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September 2,1983 

Morton Blackwell 
Special Assistant to the President 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Morton a 

This is just to confirm in writin 

Louis Segesvary 
Foreign Service Center 
400 C Street, S.W. 
Washington,D.C. 20.547 

at I expressed to your 

assistant over the telephone last onth -- that I was resirning 

from the outreach group on Cent al America. I had to do this 

arance of y conflict of interest with my new 

a as writer and producer. 

I would like to here express my deep appreciation for the 

privilege and honor of serving on this group. With my very best 

wishes, 



.,. .  

Vol. IT, No. 12 

. Hon. Morton Blackwell 

Spec. Asst. to the President 
& Dir. of the Off. Pol. Dev. 

The White House 

• 

Twenty-five Cents 

; � ' 

AnOtlie1.;Reagmijflbites th�, DIISt 
Phil Nicolaides.resigned·from the U.S. Jnformation 

Agency last Monday at the request of Charles Wick, 
the agency direct.or. Word of Nicolaides' resignation 
was greeted with sadness among those employees of 
the Voice of America who had been hoping for a basic. 
change in thephilosophy ahd operations of the Voice as 
a result of Ronald Reagan's election. It was- greeted 
with cheers on the part of those who feared such a 
-change an? had been working strenuously to make sure
that the Voice continued to function as it .had in- the 
Carter administration. 

· · rl - ' 

Prior to being hired by the Voice, Nicolaides had _ 
written a memo to James <::onkling, the· director, in 
whic:h he argu\;d that the Voi(ie had a duty to- provide 
more than simply entertainment to overseas audiences. 
Nicolaides said that the Voi_ce should be Cll,IT)'ing 
Ame,rica's message to the world. He agreed,y.,ith the 
criticisms of Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn, the great Russian_. 
author, who says that the Voic� of America is per-

Inside .. 

Nicaraguan pilots say Cuban 

visors" control nation. 

Reagan proclaims Afghanistan day. __ -

Korean economy provides lesson in 
economics. 

Budget cuts fail to end millions in 
fµnding to spec�al interests. -

'sur I WW'( 1if !�ANT K)ND� 

Charles Wick Philip Nicolai�es . 

ceived as mushy and as all too willing to denigrate the 
United,States:Nicolaides thought that it was ridiculous 
.for the Voic�-to have banned the reading-of Solzhenit
syn's works. _He thoug!it it was everr more ridiculous 

for them to. have aired an interview with Georgi Arba
tov, a prominent Soviet disinfomiation expert. 
'. - � copy of :Nicolaides' confidential memo was stolen 
from MT. Conklin's de�k and delivered to the press, 
elements of which falsely reported that Nicolaides had -
recommended that the Voice be used to arr~American 
propaganda. Conkl'ing wilted under the criticism of the 
me3ia, and Nicolaides was promptly put under wraps. 
He found that his hardhitting commentaries were .re
jected or .severely blue-pencilled. After several frus0 

trating weeks, he w,is transferred out of the Voice to 
US!CA headquarteu;. The official story w ·as that he 
was going to work on Mr. Wick's "Project iruth-." 
This was a program to expose Soviet disinformation, 
which Wick had launched with considerable fanfare 
last fall. · · 
- Act�ally, Nicolaides was forbidden to work on Proj-

ect Truth, arid he l'l_as given no meaningful work to do
Continued on page 3 

Soviet Grenades Used in Miami , 
- Soviet grenades have been (urning up in ·Miami, a

·iMJl! �r�,-1\ tjfi · the 
na . n"d�e es\ 

SaJ!le individual who brought in, during 1979, con
siderably more than 200 Soviet grenades was also in-

- volved in supplying arms to El Salvador's guerrillas
and the Sandinistas and that the grenades were intended 
for terrorism.

The first known use_ of a Soviet RGD-5 grenade 
·came- in October 1980. The grenade was used in ·a
bombing of Eloy Motors in Miami. The fact that the
bombing used a Soviet RGD-5 grenade was confirmed
in an official report by the Metropolitan Dade _County
C-rime Laboratory.

The undercover agent, Sergio Pinon, showed the
S1cnate -Sub ·-,.,mittee photos of nine unexploded 

("_live_") Soviet grenades captured by aut11orities in the

-three -known bombing incidents in sou�hern Flroida, 

causing one casualty_, with "in excess of 200" gre
nades still unaccounted· for.

Police -agent Pinon testjfied that the authorities had
information that the S!_enades were; brought into the
U.S. in 1979by aCuban agent, wliom Pinon would not
name, but who at that time was .taking shipments of

, weapons to.communist guerrillas in El Salvador.aand
Nicaragua. Pinon testified that at least in s.ome cases 
the motive for bqmbings using the Soviet grenades was 
to make the bombings appear to be the work of the 
anti-Castro Omega-7 group.

Continued on page 3 
- ' .. · . 

Ni,�al'aguan Build-Up Continues 
Congressman Robert K: Doman, R.-Calif., told 

"Meet the Press" on March 14 that offensive weapons 
in Cuba a.e ,�ore. dangerou� than at the _time of the 
Cuban Blockade in 1962. He coupled this situation 
with the arms buildup in Nicaragua. 

Rep. Doman said the U. S _- is in a "much worse · 
position'' than in 1962 when President Kennedy forced 
the Soviets to remove inte!Jllediate-range ball\stic mis
siles (IRBMs) from:Cuba. Rep. Doman said he was 
�lluding in part to intelligence reports that MIG .27s 
may be in C4b�. 

"The MIG 27 is a more effective delivery system for 
a nuclear device than were the IRBMs that President 
Kennedy mOV!!d to blockade Cuba over," said Rep. 
Doman, a former pilot. Central Intelligence Director 
William J, Casey also said the agreement that sup
posedly came out of the: Cuban missile crisis had been 
abrogated. Casey made his remarks in an interview in , 
U.S. News & World Report. 

Rep. Doman stressed the military b_uildup in Nicar-
. agua, noting that the, Sandinistas have received soph
isticated Soviet helicopters .. Aerial photos of Soviet 
helicopters in Nicaragua were released at a fecent CIA 
briefing on Nicaragua's buildup. 

The Soviet-bloc military build· up in the Carib)?ean" 
includes Soviet helicopters in Nicaragua. 

The New York P-;;st re_cently exposed violations of . 
the 1962. agreement barring n·uclear missiles from 
Cuba, cl._iiming a large new submarine base at Cien
fuegos is capable of servicing nuclear submarines. De
fense Department officials discounted t)1e charge, but it 
is°known Cuba has one submarine ca(l"able of carryi·ng 

Continued on page 3 

Washi - . 

March t9, 1982 

• 



.. ~, \ 
Page 2-WASHINGTON INQUIRER- . 

J{eagan Proclaims~ Af ghanis·tan~ Day 
I . - . •;,,. 

·_-By Donald A. Davis and gave to Reagan a red, green and black Afghanis- and nciw, have 90,000 to 100,000 occupying troops 
tan flag,the president hugged her. locked in stalemate combat with-Afghan-rebels. 

Washington (UPI.)-President Reagan, gently White House officials said the girl is now living on "The Afghan people-have defied the Soviet Union 
h1;1gging a young Afgl)an J efogee, pledged_ Wednes- the west coast, but they declined to say exactly where . and have resisted· with a . vigor that ha3/ few pa_rallels · 
day "the· world will not forget" the rebels fighting or to give any other information about her because · in mddern history .. . and have paid a terrible price 
Soviet tro.ops who have occupied Afghanistan for her parent's are still in Afghanistan . ' . in t!\eir fight for freedom ,'. ' Reagan said in.his pro-
more than two years. · · 1 · Vice President George Bush termed the Afghan . clamation. · 
· It was the second time in three days that the admin- str_uggle ''a global issue . . : the latest brutal ehapter "Their viHages and h'omes have been destroyed; 

istration raised the issue of Afghanistan, whicli in 'in the hist.cry of Soviet . .. repression and aggres, , they have bee_n murdered by bullets / bombs and chem
recent months has been eclipsed by the imposition of sion." · · ical weapons: One-fifth ' of the Afghan 'peciple have 
martial la\l/ in Poland and the guerrilla war in El Sal- Former Secretary . of ,State William Rogers, been driven into exHe. Yet their fight goes on," the ,. 
vador . chairman of the National Committee For Afghanis- proclamation said. . .. 

In testimony before the senate foreign relations·: tan Day, called the Soviets'' announced-reasons for •·•Afghanistan Day will serve to recall .. . the prin-
committee Monday, peputy Secretary of State keeping troops in the country "clearly blatant lies . cip}es involved when a people. struggles for. the 
Walter Stoessel charged that, according to "very reli- _ We shouldn't forget them. We have't9 continue our freedom to determiny its own future, the .right to be 
able information," Soviet chemical war.fare killed _at support ," . . . c free of foreign- interference and the right to pra.ctice 
least ~.042 people . in Afghanistan between the The Soviets ,invaded:-- Afghanistan Dec. '27, 1979 religion according to the dictates ofoonscience." 
summer of 1979 and the summer of 1981. . . 

Calling the fight of the Afghans against the red 
army " one of the epics of' our time," Reagan 
declared at -Wednesday's· White House -ceremony: 
"We cannot and will not turn our backs on their 
struggle." 

Escaped Pilots Confirm Cuban Role 
. Reagan signed _a proclamation designating March 

21-the firs t day of spring and the start of the new 
•year for Afghans-,as Afghanistan Day. He -also 
dedicated the third launch of the s pace shuttle 
Columbia on March 27 to the Afghan people. · 

"The Soviet Union must understand the world will _ 
not forget ," the president said. J-le shrugged off 
Moscow's claims that the troops were sent in to 
counter foreign intervention as "nothing more than 
propaganda." 

Nahid Mouadidi, an Afghan teenager now study
ing ih· the United States, told a multinational audi
ence gathered in the East room of the White house 

Two Nicaraguan pilots . have defected, flying a 
Nicaraguan Air Force plane to Honduras. They said 
each of the 9 members of the ruling Sandinis_ta directo
rate has ·2 or 3 Cuban advisors whose instructions are 
unquestionably followed, wire service dispatchers say . 
Also the top military commanders have suc1t,Cuban -
advisors, added 2nd .Lt. Gustavo A'ntonio Quezada. 
His co-pilot was Octavio Barreta. 

Rank and file discontent is increasing,· the pilots 
said. They said they left because of-the increasingly 
leftward slant of Sandinista regime. They said·the dis
content is heightened because no one is consulted about 

. the country's policies . Both former officers · of .the 
Nicaraguan air force confirmed reports that large num
bers of Cubans are in Nicaragua. 

I 

granted the Nicaraguantpolitical asylum . 
The plane landed at Tegucigalpa, Honduras,. The 

men gave reporters no details of how they managed 
..their escape. Quezada managed tci' bring his wife and 
daughter with him. 
. Orlando Tardencillas, the captured 19-ye,!lr-old 

Nicaraguan guerrilla commander who made a monkey 
out of both the_ State Department and ,\he American 
media last week, admitted that he had met two other 
foreign-born prisoners who had been helping the Saiva
doran guerrillas when they were captured. One of them 
was a pilot, Santiago Romero Talavera. The ~eporters 
who interviewed Tardencillas showed no interest in 
· either of .these other prisoners . · 

The Inquirer has U.S. government documents out-. that she had "witnessed the killing of my friends ... 
and we will continue our war." After she unrolled • Officials of the Honduran governmen( said they 

Media __ Scolded on 'Nukes_'· Coverage 
. lining Romero's fascinating story·. Romero was ' re

portedly capiµred early· in 1981. He is believed to be 
involved in smuggling war materief in, and wounded 
out of El Salva_dor. He told his interrogators he had 
made two previous flights into El Salvador for the· 
Nicaraguan government. 

By Kenneth R. Clark you how -serious a fault it is?" she asked. "What is 
the evidence of earthquakes from that fault in tlie last 

New York (UPI)-Jane ·Fonda and activist p<;di- 1,000 years? How many of you know whether or not 
atrician Helen Caldicott are no . more passionate in the containme·nt vessel- is built to withsfand an 
their approach to flu•c_lear energy than . Dr. Rpsalyn earthquake as high as has ever been seen,,or 1 O times 
Yalow, but the similarity ends there. Dr. Yalow as high, or 100 times as high, or 1,000 times as high? 
battles on behalf of "nukes," and she is quick to "You're newspaper people. You're certainly above 
scold newsmen.wh0 "don't ask the right questions.'-' average in intelligence. You're very well informed. 

