmmnmummtum
without a war. The Communists refuss to budge,
md-mi.fu_:ﬂ-r—inldupﬂroﬂ:

over a small territery, it would still repre-
Emm} to the world that cannot be tolerated.

ved

worl .
munists keep the rld in a tension that almost
equals that of war. There is no sign that they
are to back down peacefully. Therefore,
imﬂuﬂlddﬁnﬁmmhuwﬂr
%Jﬂ@mmhmm—umm.

Although many of these comments clearly attribute the responsi-

The new d wer is unavoidable becsuse the Com-
wWo

bility for the existing explosive situstion to the USSR, it is suggested
Mmﬂlﬂulmﬂmmmmﬂt-mﬁhmm
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& intolerasble pressures. Twenty-four per cent of the respondents, however,
place the blame squarely on the Soviet and suggest that war will come as
the result of further aggressive action from the Communist camp. The
impending world conflict is viewed as growing out of the willful expan-
sionism of Communism which frustrates American efforts to come to &

=

peaceful agreement, War will come because Russia cannot be permitted to
further her plan of conquest unchecked.

B In my opinion, this war camnot be avoided be-.

3 causs the Soviet Union is striving for world
domination. Therefore, it is ever striving
to get new territoriss and to Bolshevise
them. (004/13)

The Russians want more domination and they
mthWMhmh-mu
This is why there will be a third World War.

. (ok2/11) |

,ﬂ A small proportion (8 per ocent) comtend that war is ineviteble
i because of the fundamental incompatibility of the Soviet and democratic
i ¥ .

E_* systems. The clash of political and ideclogical interests canmot be

o resolved wthout an armed showdown. Such respondents see the world as

F,: moving toward an armed conflict as the result of immtable and somewhat

&

-

1 _mrnmlrmuhichdiﬂdathlmrldmdmthpmmwh
% ence of Communism and democracy impossible.®

: |

* Not infrequently it was extremely difficult to determine in which of the
i three response categories that have been discussed a respondent properly
belonged. A middle-aged woman who had been a housewife and farm worker
& all her 1life provides a good example of the problem involved. She

. started out at one point in her interview speaking in detached terms

o sbout the inevitability of war as a result of the cross pressures be-
B tween the free world and Communism, (Footnote contimued on following page)
B~

* TPFOR, Toe.
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Itumtﬂ;hbhﬂmhthnnthnﬁunlnd
preparations for an inevitable war by dreams

e o » » 01d and new contrasts among the peoples
of the globe, powers suppressing democracy,
camouflaged Soviet imperialism, economical,
ideclogical, ethnic, hdstorical, political
reasons — all demand a final settlement, (oon/9)

. 80 long as Commnists remain the leaders in the
Soviet Union, we cannot count on the dream of
world Bolshevigation disappearing. At the same
time, s0 long as the lesadership of the West is
in the hands of democrats -- by this I do mot
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Subsequently she spoke of the aggressivensss and desire for expansion
of the Russians. .

i "If the Russiasns are offered a little, they want
ten times more. They do not stop in their insatis- .
bility; they are hypoeritical and so they cannot
be trusted even if they are willing to come to a

« (056/1k)

It was the final phrases of her comment which crystallized her position
on why war is inevitable, It is trues that cross pressures exist and
that Russia is intransigent and bent on conguest, but her conviction
that war must comé grew primarily out of her own felt need for a show-
down with Communism, £

=

= ey pe— e

8
E
!
;

LR o skl

An accounting must be called for with the terror
of Commnists. Since, according to what I have

FEP= O =

.""'" said, this cannot be done peacefully, a new world

[ war is unavoidable, (056/1L) ais

it TP, Inc.
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B~ The power factors of world politics determined
I at the beginning of ths twentieth century were
i still not balanced after World War II. The
i a sconomic and political forces, slready divided into
§ two spheres of interest at that time (the end of
World War II) have undertaken such finanonial obli-
& gations in the present period of war preparations
7 that a peaceful solution without a world erisis
. would be impossible. Such a crisis would be worse
for the white man's gulture than a war with a
.successful outcoms. (The "succesaful cutoome® is,
of course victory for the non-Communist world).
(092/29)
: An additionsl small rumber (7 per cent) simply point to
i Russisn unwillingness to nsgotiats in good faith or mske any compromises
as evidenoe that the world camnct escape another major war., This implac-
able attituds of the Russians is, of course, implied in or clearly a part
of most of the comments which have already been quoted. This small group,
bowsver, supports the contention that war cannot be avoided simply by

reference to the faithlessness and intransigence of Russian diplomacy.

& The American statesmen would like to come to
an agresment with the Russians in order to
avoid a new world war, But one cannot come
to an agreemeant with the Russians. The more
M?nmumﬂn.mmm
ANt o wee wmiier (6 o ownk) Fedl. Wk v wki} oo
because the US will not stand for the oppression and exploitation of
amaller nations. (They believe that America is too humanitarian to stand
by indolently while other pecples suffer under Commnism,) "The people
of the US will fight to free us and Europe. I think the Americans can't
just stand and watch the torment and suffering that exist behind the
iron curtain." (059/1L)
The table that follows summarises the reasons given by respond-
ents for their conviction that a new World War is in the offing.
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Table 31

REASONS WHY WAR IS LIKELY

munﬂ,m,mu-dnw......w
Mhnru-ni-hb-ntnnmmmmw.mt
umhdm-nngrurﬂnrpm-.....-.¢nﬂd
mmmmmﬂmum.mnm
I.l’tﬂﬂ.-..-'---nu--.----.a-.¢-.-n u
mmmlmmmnmrnth.mmtmw %
6%

'Ill.-vlilll.'il-"'i-I-'lll-lnl'lnrl

compromises
ﬂﬂ-ﬂlnntlt«mdrurth-nwu!dmmdﬂplaitlﬂmuf
ﬂll!rnlﬁmn.a--..-.-.-.---.-----
“m II'IIII.II-.IF'.I".Iﬁl"ﬂ11‘

' Total Cases (100%) = (100)

| Just 1l of the respondsnts held cut the possibility that war
might be mvoided at least for the pressnt. This does not mean that these
respondents think that war is not likely -- slmost ell of them think that
war is coming. Th-mlrrutorthltmturﬂllwmidnrum

to postpone all-out war is the naive belief of the Americans that they
can successfully negotiate a settlement with Russia. However, none of
these respondents really harbors the expectation that Russia will abandon
her characteristically adsmant stand and meke some concessions.

Lacking experience in their own lives, the
American people did not sufficlently

i the Bolshevist danger. They have not suffi-
ciently recognized it yet. Becanse they are
highly cultured and traditionally humane, the
Americans understandably protest ths idea that
the best sons of the US and other nations should
perish in a new World War. Because of that view-
point and the lack of a favorsble public opinion
for war, US policy is foresd to try even what seems
impossible in order to avoid World War III. (093/29) .

s i at home can ses from the example of
Korea that America doss not retreat or shrink
from bloodshed. The pecple know it, even if

they see in the meantime that Amsrica

fii. to negotiate politely with Russia at international
| conferences. They would consider it as a wiracle
if 1t were possible to curb a regime so used to
bloodshed without war. (052/16)
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Who Wants War?

. As we have seen, respondents' convictions about the imminence
of war are, not unsxpectedly, almost invariably related to their concep-

. tions of US and USSR motives and intentions. This section will explore
in detail the question of which of the two major powers is most responsible
for existing tensions and the war which is assumed by the respondents to

b hﬂmtupmuqltﬂnﬂmguiﬁhmlmmu:uhniuuum-
3 ) als themselves toward such a war, It will be necessary to review some of
the ideas discussed in the section immediately preceding this in the new
K context of who wants a third World War as contrasted with whether such

a war will bresk out.