The Nobel prize-winning medical res_earcher - . · Yet all of you associate Diablo Cany_on with· an 
only the sixth woman ever _to win the Nobel in a_ · earthquake fault and none of you have asked the 
science category'-scolded a press conference f!-;ill of right questions." 
newsmen last week when she carried her fight to a She wrote off Three-Mile Island as- "a big" 
PBS taping of "Why In The World?" · · nothing" in which public. figures "lost their heads 

"I'll come on this program and I'll come on an- and opened their -1lnouths," spawning newspaper 
other educational program, but Merv Griffin will have headlines and panic for -the evening news. 
Helen Caldicott spewing absqlute- nonsense about 
whieh she kfiows nothing/ ' slie said. · 

" It'.s much· more picturesque to .have her tell you 
how she's going to sit down.with the pr.esident a_nd let 
him ·know what the facts are of life. And all those 
women in the audience sifthere and love it!'.' 

Dr. Yalow, addressing a panel of New Jersey high 

Reed Irvine Named 
· Patriot of -the ·year 

school students, kicked off the new PBS educational Reed Irvine, chairman of Accuracy in Media, )]as 
progra{P. conceived by Walter Cronkite and produced been named Patriot of the Year by The American Sen
by KCET, Los Angeles, With a vehement defense of .tinel, a biweekly newsletter on national defense, for• 
nuclear energy which she said has been deemed ~y the eign affairs_ and internal security. Irvine was chosen in a 
.Nationa.LAcademy of Science as the safest available poll of American Sf!cntinel readers . 
source. Thomas L. .Ph~jips, publisher of the newsletter; 

Her opening performance was a prestigious praised Irvine·foftieing "a'virtual one-man ombuds
kickoff for "Why In The World;" which Croi;ikite man of the press, on behalf of the vast majority of 
envisioned as a classroom aid videotaped from the Americans." Irvine has been especially noted for his 
screen and accompanied by teachers_' guides for a,ll · criticism of the Washington Post, the New York.Times 
who wish to use them. and the big three television networks. 

Dr. Yalow is bitterly accustomed to toe public pre- Recent past winners of the annual " Patriot of the 
ference for Jane Fonda over the hard science data she Year Award" include Lawrence Brady, Assistant Sec
offers. College students have heckled her and retary of State for Trade Administration, and General 
smeared announcements of \m lectures with gFaffiti. John Singlaub, U.S. Arniy, Retired. 
At Dartmouth, they tore down her posters. ·Irvine's award is described in the March 8 American 

Dr. y alow blamed.the media - print and television Sentinel . Other articles ir( the issue probe the influence 
- for the blind side view, and she used the furor raised: of the leftist Institute for Policy Studies and the. nature 
over California's Diablo .Canyon nuclear plant, w\lich of the terrorist Italian Red Brigades. A two-page speci
was built atop a fault line, as an example. . al report describes U.S. and Soviet progress in de-

" ln all the things you've read , how many have told : :veloping laser and particle beam weapons . 

Romero said one of his flights was carried out in a 
Nicaraguan• air force plane ,,, on a Nicaraguan air force 
mission . . . There were also technicians on board to 
check out communications.' ' Romero report~ly said 
the mission was authorized by Commander Veneiro, 
head of the Nicaragua air force. 

Romero is reported as saying his paymaster, Fer• 
nan do Carrasco, said he was a "direct link to the 
clandestine supply of weapons in El 'Salvador. " He 
also was' quoted saying he had helped supply war 
materiel to the Sandinistas. Romero said he thought 
Carrasco might be originally from Chile, but he. has 
Costa ·Rican nationality now. , 

Romero_ said he himself was born in Nicaragua and is 
of Nicaraguan 'descent, but told his interrogators he had 
Cdsta Rican nationality and had lived there until his 
flying brought.him to Managua. Romero also reported
ly said he had contractedwith Carrasco and that the pay 
was _$3 ,000 per flight for small planes and much more 
for bigger ones . · 

- Romero is quoted as saying Cuba flies Soviet Anto
ncW 18s .into Managua's Sandino airport by night . The 
·pianes go immediately to the military ramp where high
ranking officers supervise the unloading. 

Th, Washington (nquirer is published weekly by (he 
Council for ·The Defense of Freedom, PO Box 28526, 
Washington, D.C. 20005; Marx Lewis, Chairman. 

Editor-in-Chief ......... .. ..... .... . .. . .... Wilson C. Lucom 
Managing Editor .. .. .. .. . .. .. .. . . .. .. .. .. .. . Dan Holdgreiwe 
Business and Editorial Offices ......... . _.. (202) 783-6736 

1 Subscriptions: $20 per year mailed third class; $30 per 
year mail,:4 first class. Make checks payable to The Council 
for the Defense of Freedom. 
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, Soviet Grenades 
Continued from page 1 

He testified that the grenades were furnished by 
· courtesy of the Cuban government. They were manu
factured in the USSR about 1976. Also large quantities 
of cocaine and marijuana were provided by the Cuban 
government. It got them from the M-19 guerrillas in 
Colombia, and profits from the drug operation were 
said to be used to finance subversive operations. 

Danny Benitez, another undercover agent of the 
Miami police , testified that the terrorism in Florida and 
·its discovery is comparable to finding termites in a 
building . "They've already been there for years and 

· have done a lot of damage.' ' 
Agent Pinon reported, somewhat cryptically , being 

involved in. a $ IO million arms deal with Panamanian 
~ agents seeking to help. the guerrillas in El Salvador. 

Nicaraguan . Arms 
Continued from page· 1 
nuclear devices. 

The New York Post says Bear bombers, the Soviet 
equivalent of the B.52, are now based in Cuba. It has 
been reported that when these bombers come within 
200 miles of the U.S . , they are escorted.out by U.S .. 
jets. . 

Reports thai·soviet transport planes fly over our East 
Coast enroute to Managua, Nicaragua, after refueling 
at Gander, Newfoundland, came up at a hearing of the 
Senate Subcommi'ttee on Terrorism and Security. 
When Sen . Jeremiah Denton, R-Ala ., asked Fred Ikle,. 
undersecretary for defense, about these reports , lkle 
responded only that he would reply later. 

Sen. Denton also ·questioned lkle on a shift iQ mili
tary power in .the Caribbean area. It was observed that . 
the region would be of extreme military importance for 
the transport of oil supplies. should a crisis occur in 
E_urope . · 

Nicolaides Out 
Continued from page 1 
at \CA headquarters. He put a sign on the outside of his 
door reading " Gorky, " the name of the city wh_ere 
Andrei Sakharov resides in exile. Nicolaides told The 
Inquirer that he. had done nothing in the fifty day_s he 
was with the agency. He said .that he got into trouble 
because (1) he had ideas; (2) he had convic"tions; and 
(3) be had compounded the problem by displaying 
candor. · 

Nicolaides said that he had come to Washington to : 
do a job, not simply to hold one. He had considered the 
Voice of America a challenge because of its great 
potential value- in telling the world- the truth about 
America and what we stand for. He was disappointed 
not to have been able to carry out his ideas . He attrib
uted this to the weakness of the director, Mr. Conkling, 
and to the-deterrninatiori of the foreign · service officers 

. who dominate the Voice to keep it bland. 
Congressman John LeBoutillier, Rep . -N. Y., recent

ly recommended that James Conkling .be replaced as . 
director of the Voice by Phil Nicolaides. Mr. LeBoutil
lier said that the dismissal of Nicolaides was "a dis
grace." He said. that the situation at the Voice had 
deteriorated seriously and that there was a growing 
realization of this in the White House. 

After a meeting with Mr. Wick on Tuesday, Le
Boutillier said he was convinced that Mr. Wick does . 
fully support President Reagan's policies with respect 
to the' Voice but he is not so ·sure about some other 
Voice employees. He said he was looking forward to 
further discussion with Mr. Wick about problems re
lating to the Voice. 

Mike Thompson , a prominent Reagan supporter 
from Florida with excellent credentials, was recom
mended by the White House for the post of director of 
J)Olicy and planning at the Voice. Mr. Conkling turned 
him down, saying that the slot was reserved for a 
foreign service officer. Conkling said that they wanted 
someone for the ·post who had served overseas and who 
was sens_itive to Eastern European problems. Mr. 
Thompson has written to the White House to ask how 
this administration expects to make any basic change in 
the policies and functioning of the Voice if policy slots 
are reserved for foreign service officers and Reaganites 
are barred from taking such positions . 
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THEEYE 
Pat Buchanan, one of the Eye's favorite 

lnqui;er columnists, has finally been invited to 
the Wliite House to break bread with Ron. Pat, 
of course, knows the mansion well, since he 
used to write speeches for Richard Nixon during 
his tenancy. Some figured that Pat would be a 
natu.ral for a high post in µie Reagan administra
tion, Pat having been a strong Reaganite for 
years, but his services were no!;reqµired . If Ron 
has been getting advice from P_!t, ·it lias probably 
been through reading his column in The Inquirer . 

Eye hears that the White House has long 
intended to have Pat drop in for lunch, since 
everyone there just loves him, but somehow his 
name kept falling off the invite lists. Eye is 
tickled that Pat is finally making it and will 
watch eagerly to see if any of the other Inquirer 
stars get a nod fro.m Ron. · 

Maybe Ron will have Marx Lewis in for tea. 
If Ron and Marx were to get into a yarn 

_swapping contest, Eye would bet on Marx, who 
has an anecdote for every occasion, a lot of 
them going back to the days when he ·was an 
AA going up on the Hill . Another fellow with 
Wilson in his name occupied the White House in 

., those days;-- Woodrow Wilson. 
* * * 

Jimmy Carter's ex-sec, Susan Clough, is 
back in town looking for an appr9priate 
p·osition. Sue agrees with Hizzoner Ed Koch 
that country living is a.joke. Of course, Ed took 
that back as soon as he decided to run for guv 
of NY, but Ed never spent a year in Plains, 
Georgia. Sue went down to Plains with·Jimmy, 

.· but she found it a trifle dull , what with Billy ·no 
longer around to provide cultural stimulation. 
It seems that her parting with Jimmy was not 
too amicable. Maybe she'll write a book. Eye 
has a good title for •her-The Plains Truth . 

NBC's man in Moscow . But Eye hears that not 
all at the Voice are. singing a happy t\jne. The 
veterans there who just happen to be foreign 
born are still wondering why none ofthem have 
been elevated to the policy-making echelons . A 
Jot of them think the firing of Phil Nicolaides 
showed . that basic· changes in the tone of the 
Voice would not be tolerated. 

••• 
General William Westmoreland is still 

debating whether or not to sue CBS over that 
nasty hatch'et job Mike Wallace did on .him 
back in January. You remember the .90-minute 
effort to prove that Wesly had withheld vital. 
intelligence about the number or'.Vietcong we 
faced back in 1967 . .lt was garbage, and not 
even fresh garbage. What really hurt Wesly was 
the discovery that the CBS program had been 
televised for our troops overseas by Armed 
Forces Television. The General found·out when 
a GI from Germany .that he .met in an airport 
mentioned it to him. 

It seems that the folks who run Armed Forces 
TV· and. Radio think it's their duty to give the 
troops the same garbage that is dished up here 
by the networks and Public_ Broadcasting, even 
if it is false and _unfair, Otherwise, they say, 
they might_ be accused of censor-ship. A better 
way of putting it . would be to say that they 
might · be accused of exercising the good 
judgl)'lent that they are presumably getting paid 
to display now ·and then. Their view seems to be 
that the .only people entitled to exercise . 
judgmen't are the ones in the pay of the net
works, ·Public Broadcasting · and National 
Public Radio. Yes, eyelets, they also sena the 
boys -and · girls overseas the NPR garbage as 
well . ' , · ,, " 

' . . . . -

Ch;rley Wick, R~'s good'buddy who heads 
our International Communicatiol)s Agency, is 

· said to be hurt by Cong. John LeBoutillier's 
cascading criticisms of . Conkling-Jim 
Conkling, that is , the good buc)dy that Charley 
put in charge of the Voic.e of America. Charley 
thinks John is not up on the great changes in 
the Voice since Frank Scott · and Gene Pell 
moved in. Frank, eyelets will recall, used · to 
manage WRC radio back in the days when it 
still had some good talk shows. Gene used to be 

• • • '.\,._,,•~•--•~c_:._,...; 

TheW~h:'m~g~t~o~n~P~o-n 'r~a•n~a- u"•a~1•u~,~~-,~o•ry-.la-s~1•~~ •.i=;~-
Sunday about Human Events; the conservative 
weekly that used to be Ron's favorite publica-
tion. It · quoted _Ron as having told Human 
Events editors Tom Winter and Allan Ryskind, 
"I'm still reading you guys, but I'm liking it 
less." Some ·readers with good memories 
thought parts of the WP story were very similar 
to the article about Human Events that ran in 
The Wall Street Journal .last year. Well, we 
can't all be original all the time. 

Who Are the Young 
Americans for Freedom? 

We are people who care about the future of our nation. About the spirall
ing growth of inflation. About the sky-high taxes used to support an army of 
bureauuats invading your life. About the waning strength of America' s 
defenses. And we are people who are working for a better America-today. . . 

IF YOU, TOO, ARE CONCERNED ABOUT THESE VITAL ISSUES, FIND OUT 
ABOUT THE YOUNG AMERICANS FOR FREEDOM. . 

For information · contact: 

yniversity of Maryland YAF 
Student Union, Room 3111 (301) 454-4184 

; . 
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One in Five Cubans Would E-migrate if Permitted 
Geneva, Switzerland (UPI)-Cuba would lose up 

to one-fifth of its population if its communist leaders 
· ever allowed free emigration, the·i.Jnited States told the 
U.N. Human Rights Commission today . 

As Latin America's only " Totalitarian tyranny," 
Cuba refuses its people the basic right to leave the 
country, " U.S. delegate Richard Schifter said. 

" When the door opened a tiny crack, 125,000 
slipped through in 1980," Schifter told the commis
sion at its cuqent annual sessipn. 

"An estimated additional half-million have ap-

WEAM - 1390 AM 
·presents 

Media 
-Monitor 

With Reed Irvine 
and Cliff Kincaid 

Monday thru Friday 
-9:45 PM 
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plied to emigrate and perhaps . I to 2 million · more 
would be prepared to leave if given the chance to do 
so," Schifter said. 

Cuba has a population of about JO million. 
The U.S. delegate criticized the U.N. group for re

gularly ·attacking other Latin American countries 
while never debating human rights violations in Cuba 
where , he said, "The thought-control system . .. is 
one of the most all-pervasive in the world. 

Schifter also demanded condemnation of the mili
tary crackdown in Poland, saying Polish Premier 

Gen . Wouciech Jaruzelski imposed martial law 
"because it wa:s made clear to him that if he did not 
do it , the Soviet Union would do it for him." 

The . Soviet Bloc is · preventing any unanimous 
action on Poland by the U.N. Human Rights Agency 
on the ground it would be "interference" in -a 
member State's domestic affairs. . · · . 

The· United States, criticizing the communist posi
tion, also deplored the commission's continuing 
failure to take up the case -of Soviet physicist .and 
human Rights activist Andrei Sakharov . 

Letters to the . Editor 
Maryland ·Gun. Control Bill 

The Maryland General A§se·mbly is currently cons 
sidering a Massachussets-like gun control bill sup
ported by Gov. Hughes, which would impose a manda
tory one year sentenc.e for anyone convicted ofcarrying 
or transporting a handgun without a permit. This leg
islation, identified as S .B. 444 in the Senate and H.B. 
791 in the House, does NOT even address the criminal 
use of handguns , merely violations dealing with the · 
carrying and/or transporting of a handgun , i .e. , victim
less, non-violent, technical offenses. where no criminal · 
intent necessarily exists . . -

Ironically, Maryland has no mandatory penalties for 
murder or rape. Yet for a victimless crime such as that 
covered by this bill , an unwary citizen can be incarcer
ated for up to one year and receive a record as a 
convicted felon for a technical violation of the law·. 
Incredible ! Particularly when one learns that there 
alfeady exists on the boo!.s a law aimed at the criminal 
which assures a previously convicted felon of a 3 year 
jail sentence for mere possessfon ofa firearm! !! 

·.Yet under this bill, a law-abiding citizen, ignorant of 
its provisions, if convicted must receive a I year man
datory jail sentence, unless the judge waives the sent
ence for undefine,;I ' ' mitigating circumstances''. And 
what about the sports~an transporting his handgun to 

or from a gunsmith, a target range, or _his place of 
business7 Oh yes, there are indeed exceptions in these 
bills which accomodate such occasions ; but how does 
our sportsman prove to the police if stopped enroute 
that these are his destinations???? And will he be be
lieved??? 

Yes, the possibility of such convictions is real in, 
deed. Maryland prisons are alre,idy overcrowded.to the 
point where Maryland is under a court order to reduce 
its prison population . Are Ml!f)'fand legislators pre
pared to explain to' their constituents their rationale in 
imposing a I year mandatory sentence for a technical 
violation of this proposed law'which could result in the 
displacement onto our streets of a har<;lened murderer , 
rapist, or burglar to prey once again on our citizens??? 
It can happen if this legislation is passed! 

Gun control is not crime .coptrol, particularly not 
this bill . It misses the marlc by a mile, having consider
·able potential for making felons out of law-abiding 
citizens , and virtually no potential for penalizing the 
criminal use of handguns. It is a bad piece of legislation 
which should be rejected out of hand by the Maryland 
General Assembly. 

Robert Hohl 
Laurel, Md. 

Letters the Post Won't Print 
Post Caught in "Propaganda" C~mtradiction 

On Nov. 16 tlje Post denounced the head of the 
Voice of America for naming Philip Nicolaides deputy 
program director for commentary and news analysis . 

Nicolaides ' sin was to have written a memo urging 
that the VOA stop broadcasting " mush" and begin 
functioning as the " propaganda agency" U.S. tax
payers have every right to expect it io be. Nicolaides 
made clear in the memo that he·did not mean the VQA 
should broadcast anythmg but the truth, but he did 
question a concept of•• objectivity'' that results in such 
VOA features as a 22-part series on "Crime in Amer-

• ica," to cite but one recent example. . 
Apparently , ·some words, like " propaganda," are 

just too " dirty'' to utter--aeven in office memos-and 
the Post' declared that the VOA should not " entrust . 

responsibility for its commentary' and news analysis to 
the likes of Mr: Nicolaides." 

Now (Feb. 7) the Post has editorially praised a televi
sion special on Poland produced by the International 
Communication Agency , parent of the VOA. To those 
who might be concerned that the special was "a little 
too close to propaganda," the J;'ost said: " But why not 
be open and use the term, propaganda, unapologeti-
cally .. .. ?" , 
. Does that mean the ICA a:nd VOA no longer need to 

apologize to the Post for-Nicolaides' use of the term, 
'propaganda'? Is what' s meet for the goose, proper for 
the gander? , 

Bill Stetson 
Burke, Va. 

Family Values Scorned by Post 
Some things catalyze me, some things do not . An

article by Judy Mann the other day irked me mildly, but 
not enough to prompt my demurral·. Her attempt to 
show how the Right To Life people had misrepresented 
the abortion issue was so belabored and recondite, so · 
captious and pseudo-, or should I say, crypto
objective, so_ as.ngt to be worthy of serious rebuttal . Me 
thought the Jady.:oidst protest too much. 

A full-page ad in your Saturday, January 30 edition, 
howc;ver, did succeed in arousing my simmering ire. 
" Our Own Place," the ad read. It went on to state: 
" We bought an apartment together. Maybe we' ll get 
married. Maybe we won't. Anyway, it ' s a good invest
ment." Now this catalyzes me. For the insidiousness of 
the ad lies not so much· in the ad itself, but in its 
subterranean liaison with an economic system that 
actually , in its own imperatives, is 'undermining the 
moral order of this country. The condition of which I 
speak IS all pervasive, and, as such, is hard to appreci
ate. The ad in question is the object of my present ire 
because it, as somewhat of a standard-bearer -of these 
economic imperatives, is tlie most tangible manifesta-
tion of this slow, subtle erosion of the values of Ame.r-

ica along economic lines. The couple in the ad are 
living together. Now !_know this is not something inany 
people get upset about anymore , and even countenanc
ing it is not beyond the pale today, but to bring the 
weight, ·and this i~ no exaggeration, of the ainassed 
realities of the way we survive materially in this society 
in support of an arrangement that is ,generally consi
dered immoral is the ultimate challenge. The ad is 
revolting to me nc;,t because of the sexual immorality 
implicit in i t , but because of the stultifying mediocrity 
if embraces and propounds for a generation of Amer
.icans. These are the people who will be lost when they 
discover their IRAs and Certificates of Deposit, their 
jobs and even their mates just do not fill the void 
within. The syndrome of which I write in regard to our 
economic system is present in all phases of American 
existence. It is the natural ·outcome of our social, poli• 
tical , and economic structure. This letter is just my 
response to a particularly bratant example of why we, 
as Americans, have so many problems . 

G. Michael Corrigan 
Arlington, Va. 

~-. 
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Lou 6rallt Is As·Bacl As Ed.Asner 
Lou Grant was as inaccurate as Ed lot of vocal opposition to Roosevelt' s 
Asner. evacuation order. Reed Irvine 

The fuain .story in the hour-long prog- Wrong though the evacuation may 
WASHINGTON-EdAsner, the star bo tth · t ' · u· d t havebee·n· ,th1's1·snoexc.useforthetotal-ofthe "Lou Grant Show" on television, ram w,as a u e grea IDJUS ce . one 0 

I 
. . the Japanese and Japanese-American re- ly distorted way in which it was pre-

ljas made news r~cent Y with his support sidents of out Pacific Coaststates back sented on the Lou Grant Show on March 
of the communist-backed guerrillas in El m· 1942, ;m_ m ~.-di'ately after the Japanese g ·Th f th · th Salvador. A lot of cnticism has been u,u.. · . e message O , e prograr)l was at 

directed at Asner, 
some of it for • his 

.starem·ent ihat if 
other people chose 
to live under _com

~munism, so be it: 
Mr. Asner would be 
hardpres s ed _to 

' 

Accuracy Itt:!:~edla 

name any country ·, attack on Pearl Harbor . President 112,000 Japanese residents of the West· 
• that had ''chosen'' · Roosevelt issued ah order requiring' that Coast were rounded up and carted off to. 

communism. The one thing that all com-_ everyone of Japanese nationality or of concentration' -camps where- they all 
munist countries have in common is · Japanese descent be evacuated from spent the entire war. An elderly,Japanese 
their avoidance. of free elections . ·caljfornia, Oregon , Washington and was shown explaining this to a young 

Asner was also criticized for hl!ving . part- of Arizona. This was ostensibly reporter at the beginning of the progrl!,m, 
failed to make it cjear that his support for ·done for reasons of national security, on He salq: ''Everybody spent the -wai in 
the communists in El ·Salvador was a the theory that these Japanese 'residents soine •kind of government camp. " 
personal stand, not an official position of might be Japanese agents or sym- , · That is false. •lf the Japanese on the 
the Screen Actors Guild, which he pathizers. , - - West Coast were able to voluntarily re-

. heads . Asner subsequently apologized Forty years later, it is easy to say that" settle in.other states they were permitted 
for not having made that clear. this was a mistake and·a grave injustice. to leave•, but they w~re encouraged to do· 

One might conclude from this that There were those who thought so at the so. Many thousands of them did . 
Asner is net particularly careful with his time, but after the sneak attack on Pearl The Asner program wi;nt even furt1'0 

facts . In his television show he plays the -· Harbor, wJ:iich'destroyed·a large part of er, describing the .relocation centers a_s 
role of a newspaper edit0)', Lou Grant. I. our Pacific fleet, anti-Japanese emotion . "concentraiion camps. " "That's what 
watched the prograin recently to see if " ran high in thjs country. There was n<;>ta . ,Manzanar'was, " says a Japanese pn the 

Reagan Budget Cuts 'flit Home 
John D. Lofton 

Well , -it had to happen sooner or later: 

program. He added ,""The words scare 
people because of the comparison with 
Nazi ' Germany : .•, . Of course, those 
were death camps in Germany. '' 

Those who 'wrote those· words knew 
better, but they were out to produce a 
propaganda program. The United States 
had to be portrayed in an evil ligh\. Then 
businessmen had to be condemneg. '.11 
was suggested that the real reason for ihe 
relocation of the Japaiiese was to permit 
greec!y businessmen· to grab up their 
property at distress prices. <:;ertainly , the 
Japanese who were relocated· suffered 
economic losses , but they -were not the 
big landowners that the Asner program 
implied. Most ·of them had not been in 

· this country' very long, and we had gone 
through ten years of severe depression. 
Moreover, laws barring aliens from own
ing land had worked against them. 