; _Dn-th-MRHml.;Huﬂ

0 | Although, as wo have seen, Russis is regarded as primarily

s responsible for the tensions which have combined to make a new war inevitable,
mmﬁwml,hMutwmmjaMuﬁ-
ing an armed showdown with the (S at present. Thirty-one per cent feel

that Russis wants a war and is preparing for it; 20 per cent consider that
Russia would prefer to further her program of conquest by more devicus and less
costly methods or is genuinely amxicus %o avoid & definitive test of
strength on the field of battle, Porty-four per cent distinguish between

i. the desires of Russian leadership which are categorized shove and the

wishes of the mass of the Russian people. They generally sssert that

RS

_mh-mmm-mmmmmuumm

=T

means for liberation from an oppressive regime. A small number (7 per

fodansls jr.saubehins

cent) make the point thst although Russian leaders may desire to provoke

an armed confliot, the Russian psople have had enough of war.
PO, Toeo:

il
b
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' Tabls 52
i DOES USSR WANT WAR?
E Russia preparing for it g
m’umlﬂ-h or e & & % = B & % B BB
& mmmdpﬂuhmmuwﬂlm,wl. .. i
:mmmmmﬂmmmm,uu. P
; m-mur-:ﬂﬂutthlmwutw.pminﬂJ'mu
“midit'lflIIlI'l"l'l-I'Iﬁ'I'-'I-iIIIII
E mil b?t.r:."f?..ft.‘-fr‘.?-.'.‘g
; Euam”.pnoplo”..ﬂumt«mtm..............
gmmmmmmumm%dm S
i L st e Ty
E mmIllﬁil.liiiil-ll'ilil-lﬂll‘-lza"
ﬁ. Total Cases (100%) = (100)
I!-::
] muunhuinfwmhmtﬂmﬂmﬂ:mrm
%- hu:—:niltlud-ﬂﬂth-rthnhthhu}}npuphumh. When
[f, mhl-hnmltmhnﬂhd-nnﬂu-ruhmﬁ:'m:m
L umlqgrnﬁmthtﬂmrumwﬂmiwrnr
E:— of seaking na .
i throwing off the bonds of oppression.
i Union are preparing
§ The leaders of the Soviet
4 a war for the sake of their own ambitions.
i Mhmmthurmwtdnmu'ﬂn
: pﬂ-h;pudﬂmu-ummmuh
E to satellite countriss the sise of the armies
E hmtoﬁﬂhh.[ﬂ?hflﬁ}
:? mmmmmm-mmﬂmﬂmnum
%' mmnntt_ntumurwmummmm-h
II-.
E pr.pu-l.ufnrlmlﬂnlliﬂlﬂﬂltﬂl’lllt.
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;
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Three or four of this group who believe that Russia is actually
preparing for a full-scals attack on the West judge that Russia does not

yet feel strong enough to strike and, therefore attempts to disguise her
warlike intents.
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Closely akin to this last appraisal of Russian policy is the
fealing that Russia prefers to further ber aims by such technicues as

small wars, intrigue, and promoting subversion in other nations rather
than gamble on what would at best be a costly military vietory. The
implication of these statements is not necessarily that Russia does not
want war but that she would certainly like to avoid it if she can achieve
her plan of expansion without it. Such reasoning not infrequently leads
uu.'m;mi.h-tnumldhtut.h-ﬂrm#th-ﬂﬁ-;tm.
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,mumhi-mm:-m hoptilities now rather than leave the
initistive to the snamy-
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develop oun country through
securing the kind of peace they like. (062/13)
In Korea too, the Russians .

same policy t they use in other countrie

#* The reluctance of Russis to resort to cpen warfare as a means of im~
plementing her aspirations to world deminance is explained by this
respondent in terms of the umrelisbility of the armed forces built up
from among satellite nationals as well as Russian troops themselves.

I don't think that Russia would dare to meet

the West on the battlefield because she cannot
rust her own men who had seen Europe in World

War 1I, and she cannot trust the satellite
countries either. They would immediately side
with the West. She could not use any of the
satellite countries' armies. For instance, she
could not send the Hungarian army into battle on
its own becauss there is no trained Hungarian .
military leadership., Secondly, thers is no war
materiel supply in Hungary. Obviocusly, the Rusaians
do not dare to send great quantities of war materisl
to Hungary becauss they do not trust the country.

18

youth to Russia in case of war and use them there
for sarvice in the interior. Or thsy might com=
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America. Rusaia doee not have its owm
forces in Korea, however, It does not
to create a bamis for 2 US attack against the
Soviet Union + « + « ms&ﬂﬂtmm
wants to strengthen her hold on the countries
- under her rule so as to put Communism in power
g in the US too. (083/2L,25)

As can.-be seen, what distinguishes such comments from those to

armed
want

the effect that the USSR is actively preparing for a major aggressive:
move but perfers to terporize with the West for the present are really
hairline shadings of emphasis. The criterion which was used te diserimi=
nate between these groups was the degree of willingness to go to war

which was ascribed to Russia. The first group felt that a world war is

TS PR A

already an integral part of the Kremlin's plan. The second felt that
Russia would prefer strongly to avold war but implied that she would not

) ke L

ghrink from it if to do so would mean abandonment of her plar of conquest.
A third group (6 1-:ur cent) sald Russia is fesarful of the consequences of
wer end genuinely wants to avold it. Theee respondents consider that
Russia recognizes that full scals war can end only in an ignominious de-

T

feat for her and will, therefore, not embark upon such a venture. "The
leaders of the Eoviet Union de not want war because they think that would
end their rule.” (066/1L)
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. Forty-four per cent of the refugees distinguished betwe=en
the desires of Russian leaders with respect to war, which have besn
deseribed in the foregoing paragraphs, and those of the mass of the
Russian people. A small proportion of these (7 per cent) asserted that
the Russian populace does not want a war but will, nevertheless, be
forced to do the will of their leaders.

‘The Russian people do not want
Kremlin rules them and is able
into anything. (086/16)

The Russian people do not have independent
wish, None of the people wants aggressive

war, including the Russians, But they can be
“ forced into it by their leadership. (099,/18)

but the
ve them

4.
g

The remaining 3L per cent take s contrary view. The people of
hunhdnmtm-ndmmmrmmitumhummph
in satellite countries. War means liberation for them too, and they can
be expected to help the West wrest pnulrrrm tlui.r oppressors. The
mmmh.tm.untmmmmnwmm
opportunity to see for themselves tﬁt the capitalist world is not the
monstrous mmwmmtw.uﬂlMQnm
regime at ths first opportunity. Reports given by respondents about the
state of mind of the Russian people are, of course, almost slways second
hand and are gensrally based on conversations with returned prisoners
of war or Russian soldlers stationed 1ln Hungary.

The younger brother of my mother was a
priscner of war for six ysars in Russia. He
worked on a farm, and when he left, the
farmsr lamented. 'When will you come to
liberate us?' My cousin said *hat be had
seen large bills on the walls of railroad
stations in Russia saying, "Don't believe
B the returning soldiers.' The Rusaisn soldiers

ware told that in Hungary there wers clay -

FAT, De.
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huts and the population was clad in amimal
hides, They were surprised to see that every
house was & real 'store' full of flour, lard
and other food. The Soviet scldiers related
all this when they returned and

ths desire of the Soviet people to be liberated.
There will be = revolution in the USSR if the
people see that the Soviets are weak. The
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liberation, either. (OLB/10)

I don't think that the Russian people are very

happy about Communism. When the Russians came

in 194}, many Russian soldiers were cursing

Stalin. The Russian people want & war

that would liberate them. (0L2/11

Itil,mdlantuaq,np-ntﬁdmhtthtnpponﬂmhtu

muum-nruﬂmmhm“nﬂmmu-nﬂd
lead one to believe. These comments are much more useful for what they

reflect of respondents' attitudes sbout war than for any information

SLEL b g g b e el e g e et v

they might contain sbout the morale of the Russian citisemry. They sre
indicative of the gensral inclination among these respondents to under-
estimate and underplay the strength of the Soviet while exaggerating

SSEmNL UL o
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the probability of an easy and quick victory by the US and her allies.
Vietory, many say, can come quickly and easily, and even those who think
it may be costly are convinced that it is assured.®

Doss the US Want War?