Such propagandistic television prog
rams can do a lot of damage. Wild 

·charges can be aired without the slightest 
res_earch to back them up beca·use, after 
all , it's only fiction. Who· will go to the 
expense of doing the research-needed io 
refute them? One might expect such 
propaganda from Asner , the backer of 
the El Salvadoran communists . But one 
won,ders ·why the Ford Motor Co. and 
other big b_usinesses sponsor it. 

Fellow in Econ'omics at The Heritage 
Foundation: In a study just released, Hum-

~cmak~ ~~......:~•--~-
The genocidal, holocaustic Reagan 
budget cuts have hit (gasp!) my home
town and the brutal, horrendous carnage 
is almost too draconian to write about . . 

Almost, but not 

~ : -The president's budget strategy, 
& t>cild as it is in some respects , fails to 

attack major economic problems . 
Reagan's suggested $43 billion in 1983 

, budget cuts mer~y slow down the rate of 
quite. 

There the· story is 
. splashed four col

umns wide across· 
the front page of my 
local paper. It is 
headlined : ' ';Bird
m an of Laurel, ; 

.. Reagan Wants to 
Cut His Feed. '' The victim of the 
Reagan budget ax is one Dr. Aelted 
Geis , chief of Urban Wildlife ·Research 
at Laurel 's Patuxent Research · Center. 
Wh\U my local paper says Geis believes 
the president's actions wilt"do is " inter
fere with his mission to bring the joy of birdfooqs and feeders-,,,.-a report now in be cut, as the president says i_tshould. · 
,birdwatching to as many Americans as · its fourth printing. He contends thai his - If, as an Interior Department official,.. 
possible. ' ' .. 1 _ research has h_elped birdwatchers and tl:le informs me, one major birdseed com-

"The main thrust ofmy program is to manufacturers of birdfeeding materials . pany has already adjusted it_s~ixture 
increa~e the pleasure 'people can gc;t Geis says of his work: " I'm tryiJg to formulas to co)lform with Geis ' recom
froni birds around their homes," ex- mak,e it so that peopfe get the ·greatest mendations , it j s this company that 
plains Geis, who has st1:1died· something number of bird visits per. unit.cost, Bird · -ought to be picking up the tab for Geis' 
called ' 'the relative attractiveness of var- feeding is a multimillion-dollar busi- research , not you and I through our hard
ious birdfeeds ." He .~ays of Reagan's ness. It ' s really difficult to. find quality earned tax dollars-. 
proposed budget cut: A paltry ~:5,000_ bird food . " Defending the federal- Geis' ""i-esistance to this particular 
and they want to cut 11 out. This -- funding of liis project- he adds: Reagan budget cut demonstrates the 
$75 ,000 -bought approximately. 3,600 · · ' .problem the president faces: Nobody 
pounds of birdseed last year·, and paid . . , • 'There are impo~nt ~oc!al implica- ,wants to see his specific proje"ct .cui. This 
Geis' salary and that of his 'part-time tlons. Good urban wildlµe is good for _ pl'()blem lias been summed up in Sen. Rus-
secretary . . _ . 

1 
• . · people . The s_atisfa_ctio_ n that peopl_e_ · seH Long's often-repeated little ditty: 

My locaf paper says that Geis' - draw fr?m seemg wil?!1fe around the1r "D~n't cut you. D'on',t cut me. Cut that 
mother , who works with him as a volun- homes is tremend0us . man behind that tree . ' ' All of which brings 
teer, non:nally spends the· day clock-mg Now, this last bit is true. Indeed, Geis !DI: to the general subject of cutting- the 
five-minute intervals and counting \he is undoubtedly correct about the worth- . federal budget. · 
number of kinds of birds that eat at dif- whileness of seeing wildlife: Fine, But it Regardless ·of what you have read or 
ferent feeders. •The good doctor used his does not follow that _what-Geis is doing seen on TV, the truth of the matter is that 
mother' s first 178,000 observations to should therefore be paid for by the feder- "the Reagan budget knife is too blunt," 
compile an I I-page s~ial report ,on al taxpayer. No way. His budgei should in the words of Thomas Humbert, Walker 

b11dget growth. They do not, as prom
ised, reverse t~e gmwth tn<nd , 

-Noi only is there no net decrease in 
government spending, most of the de
dine of the Reagan budget as a percent 
of the GNP is not because of expenditure 
cuts but because of sharp increases in the 
estimates of fUllJre GNP . 

-The administration's lack of a-1ong
term strategy to reform the welfare sys
tem will not achieve permanent reduc
tions in the social \1/elfare budget. 

-The administration has failed .to 
confront the obvious neeci to reform So
cial Security and other basic entitlement 
programs-which will claim almost 72 

·-percent of the fedeqil budget by 1987 , 
·even after th~ cun:ent round of d1ts. Says 
Humbert: 

' ~The pr.esident ' s new bud get
... breal<s ·the mold and fulfills his cam
paign promise to reduce the growth in 
government expenditures, although-
-.many social programs continue to 

grow sharply ... The .president ' s 
seemingly drastic $43 billion in budget 
~uts, iq fact, only amount§. to about five 
percent of the; 1983 budget and only re
duces the year-to-year growth;in govern
ment expenditures by about half. " 

Put anoiher way, if federal spending is 
to_ truly be brou_ght under control , 
Reagan will have to cut not only you and 
not only me but also that man behind the 
iree. And this hasn't really been done. Not 
yet. · 

· c 1982. United Feature Syndicate 
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''High Frontier promises to be the critical 
strategic, diplomatic, · technological and iven 
philosJYp,hical iss'ue~of the-dftf;ade." 

-David B. Wilson, .The Boston Globe 

A )earn of more :than a score of leading scientists, space engineers, strategists and 
. ~conomists_directed by Lt. General Daniel 0. Graham,, U.S. Army (Ret.), has charted the 

· yvay toward a bold new national strategy for the United States. 

The 225-page report this High Frontier study group recently sent to Presid_ent · 
Reagan, m·embers of Congress, the Department of Defense, and other government agen-
cies is now available to the public. . -

The Jiigh Frontier study shows how the U.S.A., by making use of our present 
technological !ead in Space, can: · -

• · Close the ''window of vulnerability'' in · two years q,Ild rriove from the suicidal policy of 
Mutual Assured Destruction (MAO) to a strategy of Assured Survival in five-to 0_six years, 
-while at the same time contributing substantially to America's economic growth . 

. , 
• Provide a layered strategic defense starting with a cheap and simple point defense of U.S. 

missile silos;then a spaceborne capability to destroy hostile missiles within the first eight 
minutes of launch, and finally a spaceborne'capabil1ty tointerceptre-entryvehicles in mid
course. 

- • Give American industry the protection and incentives to develop a broad spectrum of com
mercial, scientific, and medical opportunities o_pen to us in Space. 

. The S~. Louis Globe-Derrwcr.at concluded in a recent editorial thaj; "The United States 
-has everything to gain'and!lothing to lose by quickly moving ahead to deploy the High 
Frontier missile ~efense system." -

· ·- Michael Getler, W ashjngton . Post corref?pondent, writes that the High Frontier 
"'would. take aclvaµtage of_ a U.S. edge in space technology, use equipment already in 

,developmept, not require new American nuclear weapons and is not based on attacking 
missile silos in the Soviet Union." . - . 

. Or, we might add, on killing Russians. High Frontier_ seeks to open Space for both 
economic and military uses by the United States and its Allies. But the military uses we 
propose are pw-ely defensive. Our aim is to provide protection for American ·lives and 
property, a proper purpose of U.S. !Ililitru:y might kmg neglected. " 

To find out how High-F,rontier proposes to accompl~sh this, write today for· your copy 
bf the High Frontier report. Simply send $15 to: 

, . 

:,-

HIGH FRONTIER, :1NC. 
Suite 1000, 1010 Vermont Avenue, N.W. 

Washington, D.C: 20005 '":-

(Postage is included in the $15 price. Special prices for bulk orders will be provided on request.) 

\. 

,-



Page 8-WASHINGTON INQUIRER 

Soviet UArms Gontrol" Strategy 
✓ . . • 

Dr. Igor· S. Glagolev 
The KGB-inspired campaign for a nu

clear weapon-s freeze in the United States 
is i:lirected towards creation of a perma
nent and decisive military superiority of 
the USSR over the us·. While the aggre-

. gate yield of the Soviet strategic missiles 
is about .10,500 megatons, ;he yield of · 
the American strategic missiles is only 
1.,700 megatons . The same ·or greater 
Soviet superiority exists.in the nuclear 
weapons in Europe, in the yield, of chem- · 
ical weapons and _in other military 
weapons. ·Evei:i .if the-' Soviet dietators · 
really freeze their nuc,lear weapons at the 
present level (which is highly doubtful) 
and the US does the same, the USSR will 
acquire a permenept nuclear superiority 
over the United States--,sufficient to 
win .a nuclear war .and to destroy this 
country . 

Having worked as an adviser of the 
Politburo on arms tontro!°for more than 
20 years, I should \point out that the 
Soviet leadership has broken all the ma
jor international agreements · on peace 
and security, including the Chatter of the 
United Nations, the Helsinki agreement , 
the agreement on peace in Vietnam and 
others (remember the invasions of 
Afghanistan , South Vietnam, Czechos
lovakia and other countries!). So any 
<J.greement with the.Soviet leaders has no 
real value . The real purpose of these· 
agreements for the Soviet aggressors and 
their Western friends is to reduce the 
defense forces of the US and .other free 
cou_ntries and to stop any defense of the 
victims of the aggression of the Soviet 

-~--~-=- - C Copley News S.,.._ 

and pro-Soviet forces . 
. The nuclear weapons freeze, SALT 
and other Soviet and pro-Soviet.projects 
are' promoted only for propaganda 
purposes-to undermine the will of 
Americans to defend their country and 
other free · countries against the Soviet 
world-wide offensive: In the propagan
da war, however , the United States can 
effectively defend itself. Why don't we 

· suggest to equalize the Soviet and Amer
ican strategic and other military forces ? 
Why don 't we ask the USSR to reduce 
the aggregate yie\d of the Soviet nuclear . 
and chemic"al weapons to the US level? 
Why don't we ask the Soviet Union to . 
reduce its conventional foraes , inc_~uding 

Let us ask it al~o to allow ·intematio11a1 
· inspection of the Soviet military pl~nts 
and arsenals-to acquire the same in
formation whicb is readily• available in 
the \JS . All these suggestio~s are per
fectly legitimate . Some time ago the 

· Soviet-government officially accepted 
the principle of international control of 
d{sarmament ,agreements, .. the principle 
suggested 1n a eonfidential policy paper 
of a Politburo study group chaired by 
myself. Let us apply this principle . 

Genuine, mutual and verifiable dis
armament is0n ,the interests of the free 
world . Some free countries--Japan , Ice
! and , Co sta Rica and others-are 
already partially or fully disarmed. The 
only state which is -armed to _the teeth for 
the destruction of the whole non-Soviet 

,..world-iilcluding sorne socialist coun
tries like China-is 'the Union of Soviet . 
Socialist Republics . Let us ask it to dis
arm first to die level of the United Stat6s 

tanks, to the size of the American forces ·, and,then further-together with the . 
too? The Soviet leaders proclaimed their other countries. · " 
support of the principle of military · The Soviet dictators have already de
equality or parity. Let us app1y this_prin"---- clined thi; suggestion of the Reagan 

· ciple in all the military, fields-, including Administration- to cut their medium
the defensive strategic weapons . The.US . range nuclear forces to achieve nuclear • 
has no ABMs , no strategic anti-aircraft equality in Europe. If they decline the 
missiles and no anti-satellite weapons, same suggestion on a world-wide scale, 

. while the USSR has all these arms. Let then it should be clear to every honest 
us ask the Soviet government to disman- and reasonable man that the United 
tie these · systems , as well as the super- · States will be con';pelled to restore .the. 

. powerful SS-18 and SS-19 missiles and balanceofstrategicforces' unilaterally
the fleet of the Delta ballistic missile by an immc,diate increase of the current 
submarines COJ!lparable to the non- • production of all the strategic weapons 
ex.istent fleet of the Trident submarines . ·10 the level of Soxiet production which is 
Let us ask it to-stop the deployment of . several times higher than in the United 

\ the new Tu-22M· and ·heavy bombers. States . .. , 

N-ew·Federalism Makes.Good Sense 
1920s , total government spending 

Allan C. Brownfeld_ , stayed almost the same~about 10% of 
national income. Income taxes remained 

Thoughtful men and women may ·1ow, froin a minimum of about I per cent 
criticize President Reagan's proposed to a maximum of 24% in 1925 . Now, in 
budget for a number of reasons. ·The 1982 , total government spending
proposed deficit-whicb will surely be state , federal and local-amounts to 
much higher th.an the administration 's approximately 40%. of the national in

. . . ; \ own estimat.e-is come. It took the federal government 
much too high . 17 5 years for its annual budget to reach 

i Making light of $100 billion. It then took only nine 
i¢ such· a deficit , as years , from 1962 to -1971 , for the federal 

some in the· admi- budget to pass the $200 billion mark. It 
'. nistration are now took,another four years to hit $300 bil
doin g, is hardly lion!andjustanothertwoyearstogo over 
consistent with con- $400 billion. By 1979, the federal gov
servative economic emment was spending almost $550 bil

.. , po Ii c' y . Yet the lion a year. Now, the fiscal 1983 budget 
Democrats, who hav·e traditiona)ly . projects a deficit of $91.5 billion-and 
advocated deficit spending, do not seem .· that is optimistic . More likely , the defi
very consistent,,w_hen.it is only Republi- cit will be well over $100 billion . 
can deficits which they, find objection-• :,-. !3ut while the debate over the _budget 
able .· Neither Democrats qor Republi- proceeds, we should not lose sight of the 
cans , it seems, want to tackle the root·· 

President' s call for a New_ Fed~~lism, 
cause of our problem - a government one which sees the states res_li/Fc;41o their 
which is too big, ioo fat, and too ineffi- .. 
cient. Until they confront the mass of proper place in our federal syste~. · 
subsidies received by big l)usiness , far- The 198 1 annual meeting of the 

· mers, welfare recipi_ents, veterans , National Governors ' Association ·asked 
teachers, etc. _their rhetorical concern the Reagan Administration for specific 
will ring untrue,- Until they cieal with a prqposals for returning not. on!)( prog
social sec.urity system which is out of • rams but also revenue sources 'lo .the 

. control, their mock horror at deficits will - states . This ihe President has now done. 
not be taken seriously. Toe attempt 6f His program calls for the Federal gov
some to make a scapegoat of defense ernment to tum over to the s_tates respon
spehding rings equally false. If we can-'-..,. sibility for two costly welfare programs , 
not defend ourselves, none of the rest Aid to Families With Dependent Chil
really matter·s. · dren (-AFDC) and food stamps, with a 

For nearly 1-50-years, until the late combined bill estim.ated at ·$16.5 billion 

for.the first year. To offset the strain on 
state budgets , Washington would 

· assume complete-control of Medicaid, 
which · is not administered and· partly 
funded by the states at a cost of $19 . ( 
billion. The savings to the states would 
more than cover the cost to them of 
AFDC, and food s t~ps. ·· Beyond this , 
Medicaid is currently grawing at :i faster 
rate than either of the programs the states 
are being asked. to accept. · 

The President also proposed a ''turn
backi ' of 43 smaller programs . For a 
four year transition period the programs 

. woul1:I continue in their present .form. 
The total cost will be $30. 2 billion in 
fiscal 1984. After this, it.would be up to 
the states to finance those programs they 
decide to keep. To help them do so, 
Washington wo.uld put revenues from 
excise taxes on alc'ohol ($(D billion) , 
tobacco ($2 . 7 billion) ,- gasoline ($2, 2 
billion) and telepJ:i~me service. ($300 mil- · 
lion), together with a portion {$16.7 bil
lion) of the windfall-profits tax on 
domestic oil production, into a " grass-' 
roots trust fund" ,of $28 billion a year . 

Beginning in Fh cal 1988, the.43 grant 
programs would be ended at the Federal 
level. The states could keep them or drop 
them~as -they see fit . By the end of 
1991 , the trust fund would be exhausted · 
and the power to levy excise taxes trans- . 
ferred to the states . After that, President 
Reagan declared, " they can .. ,. pre
serve, lower-or raise taxes on their own , 
and fund and manage these programs as 
they see .fit. " . · 

The American,system was-meant to be 

one of divided areas of power and au
thority. Those things wbich could be 
done on a state arid local level, the ·au
thors of the Constitution believed , 
should be · done at that level. Govern
ment should ·remain as close to the peo
ple as possible, so that they can exercise 
proper control of it. Only those things 
which are uniquely national-such as 
raising an _army , coining money, reg
ulating interstate commerce-should be 
done· at the national level. President 
Reagan -- remembers the l0t_h· 
Amendment-which many seem to have ·· 
forgotten in recent years-which de
clares that powers not . given to the· 
national government and not denied'io 
the states are-reserved to the states and 
the people .. 

Governor James'Thompson of Illinois 
says of the President's proposal that it is 
."the besf idea to come out of Washing
ton since FDR.'' Governor George Bus-· 
bee of Georgia says , '' Really for the first 
time, the President is 'making the phi
losophy of federalism the touchstone -of 
his over-all plan to reform the Federal 

. Government." · 
Some state and local officials oppose 

the New Federalism because they don't 
want to take the political heat for either 
dropping cos ti y and was tefuJ 
programs--or imposing taxes to pay for 
them. · 

, Economic health will be restored only 
when .government is dramatically cut 
back to its legitimate and essential func
tions . The New Federalism is an impor
tant step in that direction. 



Business Uber Alles 
Patn·ck J. Buchanan 

WASHINGTON-''Merchants have 
no country. The mere spot they stand on' 
does not constitute so strong an attach
ment as that from which they draw their 
g_ains ." · 

Thomas Jeffer-
son, who was in the 
vanguard of ·those 
who risked ''our 
lives, our fortunes , 
our sacred honor" 
in the War of Inde
pendence against 
Great Britain, pen
ned that line during 

the War of 1812. What would the old 
patriot have made of Oavid Rockefeller? 

The retired chairman of Chase
Manhattan , the child of abundance 
whose name is synonymous with capi
talism, explained lo reporters in Zim
babwe the other day that the presence of 
Russian advisers and 20,000 Cuban 
troops in Angola really "has no direct 
bearing on American business opera
tions. Clearly , it has not,". said Rocke
feller, ''interfered with our own banking 
relations." 

In an expansive mood, Rockefeller 
said it would be "to the advantage" of 
the United States if Mr. Reagan would 
dump his present policy ·and recognize 
the puppet the Soviets installed when 
Agostino Neto passed away. ''The more 
I've seen of countries that are allegedly 
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Marxist in Africa, the more I have a 
feeling it is more labels and trappings 
than reality ." Andy Young cou[d not 
have put it better. 

Dealing with communist regimes 
''really does not cause us (at Chase Man
hattan) any problems at all ... We do 
business with at least 125 countries.". 
. Rockefeller pioudly underscored the 
' fact that his was the first American bank 
with a branch in Moscow, first with a 
branch in Peking.· The general secretary 
may ·have threatened the nuclear castra
tion of Teng 's China in 1969, but the 
communist giants have something in. 
common: a friend at Chase Manhattan. 

The Great Trilateralist then laid down 
what may be called Rockefeller's Rule 
for the Moral Neutralism of Multination
al Corporations . "I don ' t think an inter
national bank such· as ours ought to try to 

• set itself up as a judge of what kind of 
_government a country wishes to have . 
We have found we can deal with just 
about any kind of government, provided 
they are orderly and responsible. " 

Orderly and responsible . . 
While that description apparently fits 

Peking and Moscow, one wonders if it 
would have fitted 13 rebellious colonies 
with a dismal credit rating and worthless 
money seeking liberty from Great lfot
ain. 

Central American Dominoes 
Ralph de Toledano 

arrests are being 
used by the national 
media as a news peg 
for accusations that 
the Salvadoran gov
ernment is "foot
draggin g '' and 
"covering up. " 

Almost nothing is 
said of strong evi

. dence that the nuns were aiding and abet
ting communist terrorists . 

The situation is grim not beq~use the 
terrorists and guerrillas are getting sup
port. from the people of El Salvador. If it 
were left to them, the terror aild the kill
ing would have long since abated. But 
what we are seeing is an all-out effort by 
the Soviet Union and its surrogates in the 
Caribbean to topple the government of 
El Salvador or, as a lesser goal, to dis
rupt scheduled elections. 

The communist guerrillas do not want 
an election because they will surely lose. 
They demand "negotiations" which 
will lead to their inchision in the govern
ment. This, they could never win in any 
balloting. . 

At the present time, planes, tanks 
and other weapons are arriving in Cuba 
from the Soviet Union in frightening 
quantities .· These are being shipped to 
Nicaragua and distributed to the Salva
doran terrorists whose training camps 
are based in that neighboring country. 
Weapons are.also going to Guatemalan 

communist guerrillas who have stepped 
up their war. Great oil reserves have· 
been discovered in Ouatemala, making 
seizure of that country by the commun
ists of tremendous importance: 

One by one, the dominoes are begin
ning to· fall. First Cuba fell to Soviet 
gauleiter Fidel Castro. There was a set
·back when ChHe, bankrupt and torn by. 
the Marxist-Leninist Salvador Allende, 
was saved by a military coup under Gen. 
Augusto Pinochet. Then Nicaragua fell 
to the communists. This was a signal for 
launching of attacks on El ·sa1vador and 
is Guatemaia.' Ifthose two·countries fall 
into communist hands , the next target 
will be Mex.ico. 

A · communist network of trained 

. fighters is already fo place in Mexico. 
Should that country· eventually fall, the 
United States will have a bloc of Soviet
directed enemies on its southern border. 

· The Gulf of Mexico and the Caribbean 
will be hostile waters for the U.S. Navy. 
Cuban effectives, who have been infilt
rating Puerto Rico, will be able to move 
directly against the U.S. "Colonial-
ists." · 

This is not scare talk or supposition. 
The Soviets, who decry U.S. concern 
over Poland as "interference" in their 
affairs and an incursion . into their 
_"sphere of influence, " have long open
ly discussed their aggressive intentions 
in Latin America and the Caribbean . 
Neutralizing the United States by plant
ing the Red flag in Central and South 
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Orderly and responsible. A relevant 
description of the type· of government a 
new chancellor of Germany imposed
to bring an end to the chaos and turmoil 
of the Weimar Republic . 

; ,Who knows what system works 
best? All we ask is: Can they pay their 
bills?" Thus did Rockefeller's banking 
colleague Thomas Theobald of Citibank 
endorse the Ro'ckefeller Rule when 
pressed on the vast sums Western banks 
have been transferring to Moscow and 
·warsaw. . 

When FDR spoke of driv ing the 
moneychangers from their high seats in 
the temple of our civilization, he was not 
entirely wrong. It is a sentiment to which 
Mr. Reagan should hastily subscribe for 
the good of hi-s party to which Rocke
feller and his like-minded banking 
frie.nds profess allegiance. 