These respondsnts are as strongly convinced that Amarica cdoass
not want war and has made earnest efforts to avoid one as they are that
Russia is actively seeking war or is at least responsible for the tensions
which make a new World War inevitable. Despite their belief in the dasira
for peace on the part of the US, however, a great marny of these respond-
-nﬂmﬂrﬂ;mmimthnt;hhnlﬁﬂllrighttndnfandhlrmmtar-
uhmm-ﬂmmmm-mmam&

Thus, of some 60 per cent who said that the US does not want
m,ilwemmmuauﬂlrighthlhpmzﬂparmt
thought the US will fight to liberate subjugated peoples, and 4 per cent
said the US will fight to resist.s Soviet attack on berself or frisndly
nations. The remaining 15 per cent felt that the US will continus to
do evarything in her power to avert a military contest with Russia. The
large "no opinion" group (27 per cent) consiste about equally of genuine
"don't lnows" and s number who simply stated that ths stage is set for
war and skirted the issue of American intentions or desires with regard

to war,

¥ Refer to the Sections, "Do Hungarians Want War® and "Anticipated
Consequences of World War III."
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Mmm’mm“illiiIIi-ﬂ“
US does not want war but:
Will fight to stop Communism (because
it is in ber own self-interest) . . . 21

US is preparing for war but respondent is
uncertain sbout USwar alms . . . . . . &
US will do everything possible to avoid war. 15
gy =T R e
Total Cases (100%) = (100)

Although the balisf that America will fight is so widespread,
it is never impliesd that America is a warlike country or looks to war as
a means of furthering nationsl smbitions. Even a handful (L per ceat) who
say that the US definitely wants war consider that America has moved
m”aﬂ;ulm"lhpn

The US wants a third world war too. As long
as world Communism iz in powsr the

Much more common is the notion that although America doss not
desire war she will fight to defend herself and her imtsrests against the
tireat of the Communist power drive. As has been noted, 21 per ceat made

the following type of statement: '

Amsrican policy is aimed st the avoidance of
war, and at the stopping of the Russians by

!
5
|
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As one respondent pointed out, American interest in blocking the
expansion of Communism happily coincides with the aspirations for free-
dom of Hungarians and other peoples under the thumb of Moscow.

In my opinion, the American people do not
want a third world war. It would mean a huge

~ about the fact that the US is motivated by
its own interests and not by the interests
of the Hungarian and other people dominated
by Communism. However, it is now the common
" interest of the free world not only to stop
but to liquidate Communism. (063/20)
Anocther 20 par cent, however, feel 'that the American desire
furmhwmwhmmhhmrm:qWMW
the world rather than by narrow self-interest. "The American psople
ﬁnmrmm.hutﬂ-;mﬂ.dhmum:-r#uhﬂ-—
tion against Communism.® {M&ﬁh}_ "There is an undsrground move-
ment which will contribute to the overthrow of the Commnist regimes in a
war because they know that the Communist claim to world rule is opposed
to the American tradition which is based on the idea of freedom.® (073/17)
Ounly a direct attack or the total frustration of diplomacy

would provoke America to fight according to one respondent. This feeling

- 1s shared by a handful of others among these Hungarians.

The American people do not want a war because

" they still remember the extremely heavy sacri-
fics in manpower in the two world wars, and
also becauss their moral consclence protests
against a new war. However, if they were pro-
voked either by a direct attack or by the

"~ complete uselessness of conference table sclu-
tions, they would then be willing to reliswe
the tension with war. (0L9/27)

A substantial mumber (15 per cent) simply assert that the
US does not want war and will continue to push har efforts to negotiate
TFOR, Inc.
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F

1 a settlement with the USSR, Many of these respondents includa the
t liberation of Communistedominated countries among American aims but
_ maintain that the US would prefer to achieve this liberation through
- diplomatic means.

have the peoples liberated
from under Russian rule without a war. (057/11)

E
]
&

i~ mﬁ&-.tumumtw. As has been moted, msarly

| half of the respondents have no doubt thit the US will eventuslly, either
of its own volition or under Russian pressure, overcome its reluctance
%o go to war and face up to Russia militarily.

_ Do Bungarians Wanot War?

b Perhaps the most significant finding in the context of respond-
; ents' thinking about a future war is that not one among them made the un-
T 'Mmmmmtmummummw.m
aix per cent stated or implied that they would prefer to aveid war but
said that since war is the only way to achieve liberation, they are ready
and willing to undergo the horrors of a major armed conflict. An addi-
tional 21 per cent made no qualifications whatever but simply stated that
they definitely want a war.
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Tabls 5

DO HUNGARIANS WANT WAR?
Definitely want war, no qualifications . . . . 21%
Accept war as the price of liberation ... . 76
W..IIIIII'...--'-..I.‘ 1
Iﬂml-tt--vnnoia---l--z
Total Cases (100%) = | ' (100)

i The £ifth of the respondents who state unequivocally that
their fellow citisens want war characteristically regard war as inevitable
{ and imminent and ascribe to others in unhesitatingly positive terms an
immadiate and direot readinsss for war. They are completaly undaunted
by the horrors of war and some even shrug off casually the possibility
#ltmium.

(006/8
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B Thus, if the testimony of these respondents about the
' feelings of their fellow nationals is at all accurate, great numbers
: of Hungarians are looking forward to a war of liberation, having
ﬂmwmﬁtmﬂ-gﬂlmnuﬂnﬁlmﬁ“ and
perhaps prolonged war is prefersble to an indefinite oppression
under Communism.
|
1 L . . i
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How Will War Start?

Respondents said very little regarding the exact circum-
stances which will lead to the ocutbreak of full scale hostilities
between the USSR and America. Aswe hl'l'-_!-n. these refupees place
3 ' thburdmﬂmutxfnrmhm:mtumhﬂ-

. on Russia. America is generslly pictured as the non-aggressor -- forced
to strike back, finally, in the face of the intractable demands and
threatening expansionism of Commnist Russia.

Precisely undsr what conditions these pressures will erupt
| into a new World War is generally left unsaid by respondents. The war,
3 which slmost all of them profess to be swaiting anxiocusly as the instru-
¢ ' ment of their liberation, will come at some vagus time in the future when
Russia feels strong encugh to take on the West or the US decides it will
make no further concessions.

Although they were not directly questioned about who will start
thm.ﬂmt:hﬁhﬂthmm-hlq-_nhmmuﬂhh

|

m#mﬁﬂMHmmmmﬂlnﬂﬂ
were of the opinionthat the crucial act of provocation will come from the
Comsunist camp.

In one way or another the Russians will eventually
& start it. They will invent somsthing to start it.
2 . For example, they might have Hungary attack Tugo-
# w she occasionally has a few of her
. man Hongardan territory . . . . It might
i Hungarian territory but Yogoslswy partisans who
L. : are directed by the Russisns. This would enable
Hungary to start a war agsinst Yugoslavia even
the matter. (023/20) i e

PN, Yoo

BT e AT -

lon of the Hoover Institution Acchives, "ﬁl {(TiTLE ITHI.I
« U8, CoDE)

photocopy not be £ 'wm- :
jatributed without the :;::I;h it pu !.:‘IQW ITUTION MOTICE: MATERIAL MAY
Sdd Cairnle puporacns.



Blmuuﬂﬁimhdthtthlﬂ-nrmmm
world would take the conclusive step toward war. "Everybody believes that
a third World War will coms. Russia will be attacked from both sides ——
China and Western Europe — and Communism will be expelled from the
earth,” (011/18) Those who expect the US to take the initiative make
it clear that the US would do so only as a last resort after all peace-
ful efforts had proven ineffective. The quotation which follows was used
previcusly to 1llustrate the reluctance to enter war which is generally
attributed to Americans. It is repeated here because it serves squally
well to illustrate the point that the US will resort to armed power only
after extrems provocation. ". . . The West will be forved to start a war,
not only in order to make further Russian violence impossible, but also
to correct what has happened previcusly.” (051/16) .

The remaining five of thess respondents who discuss the
imediate eircumstances which will touch off the new war believe that
war could break out in a mmber of troubled aress and that it is not
really important who makes the first openly hostile move. Yugoslavia i
regarded as a likely place for war to break ocut by L of these 5 individuals.
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World War III ean break out in 1952-53 in China,

Yugoslavia, Persia or possibly India and Pakistan. _

For the peoples of the satellite nations it is
absolutely desirable that war should break out
soon as possible, because in no other way
they shake off Bolshevist oppression. I do
know who will begin the war. Basically, it
decisive significance which side opens
depends on which side first
opportunity for armed attack
the race for the balance of
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of World War ITI
The most widely anticipated consequence of World War III

is an American victoiy and concomitantly, the liberation of Hungary.
Although only about a third of the respondents said in so many
words that America or the non-Communist forces will win the war, the
universal desire for war expressed by these refugees is predicated on
" the belisf that America is the only earthly power that can overthrow

.t " the Soviet and restore freedom in Hungary. Only a handful of individuals
suggested that ultimate victory might possibly go to Russia, and they
were simply urging the US to take action socn before Russia can mobilise
all her forces.

goods to Russia, the more they facilitate the
situation of the Russians. (018/22)

A few respondents mentioned other developments which they
expected from another war. HNone of these, however, is mentioned by more
than four individuals. They include the destruction of Communism, the

restoration of private enterprise, econocmic recovery and full employment,
and the formation of a federation of Eurcpean statess.