The speech could be short, but to the 
point He could speak with appropriate 
disgust of a'rank political amorality that 
masquerades as worldly sophistication. · 
He could tell his followers that Reagan
ism stands for higher values than the 
bottom line on·a balance sheet; that what 
is good for Citibank and Chase Manhat
tan is not necessarily good for America; 
that the Republican Party is something 
more than the political action committee 
of the Fortune 500; that, unfortunately, 
our party, too , is rife with the collabor
ationists Leinin . had in mind when he 
coined the phrase, "the useful idiots." 
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America is ~ key part of their drive for 
world hegemony . · 

Those who sneer at this scenario 
forget the · role of the communists in 
Mexico during .the Hitler-Stalin pact 
days, when the Soviet Union and Nazi 
Germany were limited in a fond 
embrace. The Mexican labor confedera
tion , controlled by the communists and 
having a substantial hold on the govern
ment, was working closely with the 
Nazis in a propaganda and espionage 
war against the United States . Nazi 
money was going to the communists and 
the confederation's propaganda o·rgans 
were loaded with German advertising. It 
is no exaggeration to say that President 
Roosevelt and our national sceurity 
agencies were very, very worried. 

A communist Mexico would force the 
United States to close and perhaps for- · 
tify the border. This is something that 
should give Congress considerable 
pause . Instead, we have Chairman 
Charles Percy of the Senate Foreign Re
lations Committee, along with a con
geries of Democratic and Republican 
legislators, protesting that President 
Re~gan ' s effort to increase both military 
and economic aid to embattled El Salva
dor is a no-no. Percy claims that the 
country is up in arms over such an even
tuality, and that his \:Onstituents are 
screaming. , 

I doubt this. On most issues, Percy 
has been chronically wrong. At election 
time, he poses as a conservative, but in 
between he is no more a Republican than · 
Sen . Lowell Weicker of Connecticut, 
about whom the less said the better. 
Only the left is willing to see a Soviet 
Carib.bean. The rest of the country is 
aware of the peril, but in Washington the 
rest of the country means riothtng. 
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Bailing Ottt Greedy Bankers 
Phyllis Sch/af/y 

.Over the last · 10. years, a handful of the 
biggest , rjchest banks in America , in
cluding such giants as Chase Manhattan, 
Citibank and Morgan Guaranty,_ made 
.large loans to communist Poland. 

Those loan s 
,could never have 
been justified by 
any usual commer
cial criteria . The 
vast majority of 
American bankers 
refused to make 
such loans because 
the borrower (Po

land) was a bad credit risk and because 
most bankers practice a generally con
servative management (conservative is 
used here in the sense of a very careful 
handling of other people ' s money) . 

Any American businessman who bore 
rows from a bank f9r business purposes 
knows what kinds of information he 

·must supply , supervision ·he must ac'. 
cept , collateral he must provide and high 
interest rates he musrpay . Poland simply 
could not or would not meet those stan
dards , but the big New York banks lent 
the money anyway, Why? That's ·a very 

interesting question that has never been 
fully answered. · 

One reason may be their international-
. ist mind-set that King Money will tran
scend all ideology ( communist as wel.l as 
non-communist) an(! power relationship 
(Soviet bloc as well as Western bloc) . 
Another reason is that the big banks 
secretly arranged for the U.S . govern
ment to guarantee their bad loans . 

Many of us (including ·the writer of 
this column) have been predicting for 
years that. these loans would eventually 
prove to be bad, but the billions of West
ern dollars kept pouring into communist 
countries anyway, and Congress kept 
voting the guarantees through an intri
cate network of international lending 
agencies. 

The moment of truth came after mar
tial law was imposed in Poland . That 
unhappy country came to. the brink of 
default on the $25 billion owed to West
ern countries , of which $ I. 6 billion was 
owed to the big U.S . banks. It became 
clear that Poland not only could not pay 
the principal , it could not pay even the 
$396 million interest due U.S . banks. 

So, the Re<1gan administration came 
to the rescue·of the. big banks , agreeing 
recently to pay the Polish debt with U.S .. 

. taxpayers ' money , starting with an im-

mediate payment of $71 million (This, 
action was secret until flushed out by the 
news media.) This is the same Reagan 
administration tliat has been talking 
tough about sanctions on Poland-and 
talking tough against bail-outs of U .S. 
cities with irresponsible fiscal policies or 
of corporation·s staggering under -the 
competitfon of foreign imports . 

The administration claims that the 
payment to the big banks is legal , indeed · 
that it 1s required , because the loans were 
guaranteed through various federal ·lend
ing programs such as the Commodity. 
Credit Corp. That is not at all clear . The 
law says that the foreign country must 
first be declared to be in default before · 
our government has to make good the 
guaranteed loans , and that has not hap
pened . 

The .banks argue that this is a good 
deal for the West because saving Poland 
from default will enhance the chances of 
the West getting future payments from 
Poland . If Poland defaults , the banks 
argue , the Polish regime might just write 
off the entire $1 .6 billion owed to U.S. 
banks. 

Well, that ' s the price those banks and 
their stockholders should pay for bad 
management and irresponsible loans. 

Why Negotiations Won't Help 
. , . ~ 

. Jon !Jasil _Utley 
Communist .nations must haVe an h

ternal enemy to justify their dictatorship 
and internal repression , indeed to Justify 

. the v·ery existence of the " Party. " 
This is the elemenial truth . sci often 

· • ignored by Amer-
icans who just wish · 
that the y would 
leave u s· alo ne . 
Since the earliest of 
human history ex
ternal danger has als 
.w ays ·Ca u s ed 
citizens to subordin
ate individual liber' 

ties in even the freest societies to a dicta
tor or king to manage the defense . Even 
today democracies severely curtail civil 
liberties during major wars , recognizing 
the need for discipline and a military 
hierarchy. The communist system is in 
many ways a refinement of this human 
convention. The ruling class justifies its 

· power, position, and privilege by .claim
ing that it is necessary in order to defend · 
the nation from external enemies, name
ly the capitaiists . 

Even the rulers of the totalitarian gov
ernments must have some moral justi
tication for their power. The classic 
story about the little boy who discovered 
that the king had no clothes is a fun
damental truth . Even the simplest people 
must be given some justification for be
lieving. Oiherwise j ust ruling by naked 
power is too expensive , dangerous , and 
inefficient for any ruling class. Once 
upon a time governments rested upon the 
di v,ine rights of kings , emperors , or 
priests who claimed their authority to 
rule from God. In modem times govern
ments which are not elected or able to 
rule through the extended family must 
have some other justification . This is 
really the great appeal of communism 

13allot ···~ 
Stliffll\1:~ i · 

-~~ 
for many Third World dictators; it gives 
them " moral" justification for totalita
rian rule . · 

This need for .an enemy is ·so vital for 
them that Marxist regimes will even risk 
losing power rather than modify their 
doctrine . For example , what could be 
more stupid than for the Nicaraguans to . 
insist upon keeping in their new national , 
anthem the phrase that the United States 
is the greatest enemy of all mankind? 

When so much of the U.S . liberal 
establishment favors them and is ·qoing 
much to promote their cause;·-l)Qii can 
the Sandinistas be so stupid as to need
lessly · so antagonize Americans who 
want to help them? Why do they risk 
prejudicing American media aid for their 
allies in El Salvador when it is vital for 
their own preservation to subvert other 
Central American nations as well? The 
simpiest answer is that attacking the 
United States is intrinsic to their very 

·ability to govern Nicaragua , as neces
sary for them as is water for a thirsty 
man . 

A similar analogy affected the Nazi 

totalitarian system. A large part of its 
power ethos rested upon the concept that 
Germans were a super-race out to estab
lish once and for all their hegemony over 
"inferior" races . Even when· following 
this precept was patently inimical for 
their o wn preserv·atiori , the Nazi s 
cou'idn ' t bring themselves to deviate 
from their ethos. For example , the in
vading German armies in Russia were at 
first greeted by the peasants as liberators 
from their communist masters. Entire 
Russian armies willingly surrendered to 
the German invaders. But instead of us
ing this good will to help them win the 
war, the Germans abused and maltreated 
the Russians as " inferior" beings. Con, 
sequently the Russian peasants turned 
against them . . 
, And ·there is a second, lesser but still · 

vital , reason why communist rulers must 
oppose the Western democracies . The 

. freedom and wealth of c apitali s t 
societies represent a threat just by their 
existence. They represent a constant .re
minder for people under communist rule 
that another system . of government is 
possible .. The existence of free societies 

------· -------

During .the last five years , ihe federal 
bank examiners have closed or forced 
into merger some banks and savings and 
loan institutions because of loans that 
proved later to be losers , but which , 
when made , were not a fraction as risky 
or irresponsible as loans to Poland. 

The banks also make the phony argu
ment that we should put up .U.S . tax
payers ' money in order to · keep the 
Soviet Union from having to bail out 
Poland. On Jan . 6, the Russians granted 
Poland $3 .4 billion on easy credit terms , 
but specified that it was not to be used to 
pay interest on Western loans. , , 

If the big banks take a big loss on their . 
Polish loans , the innoeent depositors 
will not suffer. The loss would be the 
stockholders, who can lodge their jus
tifiable complaints against the boards of 
directors . 

The big promoters of easy, rio
collateraJ., low-interest loans to com
munist countries should pay for their 
mistakes . There is no reason why the 
taxpayers should pay for those.mistakes . 
The Reaga11. administration should push 
to the ·letter of the law to avoid paying 
anything we don't have to pay ; and it 
should stop immediately all such future 
U .S : handouts to communist countries 
disguised. as " loan guarantees. " 

must always be a · threat for totalitarian 
ones . The W.est's magnetism is a con
stant source of anxiety for Marxist -rul
ers , a constant reminder for their people 
that elsewhere people are free and com
fortable , that an alternative exists. 

These are the elemental facts of life 
forgotten or not known to those who cry 
for ." negotiations " with (he Salvadoran 
guerrillas, who beg Fidel Castro and the 
Sandinistas just to be "reasonable" and 
not to export the ir revolutionaries , 
Negotiations with communists since 
I 945 have only served· their purposes 
when they ate weak (the only time they 
ever call for negotiating) and need time 
to regroup , or when they hope to gain a 
political foothold by means of a coalition 
government. Compromise is ipso facto 
imp9ssible for Marxists, except as a 
temporary means for consolidating their ' 
strength . ' 

The truths about totalitarian rule are , 
of .course , not pleasant ·for Western 
·democracies which want most of all to 
be left alone to enjoy their wealth and 
comfort . Especially in the United States 
today their are many non-leftists who 
keep imagining that there must be some 
way to accommodate with the commun
ists . If onlY. we could give them enough 
so that they would leave us alone. 

Unfortunately this is impossible for 
them by the very nature of their political 
structure, the basis for the position and 
privilege of their ruling classes. No lon
ger having' an external " enemy" would 
undermine the ethos of communism . 
Withoui a perceived external threat there 
would be no need for block wardens , 
vast military establishments , secret 
police and all the totalitarian paraphena
lia, 9stensibly needed to ''·protect the 
r!:volution" as the Sandinistas like .to 
phrase it. Communist rulers "need" 
enemies in order · to justify their very 
being. 

Time$ of the Ameticas New! Service 
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tigators and knowleqgeable sources in 
- the departments and agencies dishing D~nald LambrJ 

-----..... -.-------- out this money, I have spent several 
One of the least-plil5licized spending weeks investigating this shadowy world 

scandals in Washington is the heavy of federal grantsmanship. . 
· federal funding still going to thousands 

the public; s understanding o.f fun
damental principles of our leg'al and 
judicial system." Another $450,000 
grant, to ihi: ABA in Chicago, sought 
"to promote good citizenship in stu
dents." 

advocacy groups such ·as Organizing for 
Social Change, Inc., of Cambridge; 
Mass.; the feminist Nine To Five Orga-

' nization:for Women of Boston; and the 
.AFLcCIO Central Labor · Council of 

of lobbying groups, political organiza- \ ern~:~?::~~A!~e!s~!~!s~f!~ ;::; 
tions and special interests throughout the of them could be terminated without our 

Still other NEM grants are supporting 
a history of the women 's movement in 
Evanston, Ill ., for $2,400; creating 'an 

-annotated bibliography.on women's sex
uality {-01' $:f6 ,000~ helping the Institute 

United States. , · 
. This is not a sub- co_untry suffering in •any .way what-

ject you will hear · soever· 
about ·on the -eve- .· Virtually all of these grant recipients 

· for S~al Justice and the Association-of 
·community Organiz.ations for Reform 
Now to explain ''the history -of 'social 
-movements" for $201 ;000; and- de
veloping two half-hour scripts for a 
series on the history of the ~merican 
Communist Party for $45,000. 

ning news broad-· are being paid to write a report, hold a_ 
. casts or from most confereence, make a.film, publish.mate- . 
· members of Con- rials or administer some progiam

gress. They are too ostensibly for the public go.od. Yet con
busy~.telling us how ·tract officials say these expenditures are 

. ..._ the deficit cannot be rarely evaluated or monitored by the 
cut without raising 'taxes. p~ogram managers ·who ·bankroll th_ese . 