TFOR, Inc.
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il VOA and World War III
In the light of all these findings about attitudes toward a
R third World War, what position should VOA take with regard to the pros-
i pects of snother war? Respondents were asked what they thought the gen-
nﬂnuﬁmwﬂdhhn?ﬂlbmﬂnﬂmmﬁmﬂmﬂ
i the US to avoid war at all coste. As we have seen, respondents are gener-
: ally agreed that the US is not seeking war. They, therefore, would in-
tarpret any strong pronouncements by VOA disclaiming the intention to
fight, as a sign that the US is prepared to mske further eoncessions to
B the Soviet. . The major fear, of course, is that such concessions might
mean an indefinite postponement of the liberation of satellite countries.

" Table 55

j-r,q_ ANTICIPATED REACTIONS TO VOA BROADCAST THAT THE
USA HAS NO INTENTION OF OOING TO WAR

¢ » 7 People would feel themselves betrayed, would be demoralized,
_:..' wwmth?m & & & & & & = & 8 O
q mmmmitlilliiiiﬁliiillll
i People cannot even understand American comcessicns to USSR
¥ ““m-il---||I|ll]o4|-l..|..-t.
Position would be acceptable if people were assured that a
i settlement with Russia (including Hungarian liberation)
m“mdmt” " 8% 8 % ® 8 o= @ ® @ @ 8 & @
E DH‘I "= ® & B F B & ® ® B & % W % B B 8B S F WP A S S 8N

hw L 3 L3 L] - - L] - L] - - [ ] - L] - - [ ] - - [ ] - [ ] - - - [ ] : 2”
Total Cases. (100%) = (100)

'3 % &%

'h&h'uﬁhﬂnmm“&uﬂhmhhﬂm—
ents. They inelude a mumber of highly disparate ideas. Hungarians will
mtmthirmulmtntbﬂlﬂ&rmmhh
the lurehl It's all right for America to say she doss not want war
now since she is not ready, the US does not recogmise the danger she
is in, ete.

—— -
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" The strongest negative reactions came from those who inter-
mudthqmnﬂmhmhttbﬂsmﬂdmﬁmwﬂth
Russia that would leave Hungary indefinitely in the position of a satel=-
litas. Thnnuhnud-u:iuumtiunnuarhdthﬂ-uuhmmnt
would cause bitterness, despair, and even hatred of the US and the VOA.
rom-nnpurmntdthwmsmhnﬂpwplomﬂdrulhtrm
urhnunlhndumhtﬂyifthuyhurdthﬂthuﬂﬂruﬂlynnntmth
take up arms against Commmurism, Their comments vary in intensity, but
ﬂﬂthlﬂnlmlrlhﬂuthntttd.uq::ﬂmsumdnplmm
among respondents. ﬂwrnufunmuuﬂ.lniﬂr.themﬂml
m,dmmnmn{m“mdﬂ-mwtth
US will fail to stand up to the Soviet, thus abandoning to their fate
those countries already under the thumb of Moscow. |

& One would think with disdain of the States

m“lthﬂllﬂﬂﬂﬁthw?ﬂm

Murderous hate would surge the two
peoples if no final decision is mads. (om/8)

o If instead of this Hungarians

US wants to avoid war even at the

:
f
g
1
:
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The Hungariane wait fur the VOA Yo hroadtash
not only fancy words regarding the sufferingu
of the Hungarians and empty encouragsment about
the liberstion, but it should mention exactly
what means will assure the licquidetion of
Bolsheviam. Of course, it would be a great thing
for the Hungarians if tihds were achicwed witlcul
a new world war. However, it would provoke “ragic
.feelings in the Hungarians if the VOA said that
the US wanted sn unconditional maintenance of
peace, even at the price of the Communist rule
not coming to an end in Fungary. This does not
apply to Hungary only but also to their other
enslaved neighbora. The Hungarians regard it as
that the S could be indifferent to
the fate of millions of people while the nations
isting of these are valuable parts of
human culture. (063/21)

VOA should never tell the Hungarians that the

* 9o idea that the US is directly or indirectly responsible for the
present advantageous position held by Russia is reiterated by about a
mamnm,mmmtmrmmthmm

tical and economic frontiers and can now arro-

ghﬂr&f;thmldilmhmm-mﬂtdluku!nmw
thlpﬂtutthmlndthm?mhpﬂnldhrﬂnﬂd
mn.mmmammmmnrmmt
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7 An additional B per cent assert that such reperts by VO
would be discredited by most Hungarianas, These respondents oithex
ridicule the idea that the US could seriously consider it possible &n
evade a showdown with Russia or reject the notion that VOA proclarations
sbout the peaceful intentions of the US should be taken to mean that
America is prepared to write off the satellite countries as casualties

in the co)d war,

The Hungarian people walt for the VOA to ssy
that the US wants war Decause thera is no other
solution. The Hungarian people cannot imaglns
that the US still has not recognised this after
the experiences gained from dealing with the
Soviet Union since the end of Verld War II.
For this resson they cannot beliewve that the
VOA would want to drop the subject by express-
ing the unconditionsal readiness of the US to
maintain peace., The American radic still says
that they went peace. But it is very clear

s that America wants peace orly with conditions
and not that the lussians should stsy wherse they
are now., [merica wante peace, but only if tano
Russians glve back freedom to the subjugated
people.” (075/13)

In addition to the bitter recrimination and scorn aroused by

the suggestion that the US might fail to' come to the rescus of Hurgary,

# (Footnote continued from preceding page)

The cynicism with which the Soviet Unlon remcunces
the obligations undertalcen when it was in a difificult
position long ago proves that the Soviet Unicn is the
opposite of a falr negotiating partner and that it
understands only the talk of superior power. It was
& tragic error on the part of the Westarm alllea
not to think that Churchill was right when he suge-
gested that the fate of World War II should be
decided by an inwasion through the 'esoft underbelly
of Eurcpe,' the Balkans. This tragic error was
axctremely costly hscause the Soviet Union was zhle
to subjugate huge terribories and to Bolshevl:e

. them, makirg Bolsheviom an ever-increasing tice rb

& to the world., (093/30)

iy
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a small group of respondents (5 per cent) express impatience with the
US for what appears to them as an abject and dangerous American tendency

to placate the Soviet at every twrn. They protest that they do not

understand the msny concessions which the US has already made to Russia.

. It can be seen that the US has peaceful jurposes

e

because she makes acceptable proposals. The Soviet
Union rejects them because she wants war. These

il
i
5

?mumdmhm-m“mhm

mmmmtmmmmmdmmﬁimmﬂhwtm

with Russia. These respondents, howsver, make the important reservation

that the [Eahnldnnt-nhrintnwmtﬂdehﬂulmtm

a free (non-Commnist) Hungary. The idea of a negotiated ssttlement of

US-USSR differences is acceptable only if Hungarian independence is assured
as part of the bargain.