Nonetheless, the list of recipients groups year after year: . The Energy Department is giving 
$180,000 to the Environmental Action 
Foundatioi:i; $10,000 to the C1tii.ens
Labor Coalition of Kansas City ; Mo.; 
$52,000 to the Energy Foundation of 
Texas; $10,000 to Consumer Action 
NOW-of New York; $315,000 to the 
National League of Cities; and $43,437-
to the National Wildlife Federation. 

reads like a Who's Who of organiza- "lt·is an unseen spending arm of gov
tions, including political ,. social, ern.ment: " says one Labor Department 
fraternal and .trade , groups~ of every official. "These groups are being giveri 
variety-from the Girl Seouts to the millions, but taxpayei:_s are getting very 
National Football Le;igue. And the miles . little in return." 
of computer. printouts that ·.detail the _For example, the National Endow- . 
grants and awards being poured into ment for lhe Humanities ' 1981 list of 
their bulging bank accounts reveal e"'- grants shows the well-heeled American 
penditures in tl\e hundreds of millions of" Bar Association receiving three grants 
dollars. totaling $555,0QO. One, for $28;000; 

With the help of congressional· inves- was for "a program aimed at increasing 

At ACTION, the government's corps 
of ·volunteer programs, millions of do!: 
Jars have been funneled into political-

A Le~s()n in EcOnomics 
Hal McKenzie 

.Qrawing conclusions fro~ ll compari~ 
son of economic conditions fa two com
pletely different countries is a perilous 
venture, since the situation in one ciiun
·try cannot be imposed on another. 

However, an article 

Q . in the January issue 
: of Korean Culture 

· magazine , pub-
. 1-ished• by the · Ko-

• rean Cultural Serv, 
ic,e in Los Angeles, 
inspired me to risk 
it. . , 

· The article is en
titled "Upward Bound: A Look at 
Korea's Migrant Scj_llatters" by Vincent 
S.R. Brandt, an associate of the Center 
for East Asian Research a(, H~ard. Tlie 
author, together with a team of Korean 
assistants, studied the legions of 'poor 
migrants from the co1,mtryside who live 
in ramshackle shantytowns crowding the 

. rugged hillsides around Seoul. 

/ 
the southwest contributed to an influx of building·space were a.continuing part of 
as many as 400,000 -people to the capital the, social scene,'' Brandt writes. · 
in the peak years of 1969 and I 970. . Brandt notes that in every neighbor
"During the pc;riod 1966-1970, the city hood there was a minority of hard
of Seoul h11d"iin · annual growth· rate of. orking, frugal fari'lilies.who kept them
between 8 and 9percent, of which about\ selves ' apart from the squalor around 
80 percent · was due to . migration," them. -However-, they moved to· better 
Brandt writes. ~ neighborhoods as soon as they got the 

For shelter, most of these migrants chance. "Since the more respectable 
·were.forced to build their own shacks out elements kept themselves apart _or 
of whatever materlals they col!ld find on moved out, the prevailing atmosphere of 
t_he steep i)illsides around' Seoul. In impoverishmept .... remained undi-
1972, an unsympathetic Seoul govern- luted," ·Brandt.writes : 
ment classifiectsome, 170,000 of these , After the first stage of the study was 
.squatter shacks as '. ' illegal" and ruth- completed in 1971, Brandt coricluqed 
lessly enforced a prohibition agains"t new. ,gloomily that • 'The kind of impover

. shack construction. Furthermore, many ,ished ·existen~ that migrants lead in the 
of the inner city squatter neighborhoods city is m<;>re than a temporary adjustment 
were rai;~d to make way for low-rent 'to unfavorable economic conditions. It 

· hoµsing, high-rise -office buildings, or :becomes . . . a self-perpetuating, alien·
__ highways, thus increasing crowding and , llted style of life.which is transmitted to 
social dislocation in squatter communi- 'children, who develop a · whole set of 
ties· even "further. ·moral psychological defenses agaipsthe 

As could be expected fro~ ·our own . world of power and wealth that con-
country's experience with urban slums, · demns them to failure :" . · · 
"widespread social disorganization and Sound familiar; He might just as .well 
·a considerable breakdown iri traditional have been speaking ·of-Harlem or~- the 

T.h7 r~searc~ers spe_nt several mont,!is institutions and values characterize4 'the South Bronx . 
studymg the nugrants m 1969 aild 1971- areas studied," Brandt writes. There But when Brandt and· his assistants 
72, then did a follow-up study. in 1976 was frequent and intense conflict, both returned in 1977, he found that his ear
and '77. Between.the two time periods, within families and among neighbors. lier assessment had been totally off, the
they witnessed a dramatic change in atti- Drunken brawls were common, often re- mark. ''What we did not foresee,'' he 
tude among ,_ the slum lllld shantytown suiting in serious injury. Men freq\_lently writes, "was the speed with which this 
dwellers, as well as a striking upward squandered their meilger savings on proces_s could be halted ·and tumed 
social mobility they had never expected drink or gambling, returning-home late around once steady jobs became avail
to fmd. This was accomplished under a ·at night to tei:rorize their wives at any able." · 
government where welfare as we know.it hint of protest. Women with small chi!- Due to a surge in exports and GNP, _by 
is virtually nonexistent, and ~hich has. ciren were not infrequently deserted by 1977 South Korea "was beco!ping an 
been branded ip lhe Western media as a 'their men when the financial pressures of - . industrialized nation with one of the 
capitalist dictatorship where "the rich trying to support a family became over- fastest-growing economies in the 
get richer and the po,or get poorer." ' whelming. · • .. world,"Bran_dtwrites . "Contrarytoour 

As in many other countries through- In place of the traditional sense of ;expectations, we. discovered upon re-
out the developing ·world, rapid eco, " community and mutual help that char- turning ~n 1976 and again in 1977 to 
nomlc development in South Korea dur- acterized viilage life, "Rather, distrust, those squatter districts that a truly 
ing the 1960s and early 1970s was ac- . jealousy, and incessant, hostile gossip .dramatic improvement had taken place 
companied by an enQrmous ,wave of were typical- , . . Noisy quarrels among in living standards, physic'.31 comforts, . 
!lligration from rur;tl areas .to the cities, , neighbors over trash disposal, drainage, · ~nd morale . .. The chaot_1c, .demor~l.
especially to Seoul. A severe drought in the use of privi~s, access to water, and 1zed slums where we had hved m 1969 

' washington, D.C · 

At the Labor Department, ·$10,000 
went to the National Urban Coalition; $2 
milliop to the Rev . Jesse Jackson 's Push 
for Excellence; $55,000 to the U.S. 
Gonference of Mayors; and'$200,000 to· 
Rural America, Inc. , of Washington ,' 
D.C.- Virtually· all of these groups reg
ularly lobby for e_xpanded federal wel

' fare and other.aid programs with the help 
of these tax dollars. · 

The depth of Washington'.s special
interest philanthrophy is seemingly end
less, And although some of these grants 
have been .c.urbed under. Reagan
administration cuts , the scandal is that in 
mimy other cases these spendirig. prac-
tices persist. , · 

Indeed, in most of the-departments · 
and agencies we examined, the. grants- ,. 
manship game continues to be played, 

It is as if nothing has changed in 
Washington. Unfortunately, in too 
many federal bureaucracies, little hlls. 

· C 19&2-United Feature Syndicate 

and 1971 had disappeared in a sociolo, 
gical sense . . . " _, 

The neighborhoods now had electric
ity, running water and basic sew/loge and 
tr-asfi removal serVJ.ces. "Inside the 
houses radio sets, sewing machines, and 
kerosene stoves . were practically St/lll
dard equipqient, while such other elec: 
tric aFpliances as television sets, small 
refrigerators, electric rice c_ookers, and 
stere9 phonographs were 'abundant.'' 

In short, Brandt writes, "The re
sponse of Koreans to the new opportuni
ties was dynamic, both in rural and 
urban areas. M_igrant squatters disco
vered that, like everyone else, · they 
could improve . their situation through 
hard work, determination and savings.,_ 
and as a re.suit, ·the discouraged, sub~ist
ence oriented-apathy of a few years prev

.ious gave_ way to a purposeful scramble 
for material rewards." 

obviously; the _sh~tyto\\'.ns o( Seoul 
are not the slums:of New York or other 
economically . depressed areas in the 
United States. Furthermore, Korean cul
ture and social mores are a world away 
from our own: . 

Nevertheless, the problems that . the 
shantytown dwellers faced, -as well as 
their response to those problems, are 
facets of the human condition which 
should be considered.universal if we are " 
not"to take the racist attitude that some 
people "tolerate" hardships more than 
others, or· that some kinds of people are 
"lazi:er" than others . It is-therefore not 

- far-fetched to say"that "increased availa
bility of jobs in our n"atiort ' s slum areali 
would also reverse the much-decried 
"subcu"lture" of poverty and hopel~ss
ness. 

President Reagan's proposed ," urban 
enterprise zones'' are designed to do ex
af\lY that. Korea's ~xperi~nce is further · 
evidence .that he is on the right track. 



Washi_ngton 
Inquirer __, 
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·KreiskyWelcoqieS 
Qaddafi ~ 

Marx Lewis 
Amidst, mounting protests from the Australian . 

- people, Bruno Kreisk;y, Austria's Socialist Chan, 
cellor, warmly welcomed last weeJs: · Libyan strong 
man Qaddafi, leader of the internati6nal terrorist . 
movement, for the second time in three years 

· demonstrating liis fondness for 
terrorist leaders . In · 1979, 
Kreisky, and Willy Brandt, .· 
Socialist__; former Chancellor · of 
We.st ,Germany hosted Yasser 
Arafat; head of the PLO, Ii.ext to 
Qaddafi the world's chief practi-
tioner-of terrorism. . . 

Following the Kreisky-Qaddafi 
meeting, Kreisky said his talks 

with the Libyan terrorist were "calm, constructive· 
and friendly ." Qaddafi said that he and Kreisky were ' 
seeking a "stable international situation." 

The siability both Kreisky and Qaddafi seek is 
evidenced by what they are both doing to overthrow 
existing regimes in_all pa,r-ts of the world. 

Now is the Time, Mr.
7
Pre~ident! 

Under the leadership of Willy Brandt, former West 
Germany Chancellor, Helmut Schm.idt, its current 
Chancellor, Kreisky, and former Swedish . prime 
minister Olof Palme, . the Socialist lnternational(Sl) 
became an ally of the terrorists and comm1mists, It is 

The following Telegram was sent to Piesidel)t 
Reagan by file Council for the Defense of Freedom. 

Presid;nt Ronald Reagan 
The White House 

now aligned ·with every· subversive movement in the We the unders\gned, are gravely concerned about ' 
world .. At a recent Congress· it rejected a resolution the suc<:essful propagandi~campaign that is being 
condemning Castro!s reign of terror in Cuba. -lts •Lt,"'aged .to tum public· opinion against your policy of 
leaders are now supporting the . guerril.Ja movements.:· 'halting the communist takeover of El Salvador. 
in Latin America, supplying them with arms to,·· We believe that this campaign has succeeded in part 
establish dictatorships. It is currently undermining because the White House, the State Department and the 
efforts to ~estore freedom .in Poland. It leads the · Defense Department have not been effective in ex
campaign to djsarm the Western powers. It has plaining the importance of El Salvador lo the United 
betrayed the hopes of millions ,o'f people who -once States ur in exposing and rebutting the disinformation 
saw in the Socialist mbvement the promise of a world and slanted stories being disseminated through the 
of peace and freedom, free froin 'communism, .from · news media. · 
terrorism. · · It apj)ellf'S to us that there has been a. failure io 

''v 
recogni:i;e that since WoFld War II we have been con
frontedwith a new type of warfare . Fourth-rate military 
powers-defeated us in Vietnam and fought us to a draw 
in Korea ~spite oµr overwhelming military might. 
They achieved the impossible by targeting the-morale 
of our people, undermining their will to carry on the 
wars and to insist upon a winning strategy. 
, Our experience in . Vietnam should have taught us 
that the Wlll' of words and ideas is of primary import
ance. Our enormous expenditures on military equip
ment will be-in vain if the will to fight is eroded. Our 
enemies are successfully capitalizing on that truth. We 
seem to be ignoring it. We-have virtually surrendered 
the field to the enemy. 