Hungarians would be to hear that the IS

wanted to settle differences with the Russians
peacefully. But they could not understand it

if the VOA said that the US wanted peace even
if it were not possible to liberate the people
under the Bolshevist yoke peacefully. The

Itmulq:r,thm.thntthhnmprohlmnﬂru
murmswntnhrplnrmﬁngnumrmd, On the contrary,
mtu.tth-uﬂu.nglrhmn-hnqniﬁm- that America's de-
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coaxistence, according to these respondents, must always indicate the
m;-mmunnﬂmmmuuum-mmmm

and to assure Hungarian liberation.
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Summary
The belief that a third World War is imminent is almost uni-

versal among these respondsnts. In fact, more than half of them are con-
vinced that such a war is insvitable. The conviction that present tensions
will inevitably erupt into large=scale armed warfare appears to stem pri-
wrmmmmtmhmmunuumw
to Communist domination, They assume that the US shares their own implacable
Mfﬂhﬂlﬂﬂlﬂlﬂﬂhfﬂ“ﬂﬂlﬂﬂ@lﬂﬂﬂ
pﬂﬂihﬂlhmﬂiﬂnﬁhﬂhﬂdmﬂhﬂiﬁmﬁﬂ.ﬂ:ﬂmmu
has committed herself to a program of political and sconomic expansion

and is prepared to further her ends by any means, the situation can only
result in war. ‘ _

Although Russia is regarded as primarily responsible for the
tensions which combins to make & new World Wer inevitable, there is some
m,ﬁnﬂhmﬂ-rnﬂluuqﬁn};-ﬂlmuﬂmdﬁ
the US at present. Substantial mumbers of respondents feel thit the Soviet
would prefer to achisve her aims-without dissipsting her owa resources
in a costly war against the non~Communist world. Cold war techniques of
infiltration, the fomenting of small wars of attrition through her
satellites, and other similar methods better serve the Kremlin's plans.
Many consider that the Russian people as distinguishsd from their leaders
mmﬂ;-ﬂﬂumu-md-%mlﬂmﬂu.ﬂubnﬂ-

' siderstions also serve to increass ths reluctance of Ruseis to face America
on the field of battle. :

The US is pictured as deeply concernsd about the preservatiom
of world psace but dstermined to resist any attempt by Russia to extend

i T
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s her political borders. In this regard, America is chiefly motivated by
if. the need to protect her cwn economic and political interests, although

:‘ ghe is also interested in the extension of democratic guarantees to

1" subjugated pecples.

.. Hungarians themselves, according to these respondents, have
already weighed the issue md decided that war is preferabls to contimed
domination by Ruseia. The threat of war, which has struck fear into the
J ) hearts of millions the world over, thus represents for these respondents
I.; and others like them in their home countries the only means to achieve
.' a longed=for liberation.

There is 1ittle said sbout the exact circumstances which will
| lead to actusl warfare, but it is gemerally agreed that provocation will
be. come from Russia or one of her satellites. Although the Soviet is con-
a mmumuwﬂwmﬁuummﬂtuﬁw
_j struggle, respondents deem confident that ultimate victory will p.:il;l

1* the West. mmtmﬂMnHMMd;mmh

i are an American victory and Hungarisn liberation.

Thare are indications that any sustained emphasis by ¥

3 the desire of the U5 to preserve world peace may be in

[ 1istensrs behind the Iron Curtsin to mean that m 1- '

b wmwumtwmnmn srpretation |

;}[ wmmmmdmmuu.mh.'u;__'.'_:"':.',';""
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the desire and willingness of the US to reach a peaceful settlement
with Russia spparently would do little to impair Hungarian feith in the
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g CHAPTER III

| THE_UNTTED NATIONS

Faniliarity with the United Natiops
Unlrm-tlﬂ.rdurthﬂmgaﬂmmpmﬂptamfmﬂiuﬂth

the ains end membership of the United Nations. One muarter had some mis=

conception about the UN: Hmcmtntﬂatat.nlauphthuu@tthﬂ the

UN is a military allisnce sgainst the Sovlet Unlon.

The United Nations was organized in America against
the Russians, From it was borm the Atlantic Pact,
with the participation of the three Western Nations.
Thl!mgu‘imtruatthnbthi]l achieve a
settling of accounts with Communism. (058/15)
ﬂmamrc!utthnughtth-ﬂﬂi: an eccnomic nrguﬁﬂtdunliiparumt
_ nad & variety of other misconceptions. The following, seemingly rather
— odd, conception of the UN sppearsd in tuwo or three Hungarien interviews.
th-unmt-rlu-ntinmdum_hwl are the chief places to which
| Hungarian refugees and DP's were able to emigrate through the offices of
the IR0, a United Nations agency. It is this fact which evidently was

responsible for this particular confusion.

Of the remaining L2 respondents, 26 ssid they had heard of the UN but
41d not know what it is, and 16 said they had never heard of it.
VOA preferents and listeners were better informed than other

respondents; however, more than a quarter of the listeners had miscon=

upt;uuahouttuﬂﬂmjﬂp&rumtufthmﬂdmthwuﬂt1t'1l¢
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Table 56

INFORMATION ABOUT UN AND EXFOSURE TO FOREIGN BROADCASTS

Total VOA Preferents MNon-Iisteners Non-Listeners to
Sample and Listeners to VOA Foreign Broadcast

Lu]
=1
%
..

1

{
=

Have accurate knowledge

about M & « o s = = » 33’ m o 5’

Have misconceptions:

Think UN is a military
allisnce against
UESE,...-«.. 13
Think UN is an economic
organization « « - » 3 -

Other misconceptions . 9 (2) =

Have heard of UN but

don't know what it 48 26 El‘.l L5

Never heard of I . . . 16 3) 35

Total Cases (100%)m (100) (74) (6) (20)
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of the 33 Hungarian rupnnd;mt.n who were informed about the

membership and
an equal volce

aims of the W, over half thought that all UN members have
in the orgamzationy 15 per cent thought that the TN 1s

dominated by the great powers.

Iable 57
BQUALITY OF WICE IN UN AMONG MEMBER NATIONS
Informed Respondents
A1l UN members have an equal voice o « « « 55%
The UN is dominated by the great powers . 12
mmhmtldtwthﬂﬁ * " o o @ 3
Othear + = = « = = = = » # 8 = 8 = =« & & © 9
Don'  LkDOW &« « = = =« = s =« & s #» & = & & @& 3
Vo BNEWAT &+ = =« = = &« &« 8 » & = = s & & & 18
Total Cases (100%) = . (33)

mwmmmtmtlmmmwﬁ-pm
mmmmmmﬂadthmpmdthmtu-bu'-d
the Security Council.

The individual member states have their equal
voting righte in vain, because ths Soviet Union
1@ able to frustrate the will of the majority
mw?unﬂmtwwmuriu
veto right. (0L9/29)

The establishment of the big powers? weto right
in the Security Couneil, however, meant a con=
giderabls limitation of voting equality and the
consequences of its (the veto's) use had damaging
resultas. Alded by that (veto right), the Soviet
Union was able to monkey-wremch the achieve-
ments expected from the UN. (093/11
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0f the 33 informed respondents, 13 considered the UN to be an
effective organization. Nine of them based this feeling largely on the
action taken against Communist aggression in Korear

The United Nations are strong. Their troops

know why they are doing what they are doing. . . .
In the Korean war the United Nations showed their
detarwination in the face of Bolshevism, (017/15.16)

A number of respondents dd not feel that the UN is presently
very affective, but thought it might become so if the United States took
a more aggressive stand, or if the Soviet Union were expelled.

You cammot expect anything from this organization
unless they expel Rusesla. She is the one who
does not want unity with anybody. She wants to
become the master of the world, If they would
expel the Russions, things would start moving
' ' immediately. There would be nobody to comtradict
~ everything. Then, the work could be dons., And

Small nations are represented in &
as larger ones. All together could form
majority against the large nations. Only the
Rusgians make difficulties in the UN in the same
‘'way that they make difficulties in other inter-
national relations. The Eussian problem must
be solved. (005/1T)

A few respondents stated flatly that the UN cannot be effective in con-
trolling disputes smong the great powers:

This is the union of the peoples of the world,

: the vanquished states of World War II.
At the time of its formation,/its aim was to pre-
serve peace. This did not succeed as it should
have, because the TN broke into two campe which
hinders its cperations. On one side there is the
Soviet Union with its satellites. On tha other
glde are all the other countries, 1 cammot men-
tion anyexample, but in the group of the Western

g
?
g
’
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. states the small countries can also have their
say, and they are aleo paid asttention to. People
back home are not clear about the meaning of the
. Buddutm,thnfunngbukhmut.hat
the UN cannot do anything effective concerning
the Hungarian situation. Its biggest success to
date has been resisting the Korean attack. The
Russians did not officlally intervene in Koresa,
and so they remained in the UN. But this shows
what kind of confused situation the Soviet Union
creates in the UN. All I expect from the UN is
to keep the Western states together. Thers are
matters made public by the UN Economic Council
which are useful to the world, But the UN alone
will not solve the fate of the world. This task

has bigger than the UN can cope with.
{ua:ﬂﬂ]
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EFFECTIVENESS OF THE UN

FEM I I )

B Informed Respondsnts
_i D 18 effectlve o o« ¢« o« ¢« = ¢ 2 0 = » @ Log

TN would be effective if

o US were more aggressive or

- mmﬂmm & @ B w ® 36

o Wi.l!.nlﬂ‘luﬂn..-.--..--- 9

3 Don'"t Imow 2 = # =2 = 8 2 8 8 & & & = & 15

b Total Cases (100%) 3 (33)

r.

Nearly half (15) of the 33 informed respondents sald that others
bﬁh‘fﬂutﬁhlmtmm;lmtu}nﬂmuth
the feelings of the rest of the pmhtm;ﬁnm-dﬁttthminw
discussed much in Pungary. The Hungarians, this last group said, expect
their 1iberation to come at the hands of the United States, and it is

America that is discussed rather than the ON.
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At home (in Fungary) people don't discuss the
UN. Maybe they don't even know vhat it is.
They speak about America, People don't make a
distinetion when spedking; everything is Ameri-

b

K _ ca in their discussions; nob>dy nentions Canada

N or the UN when speaking about politics. TYugo-

E slavia, too, 1s of ten mentionad during political

K di scussions. People don't piy attention to the

|8 UN and don't evem expect it to do anything impor-

w tant — they expect everything from America.

5 (095/20) .

One Hungarian respondent who did not say tict he hinself considered the UN
£ to be ineffective did say that the peorle buck home hiad no great hopes for
':;. its

g

¥ People back home don't imow much about it. They

P do not understand why the Ruse’sns are in it. I

G don't know that, either. If che wants war, any-

i way, why does she keep sitting there? She hinders

unity and mekes a war debate ot of everything.

! 1 do not know what impertant tldng the world

¢ orgamzation has accomplished jo far. Should it

B want to do something important, the Russians

would oppose it, anyway. She tpposes everythin g

that might be good for Hungary or the (other)

i peoples' democratic countries. (02L/18)

e

b TTOR, Inc.
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Summary

Thirty-three per cent of the Hungarian respondents are .nformed
about the membership and aime of the UNj 25 per cent have some misccucep=
tion about the UN and L2 per cent don't know what the UN is.

Among VOA listeners the proportion with accurate knowledge abowt
UN membership and ais is L3 per cent.

0f the informed respondents, Ij5 per cemt do not feel that the UN
is at present effective, LO per cent feel that it is effective and 15 per
cent say they don't know. Those who are convinced of the UN's effective-
ness are mainly impressed with the action taken in Korea.

photocopy may not be further m H 7 - 5

istributed without the specifle suthori. : ITUTION NOTICE MATERIAL

ion of the Hoover lﬂltltutlmt::dﬂm: mw ——t uﬁuﬂnmﬁ
Hc‘*m

LAW (TITLE 17, U.8. cooe)



<430«

CHAFTER IV

e

MARSHALL FLAN

Familiarity with the Marshall Flan

While the Hungarians had 1ittle-or no knowledge of the tachnical
details of the Marshall Plan, half of them knew (1) that the US sponsored

i S TR R

the Planj (2) that the bensficiaries were Western Eurcpean couutries;
(3) that it involved some kind of econcmic aid from the United States.
Respondents who had this much knowledge were classified as "informed

iin e s e

5: about the Marshall Plan," Here are some typical examples of how respond-
i ente so classified described the Pling

+

4] The Plan was worted out by the American general,

% Marshall, to ald the nations which had gotten

into a difficult situation as a result of World

i War II. The aid consists of financial losas, in-

B dustrial machinery and other means of production.

D I don't know which countries receive such ald, but

| I beliew that Oermany gets it, too, and that Austria
i received 120 million dollars under the Marshall Plan.
4 (087/19)

f‘ America gives it to the Western states. She gives money
¢ and goods for which these states have a use. This was
necessary because the Western Buropean states, too,

B were in ruins, This is a loan, (O0B1/1L)

: This is a form of American aid. America gave it
after the war to countries which asked for it. This
& was & long term loam with which America these
By - countries to get over their difficulties. They eould
& rebuild better with the help of it. (078/1

H

§
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Table 59

INFORMATION ABOUT THE MARSHALL PLAN AND
EXPOSURE TO FOREIGN BROADCASTS

o
¥
k
!

g
I Non=Listeners
k Total VoA VoA Non-listensrs to Foreign
s Sample Preferents Listeners to VOA Broadcasts
' Informed sbout the ‘
T Marshall Plan . . . L49% 6L% 59% - 20%
b Think Marshall Flan
: £ wvas a military al-
5 liance against the )
I, DSBR. « ¢« = s & & & 3 3 2 - 5
Have some other mis-
| conception of the
i Marshall Plan . . - 8 6 7 (1 10
b Have heard of the
{ Marshall Flan but
don't know what it
: S s e el % B 22 (2) 20
E Have not heard of
] the Marshall Plan . 20 9 10 (L) Ls
g Total Cases (100%)® (100)  (33) () 6) (20)
) A few respendents said that the Marshall Plan was a military ale
£ liance against the USSRt
p: The Marshall Plan is the unification of Western
{ European countries and the establishment of a
3 defense alliance against the Soviet Union. This
is higher politics, the details of which I do
K not know. (051/16)
f A few thought that the Soviet Union rather than the United States
4 was included in the Plan:
E The Marshall Plan is an economic agreement between
i the Soviet Union and the Western Eurcpean states,
. But I reslly don't know snything about it. (079/1L)
i
& : it
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Appraisal of US Motives for Sponsoring the Marshall Plan
1
All but one of the informed respondents offered some interpre-

tation of the motives behind American sponsorship of the Marshall Plan.
1 The overwhelming majority of these (8L per cent) felt that the motive was
. hhﬂ.pmmmuopatumwwmmumicaﬂrhmthncmm-ﬁt
the war:

T know that the American General Marshall
gtarted an action in order to help countries
which had had too great losses as a result
of the War. . s « 1t was the humanitarian
dntwufﬂmﬂﬁhha]pthruﬂnmdtm
poupinwhonrttmni:tnhﬂptmm“.
That was General Marshall's idea. The aim
of the plan is to help the industrial and
commercial development of Europe. (005/17)

A few respondents mentioned ﬁol:l.t:lnnl and military motives in
comnnection with Marshall Plan aidi
The Americans give aid to certaln Western
states, These states have been in
a bad material situation since the second

World War. The aim of the aid is to preveat
g Russisn invasion of these countries.

(058/1L)
I said before, the Marshall Plan helps the
people and prevents the spread of dissatis-

faction the way the Russians would like in
the interest of the victory of Communism.

(016/15)

Only 10 per cent of the informed respondents mentioned pre-
venting the growth of Communism as a motive of the Plan. Only 6 per cent
mentioned the development of a strong West as a motive. Twelve per ceat

1 eald the United States hoped to gain military sllies in direct return for
‘ the aid, Altogether, only 28 per cent of the informed respondents mentioned
political or military motives, and all but 3 of these 1l people mentioned

e o g

g sconamic motives as well,
. TFOH, Inc.
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Table 50

““UNITED STATES MOTIVES IN SPONSORING THE MARSHALL PLAN

”
i

i

i Informed Respondents

E* Economic motives: '

,-1‘ Ilw'nﬂﬂmamﬂﬁm..-..--.--- M

;II m.{m}m"bliliiﬂil‘ﬂli 3?’

Promote trade between Europe and US . . « « . - . 0%

= Provide a market for Uf goodS « « s « « o ¢« « « » L%

& Political and military motives:

E Prevent the growth of Commnism « « « s « = s s » 10%

| = Promote the development of strong countries

i“ which can serve as 211168 + o = s = s « s =« « s« 128

= mlmmq-.--..-q..l.- 5’
MIOQQQI'-I"I.-I.'.I.-III ﬂ
BoO EIBMBT &« ¢ s n o 8 & o s s ¢ &8 8 &« & 8 &8 & 6 -0 ® 2’
Total Cases (100%) = : (L49)

Interpretations of the Marshall Plan which attribute sclely

T Rl T SR T

l-ltirhﬁnﬂﬂ:tutlnlls such as “t.hn emuﬂmtnrusmﬂm

i

oA,

inwlm-mtgimltﬂlwtheﬂmguimnmh. The
rnmuhnudtm-nrﬂmmﬁmud!tapmﬁﬁa a market for US goods”

among the motives also mentioned, along with. these, such llt-miuﬁc motives
as improving the economic conditions u.!.‘ nt.tmr countries,

LS g A gt R A

g Lo Tyl baes b e

A ia
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Attitudes Toward Communist m.ndl Against the Marshall Flan

Seventy-two per cent of the L9 informed respondents were
ramiliar with Commnist propaganda against the Marghall Flan, but claimed

that the Communist arguments had no effect:

o . After World War IT this was the Flan with which
" the US helped the impoverished European nations
b economically. The Commnists hate it, because
3 - with this Plan the West has revived economi.cally,
: has become able to defend itself, and because
America became popular in Western Europe. People
back homs know little about the Marshall Flan.
fecording to the Commnists, under this Flan the
US dumps its umussble commodities on Weatern
Burope. People do not believe this. However,
most of the time they don't lmow what 1t is all

about. (033/15)
Five informed respondents (12 per cent) mentioned Communist

T TR T T

arguments which they sald they were unable to answer:

They (the Communists) said that bscause of the

Marshall Plan the European countries have gone
economically bankrupt. I do not know what the -
truth 18: 2 2 & (0@3!201 #

According to the Communists, it is a preparation
for the new war. I know that this is not so, but
I am unsble to answer them because I don't know
Just how things stand. Others do not know about
it either, at least 1 didn't meet anybody who did
because then he would have told me. While I was
umwu,m-mmmmm;ﬂm.
It would be good to tell the truth, becavse the
Commnists are lying sbout it so much. {02L/16)

T g T,
: Rl AP

L3 el -E::.:nﬁ TSRS T AT

Two informed respondents (L per cent) said that the Comsmun-

1T

ists weres no langer talking much about the Marshall Flan and six (12
per cent) had mothing to say about the Communist propaganda against

e T A

ko f o b

the Flan.

i
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Attd tudes of ‘RIM with Misconceptions
ngmmumunmmmmummm
Hhahndmia:mﬂmntthlnlhmnaurmmmﬂlﬂm. 0f these, the
three who thought that the primary objective of the Marshall Plan was
pr-pmumrarwwthnt:utappmudnfmﬂm

Countries belonging to the Western sphere, that
is, England, France, Italy, and COreece, received
financial aid from the US under the Marshall Plan
for the purpose of military preparations, and to
secure work opportunities. The latter was
achieved by construction, mostly of military in-
stallations such as airfields and barracks. They
secured the workers through the trade unions.
According to the Communists, all of the Marshall
Plan aid goes for rearmament purposes. I, too,
think this is true, but one can only be happy
nurit,bunuitmmuhmumnfm
oppressed masses of pecple. (0LB/11)

The other B respondents were so completely misinformed about
the nature of the Marshall Plan that their attitudes have little mesning:
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Susmary _
Only half the Hurgarian respondents were informed about the

Marshall Plan; LO per cent :did not know what it was. There were relative-

; 1y few respondents who had misconceptions about the Flan.

Most Hungarian respondents thought that the US' motive in

sponsoring the Plan was to aid Western Europe to economic recovery.
Only 28 per cent of the informed respondents mentioned preventing the
spread of Communism or building a strong West as motives of Marshall
Flan aid.
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CHAPTER V
YUGOSLAVIA

Famillarity with the Political Situation of Iuggulnin
Since Tuposlavia is a neighbor of Hunﬁur and since there are

[+
-
138
4

both a substantial Hungarian minority in Yugoslavia and a Croat minority
in Hungary, relations between the two countries have historically been

' lively. It is not surprising that the Hungarian respondents were quite
well informed about the political developments in Yugoslawia since the
end of the war, Sixty-two per cent knew both that the Yugoslav regime

At

G el e e R R e e ST e

has broken with Moscow and that it has remained Communist; 26 per cent

e

1.'?-.

kmew sbout the break, but were under the mistaken impression that Yugo-
slavia since that time has been non-Communist; 3 per cent had not heard
S sbout the break; and 9 per cent said that they kmew nothing about politi-
cal developments in Yugoslavia since the war. Sixty-nine per cent of
foreign broadcast listeners as opposed to 35 per cent of non-listeners

wera informed about these develorments.

Table 61

INFORMATION ABOUT YUGOSLAVIA AMONG LISTENERS
AND NON-LISTENERS TO FOREIGN BROADCASTS

Total
Sample Listeners Non-Listeners

i %
ik Don't know about Yugoslav
E;" political developments . . 9% &2 20%
E Con't know that Yugoslavia
is still Communist . . . . 26 2L 35
? Don't know about Yugoslav-
‘.:.; Moscow break . « «» « = = » 3 1 10
E Informed about Yugoslav
political developments . . 62 69 35
Total Cases (100%)= (100) (80) ' (20)
TR, Inc.
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Attitudes toward US Ald to Yuposlavia
0f the 62 respondents who knew about Tito's rise to power and

break with Moscow, all but 5 also knew about American aid to Yugoslavia
ard all but 10 expressed some attitude concerning this aid.
Three considerations entered into these attitudes. The first,

mentioned by 76 per cent of the informed respondents, was the strategic
advantage, both military and political, of having Yugoslavia on the side

; of the West. The Hungarians felt that ‘.ITn case of war with Russia the

?5.._ Yugoslav Army would be very valuable. They also inferred, from reading

t the domestlc press, that Tito's defection was felt by the Moscow-controlled
Hungarian Commnists to be a bitter blow to their prestige. From this point
; ;i of view they thought that ald to Tugoslavia was justified. i
:‘ ME There were other things, however, to be sald against the policy

rairt

of aid. For many, 27 per cent, the incongruity of giving aid to an avowed-

1y Communist country, as part of an mu-ﬂu-nni:t- crusade, was & cogent
objection. Interestingly enough, almost as many respondents (19 per cent)
cited the traditional hatred between the Hungarians and the Serbs as a

reason for mistrusting Yugoslavia.
Many of the respondents wers evidently pulled in two direc-

tions by these arguments pro and conm, 50 that their attitudes form a con~
tiruum with no very sharp breaks, from those who gave the most welght to
the strategic considerations to those who gave the most ud.ght_t.n the
need for taking a consistently anti-Commnist position.

Those respondents have besn classified as having favorable
attitudes who summed up their own stand on the subject as favorable to

I nc.
i
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:~ : US aid. Most of them cited the strategic considerations as their reason,
:: but a quarter of them mentioned ome or both of the other arguments to
indicate that they had some reservations. An example is the respondent
quoted below:

It is right that Yugoslavia receivea American
aid, because she was deatroyed in war. It is
necessary that she should have an army, ready
to strike. This reason is exaectly what hurts
' the Hungarian Communists. Wheraver the Hungar-
. ian broadcasts began to say '"The bandits of .
Tito . . ® ! Ig‘ﬂ!rllljmtthﬂrlﬂiﬂuff,
because I was not interested in what it was plan-
ning to say further. I belleve that Yugoslavia
will fight together with America, but many people
in Hungary say that Tito cannot be trusted. I don't
know how the thing stands. There is some

truth in the fact that Tito is just another Comm=

5 niety, and that the Serbs are merciless and would kill
the Hungarians without compunction should there be
a war, but, on the other hand, I also hope that Tito
and his people will become sensible. (I think) that
Eastern Buropean solidarity would then become strong--
er than the hatred (between the Hungarlans and the
Tugoslavs). (018/23-2k)

Respondents who mentioned argumenta both for and against ald,
without themselves taking a wery definite stand pro or con on the subject
were classified as having mixed attitudes. The tenor of most of theas
mixed responses was to accept the strategic value of extending aid to
Tito but to emphasize the dangers of this slliance, with which they as
Humud.lnu feel very familiar, and the need to exercise great cantion.
That they emphasised the dangers rather than the positive value may be
due to the fact that little more need be said in behalf of aid since it
is now a fait accompll. Both the respondents in this group who are quoted

below were informed people, interested in politice:

YT T T U T L L
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The US is supporting Yugoslavia with money. This
htnntramthnlutnt-uﬂﬂ.qhuiubamimm-

t power in the fight arainst the Soviet Union.
Many people at home enjoy the fact that Tito has
blotted out Stalin. TYet many other people think
as I do that Tito, in case of a war, could cause
much trouble to the Western Allies if he were to
break agreements entered into with them. Hungar-
jans know the cruelty of Serblans from the past
ard think that it would be just the same in a
ew war. (007

: Tito was schooled in Moscow, therefore the US is

: warning a snake in its bosom when supporting Tito.

o . I don't believe in any solution of the Darmbe basin
problem where Tito is the main factor. It is right
to use Tito's army as cannon fodder, btut the US
should wateh out mot to catch a bear by the tall
with Tito.,* The US should be careful mot to get
involved in situations and obligations when alding
Tito which would, in the long runm, serve to strengthen
communism. Hungarians generally feel this way about
the Tito problem. I was shocked when arriving in
the West to see that the Western press is now prais-
ing Tito. In my opinion, Tito is jJust as great a
gangster and mass killer as Stalin. (o01/21)

Respondents classified as unfavorable to US aid for Yugoslavia

e R T e [T ok B e

either stated explicitly that they were opposed to it or else seemed to
give greater weight to the negative than to the positive considerations.

T T T TR T I

One of these wes a former official of the Peasants! Association who had
rather anti-American attitudes in general, as compared with most Hungar-

ian respondents:

The reasons for American aid to Tito's Yugoslavia
are rooted in the same unfbrtunate policy in which
lie the reasons for the postwar recognition of the
Soviet Union's Bolshevist Party in international
politics. Tito's acceptance by the West means

the choosing of the lesser evil in deteriorated
political conditions. Since they (the Western
powers) did not succeed in enabling the followers

VT T PR

# Titerally "to catch a Turk with Tito."

::.".":'_'1_ TR LY

A
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of King Peter - Mikhallovic - to assume power

(in Yugoslavia), they at least wanted to use

Tito, first against the Germans and then against
Stalin. The Hungarians hold it agaimst Tite that
Aurgarian refugees were badly treated in Yugo-
slavia, that many were sent to forced labor camps
or forced to return to Communist-ruled Hungary.
They (the Hungarians) do not respect his (Tito's)
personality and they regard him as an adventurer
who cannot become a friend of the Hungarians under
any circunistances. Waving the memory of the tradi-
tional borders of Hungary the Hungarians dislike
Yugoslavia, which was enriched by large territories
to the detriment of Hungary. For all these reasons
the Hungarians are not happy about the aiding of
Yugoslavia by the US. The realistic political
reasons for the program do not greatly impress the
Hungarians. (092/30)

Table 62 below shows the distribution of attitudes toward aild

= =g

TR

among the informed respondents.

Table 62
ATTITUDES TOWARD US AID TO YUGOSLAVIA

Approved of aid (mentioned mo reservations). « o o L&
Approved of aid but had some reservation . . . . 15
mﬂdlttriﬂldﬂ.---------i--l--&ol?
Ilisw:lflid........-..---n5
Hul‘bﬂhd:lxmuﬂnd.-..;.-¢----*-15
Total Cases (100%) = ' (62)
Tﬂ{.hm’
TR T -
NOTICE: MATERIAL MAY
od BY COPYRIGUT
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Of the 29 rﬁspm:iant.rl who had misconceptions about the present
politieal situation in Yugoslavia, 20 expreased attitudes toward US aid,
Eightesn of these, believing that Tugoslavia is no longer Commnist, ap-
proved of the aid for strateglc reasons.

I read in the newspaper about this (aid to
Yugoslavia), that arms were being mamfactur-
ed in Western Austria (the Western-controlled
sector) and sent to Yugoslavia, That is all I
know about the aid to Yugoslavia. It is right
to aid Yugoslavia, because she is not a Commun-
ist state ard is against Russia. (096/12)

One respondent had a mixed attitude because he was afraid Tito
would revert to Communism and one disapproved of aid because he mistrusted

the Serbs.

W A S R T

pTTT e ER

B ¥ A5 shown In Teble 61, 26 per cent did not know that Yugosiavia 18 still
lI Communist; 3 per cent did not know about the YugoslavelMoscow break.
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Sumary
For most Hungarians who are aware of current political develop-

ments in Yugoslavia, the advantage of having this country in the Western
camp justifies the extension of American aid to the Tito regime, However,

e [ S et e

the respondents remain suspicious of Yugoslavia because 1t is still &
Commnist country and because of their historical mistrust of the Serbs.

5]

Even those who approve the aid policy feel that special care must be

] T W T T
A1 P n. L o ey~

exercised lest Tito betray his necw friends in the West.
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CHAPTER VI
FAMILIARTTY WITH THE COMDIFCRM

mmm,mwnmmmnm.m
mw. Seventy-nine per cent did not know what the aame refers
h.ﬂtmaﬁurdum-mdmm-mub-Im. Five per cent
gave a fairly complete and accurate description of the orjanization. Fourw
tmpumthdmnompﬁmdvﬂtitiahitthﬂrlﬂnumﬂtm
partly wreng or incomplete. Two respondents did not answr the question on
Cordnform. All of the correctly informed respondents anc all but one of
ﬂupuﬂ:.iﬂfnrﬁdmmum.

Table 63

FAMILTARITY WITH THE COMINFORM AMONG LISTEDERS

AND NOW-LISTENERS TO VOA

| ant-:i VoA llnn-biltmrl

 Sample listeners __to VO

WM£Wﬂ « = 8 8 8@ 53’ J" m
Heard of it, but don't

hﬂ'mtitil..----.--. 26 35 -
Gorrectly informed , . o o o o = s+ D T -
Partially wrong or incomplste

mt’.ﬂﬂuncnlnainnnim 18 h
Hﬂ“--i--unliii-ii 2 1 h
Total Cases (100%) ® (100) (7h) (26)

Thnq_uudmtquutdhlﬂmnmﬂduﬁtobn correctly ine
formed about the Cominform.

The real aim of the Cominform is to bring the
Commnist parties of various couniries under a
completely unifaorm political influence, namely,
the influence of the Bolshevist Party of the
Soviet Union. The spparent aim is to maintain
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an intarnational mutunal information service re-
garding political matters of the Communist
Parties. (092/30)

A frequent misconception was that the Cominform is an associa=
tion of Communist governments, including only the Soviet Union and its
satellites., Respondents who thought this dld not know that the Cominform
ineludes the Communist Parties of some non-Communist states.

The Cominform is an orpanisation of the satellites
led by the foviet Unicn. One can't know anything

about its activities. It could be an organization
similar to the Atlantic Pact. (076/23)

The Cominform is an organization to keep the Com-
munist states under control. It sees that no
deviation from the Russian doctrine cccurs. I
think its meetings are held in Bucharest. There
‘is spying, for instance, in Hungary, to see
whether governmental officials try to do any-
thing against Russian instructions, It prevents
any attempt for removal of the system, Its nem-
bers are the foviet Union, Poland, Bulgaria,
Rumani«, Albania, and Czechoslovakia. I don't
know whether kLastern Cerman; belongs to it, too.
Anti-Titoistic Serbians in exile represent

» Which formerly was also a member of
Cominform. The seat of the Cominform was in :
Belgrade then, but later Yugoslavia was expelled
from membership. (007/19)

‘A good number of respondents who were vague about the exact

’

formal organization of the Cominform knew that it was the argan for central
direction of Communist activities throughout the world.

The Ceminform serves the organisation ‘of Communist
terror and subversion all over the world. It is
an organization of the Soviet Union towards such
an aim, (058/15) '

The Cominform is an organization coperating in
Moscow, which directs Comunist espionage, organ-
izes strikes and carries out propaganda for Come
munism in leaflets and newspapers all over the

world., (0B7/19)
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- (The . Cominform iu¢ludes) the representatives of
the Soviet Union .nd of the satellites. I don't
know where its heidquarters is, probably in.
Moscow. It directs the activities for the ine
ternal disintegratlon of Western countries. The
common people knov little about this at home,
because this 1s nit vhe thing they are the most
worried about. (J52/17) .

One respondent explaised that the Hungarian pecple, exeept
for listeners to the foreign radic, me not familiar with the Caminform
because the Canmurdste have rocently sispped talking about it.

After the conflict betweei the Soviet Union and
Yugoslavia became permaneni, the Hungarian Com=
munist propagenda stopped ‘sntioning the Cominfarm
and for that reason most of the Hungarians know
hardly anything sbout the Cminform. The intelli
gentsia and moatof the peop.e who listen to westemrn
radios are still clear abou both the Cominform's
officially expressed aim of serving the cultural _ -
collaboration of Commundst states, as well as about
tha t:uth that behind this iidden aim stands an
orgaiiszation of internstiozal propaganda and sube-
veriion, a descendant of tie Comintern. (093/32)
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