There is one person in the country who, even at this 
late hour, can tum the tide. 

That is·Ronald Reagan. With your superb sltills as a 
communic~tor, you, and perhaps you alone, can bring 
home .to the American peQple the simple truth about 
what is at stake in El Salvador. 

We beg that you db this as 'quickly as possible . . 
Please be sure to include in your message the foHowing 
points: . 

I. The Soviet -Union, using its Cuban and Nicara-
guan puppets, is tightening a noose around this country 
by ·consolidating and expanding the base that is has • 
already established in Cen_tral America. This not only 
poses a grave threat to vital communications. links , 
including the Panama Canal, but it also clearly endan
gers our immediate neighbor", Mexico. · 

2. The {all of_ El Salvador to the communists ·will 
senc! a message throughout the world that the once great 
United States is ·no longer abje' to defend its friends 
any'whete in the world. This will enormously increase · 
the danger to such countries as.Israel , Saudi Arabia and 
the Republic of Korea, . 

· 3. The communist takeover of C!!ntral America and 
Mexico will -confiorit this county \vith problems of 
unprecedented gravity . Our country will be -flooded 

. with perhaps millions of refugees, who will flow in 
. acro~s our southern border. Terrorism will become a 
far more serious problem, destroying · our domestic 
~quility and our economic productivity. 

El Salvador may appear to. your political advisers· to 
be an unpopular political issue.· That is true only be
cause adequate efforts have not been taken in the past 
year to educate the public. Jf you, act quickly and turn - · 
the tide, your place in history will be assured. If you fail 
to act, history will inevitably hold you responsible for 
the. disasters that -will engulf us . -· · 

Marx Lewis 
Chairman 
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September 21, 1981 

MEMORANDUM TO: VOA - Mr. James B. Conkling 

FRCM: PL - Phil Nicolaides 

In our recent discussion you reviewed a number of problems at VOA and 
asked me to come up with some considered recommendations. That's a 
tall order on the basis of my (admittedly) sketchy knowledge of VOA 
policy, programming, and the kinds of positive and negative feedback 
you are getting from a variety of sources--especially ambassadors. 

The Problems 

Oversimplifying your assessment: The VOA has had problems of under
funding, technical obsolescenc~, and maintaining a proper balance be
tween its mission to provide straight "objective" news and to promote 
the policies and interests of the United States--as formulated and 
perceived by a number of administrations. Nevertheless, the VOA is 
doing a basically good job-- as proved by its huge audience (some 85 
million--not counting PRC listeners) and the frantic ($300 million) 
Soviet effort to jam it. Staff morale has taken a battering in recent 
years, and the Voice is still on the receiving end of some sharp criti
cism from ambassadors. Technical upgrading is under way, and efforts 
are being made to reverse the tendency toward mush that flowered in the 
previous administration. &Jt turning things around cannot be accom
plished overnight. So what do we do in the meantime to counter 
criticism and boost morale? ~ 

-closely related to this is the question: How can we make an objective 
judgment on whether we're making progress--how much and how fast? In 
the private sector you can tell when you 'turn around' a sick cor
poration: productivity; employee retention; recruitment of superior 
talent; sales volume, and--above all--profitability, the famous 'bottom 
line.' But what is the 'bottom line' in something with a goal as 
ethereal as the stated missions of the vom 

Before attempting to come up with some concrete suggestions for attac
king these problems, it might be helpful to give you some of my general 
reflections about the VOA. · 

General Backqround 

Why is the United States Government in the business of running a world
wide radio network service in some 40 languages--providing news, music, 
entertainment and educational features as well as commentaries on 
global questions? Are we doing it because the USSR is doing the same 
thing on an even grander scale? Are we doing it sim~ly because we want 
our policies to be u~derstood, our customs appreciated, and·our way of 
life better known to the teeming masses of the earth? ihe latter 
ansv.er sourids utopian, even a bit maudlin--not very convincing. 

? 
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Last week I listened to Radio Canada beaming a program to its southern 
neighbor: very enjoyable, a one-hour history of the American Musical 
Theater from Victor Herbert to Jerome Kern. &Jt I can't for the life 
of me see how anyone could explain to the Canadian taxpayers what they 
were getting out of paying for this. Perhaps I'm being heretical rn
questioning the whole justification of "public diplomacy." I'm tempted 
to go further and question that fancy expression itself. Diplomacy 
means the influencing of foreign governments by direct contact with 
their officials, explaining, reasoning, apologizing, promising, threat
ening, in pursuit of the national interest as defined by the government 
which employs the diplomats. The key to successful diplomacy is effec
tive persuasion. It matters little whether the government officials 
are happy about the course to which they have been persuaded or whether 
the persuasion has been done by irrefutable logic, promises, or veiled 
threats. Diplomacy can be devious and harsh--diplomats tell lies and 
deliver ultimata--but it is usually sugar-coated by elaborate language 
and rituals suffused with deference and bogus amiability. 

Oiplomacv. then, is primarily an_effort at.lJeIS_uasion aimed at a small 
_numoer or g_overnmef}l: orJ icials .' ca:cr.ie.ct__on wi t.b areal tac1:, usually · 
behina the scenes. The only thing it has in common w.itn "Pµblic · 
Diplomacy" is that it is an effort to persuade. &Jt blackmailers, 
preachers, and ardent suitors are also in the business of persuasion, 
and it would simply be confusing to suqgest they are all practicing 
some special brand of 'diplomacy.' 

The professor at Tufts who dreamed up the expression "Public 
Diplomacy," was looking for a bland, sanitized substitute for 
propaganda, a word that had fallen into disrepute because some of its 
-most gifted practitioners had put it to the service of odious 
ideologies. But the fact is t~at propaganda has more in cormion with 
advertising and public relations than with 'diplomacy.' Advertising 
and public relations* involve the persuasion of large number of people-
.--chiefly through mass media. One of the first great American copy
writers defined advertising as "selling in print." Today of course, he 
•ould include the broadcast media. · 

Every salesman knows that his efforts must result in more than assent 
on the part of the prospect; they must result in action, or at least a 
change 0f attitude--a disposition to act. Therefore selling involves 
more than reasoning, it involves emotions: people buy the sizzle not 
the steak; the fun of taking Polaroid pictures, not a piece of optical 
machinery; the protection against "offending," not a bar of soap. This 
is really nothing new. The ancients knew all about it. They 
distinguished between the science of logic and the art of rhetoric. 
What is new is the use of mass media to do what Demosthenes and Cicero 
did with their voices. 

*In public relations, unlike advertising bne does not have complete 
control over the content, context, and, placement of the message. 
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If I have taken a lot of time with definitions, it is not as a mere academic 
exercise. I feel that one of the reasons the USIA/USICA in general and the 
Voice of America in particular have not done as good a job as they might is 
that they have been 'positioned' somehow in the world of 'diplomacy' and 
staffed with a large number of people who fancy themselves as diplomats. 
"Public Diplomacy" is a term that suggests that what this agency and its com
ponents do is a species of the genus 'diplomacy.' In far.t we ~r0 --as all_ihe 
•-,rrrld understands--a oropaoanda aoencv ._ Propaganda is a species of the genus 
davert1s1ng: i.e. aavertising in the service of a government, a government 
agency, or a public policy. 

Since the word propaaanda still suffers from negative connotations, lets agree 
that the generally acceptable substitute is information. B.Jt let's not let 
this lead us down another path to confusion: the view that the USIA/USICA 
(including and especially VOA) is a "news gathering and disseminating" agency
--essentially a journalistic enterprise of some sort. This particular tilt 
may have come from the prominence of celebrated journalists (Murrow, 
Chancellor, Rowan) in the agency's history. 

I was delighted when you descr~bed the programming on the Voice as the means 
-of attracting the audience and the commentary as the "commercial." It 
suggests you have a far sounder understanding of why we are using public 
-monies than the usual highfalutin essays about the value of supplying 
~ccurate, objective, and comprehensive ·factual informtion to an eagerly, 
-,.waiting world. Every advertising man knows that the medium (whether it's a 
Jmagazine or a radio station) can do only two things: (1) assemble a certain 
-kind of audience, and (2) put them in a certain frame of mind. He selects the 
medium which will attract a high percentage of likely prospects for his · 
message (Geritol favors the "Lawrence Welk Show," Cartier advertises in the 

· New Yorker) and provides, if possible, a setting or ambience which is inclined 
to make the audience more receptive to the message • . 
Too often, it seems to me, the VOA has been blamed for the content of the 
message. This is manifestly unfair • . It's like blaming a salesman for selling 
too many cars that are later subject to .a manufacturer's recall. Clearly the 
fault is with the manufacturer, not the .salesman. The VOA can hardly be 

·· --blamed for conveying what it was told to convey. It has been criticized, for 
example, for inflaming the Hungarian masses in 1956-- and leading them to 
think the U.S. and its allies would quickly come to their aid if they revolted 
against their Soviet overlords. It is rarely pointed out that during the full 

,·week Imre Nagy proclaimed his_ government independent of the USSR we might have 
established a token presence which would -have made the Soviets think twice 
before risking a confrontation with the West. 

None of the recent articles about the Voice I have. seen mentions the fact that 
·during and immediately after the U.S.-sponsored Bay of Pigs invasion the VOA 
was used to bombard Cuba with broadcasts asseverating that the Ulited States 
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had nothing to do with the invasion and would not intervene with its own 
troops under any circumstances. If there were any forces in Cuba looking for 
a signal to join in a general uprising against Castro, they must have been 
effectively persuaded this was not a very opportune time. If there were any 
forces ready to pull a palace coup d'etat against Castro in the hope of prompt 
and effective support from the U.S., the VOA was surely effective in dis
suading them. One wonders whether all the elements of the American Government 
-- the CIA, the military, the State Department, and even the President -- were 
all reading from the same script. Indeed, Adlai Stevenson later complained 
bitterly that he was kept in the dark about the operation, and found himself 
eloquently denying in the UN that the U.S. was involved in any way. Surely 
the VOA cannot be blamed for its role in this sad episode. 

VOA - First Line of Defense 

·Let's get back to the question of why we ask the taxpayer to subsidize a 
global radio network? f\bw the answer is clear: to provide an appropriate and 
unduplicated medium with which .to reach foreign audiences we need to reach in 
the interest of national security. 

Fulbright scoffed at the VOA as a "relic of the Cold War." In one sense he 
. .was right. The justification for such an enterprise diminishes to the degree 
that we live in a .world of friendly nations posing no threat to us or each 
other. In such a world most of the functions of the USIA/USICA in general and 
the VOA in particular would be nugatory or redundant. Some of the recent 
architects of national policy, indulging in wishful thinking, have terded to 
mislead us into imagining that we really do live in such a world. Schooled by 
Kissinger, President Ford spoke of "potential adversaries," where President 
Kennedy had spoken of "foes" and Eisenhower of "brutal and hostile regimes." 
President Carter everi urged us'to purge our hearts and minds of the "in
urdinate fear of communism." ... ~ .,.... . 

To put it quite bluntly, the WSIA/USICA is justified because it is (or should 
" -~e) the orimarv osvcholoaical arm in a_olobal struqole aoainst a powerful, 

~etermlned, implacabl~ foe--bent on "burying" our system. as one or i~s more 
cano1a 1eaaers c::ont'essed, and establishing "world hegemony," as .one of its 
former allies continually warns us. We have, in fact, been in a state of 
"protracted conflict" with the Soviet Empire since · the end of World War II. 
That conflict has many dimensions, military, economic, and psychological. The 

·latter dimension is one to which they give great attention. On a global scale 
they sedulously pursue a propaganda program desigoed to exacerbate the 
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conflicts and tensions within our society and those of our allies, to create 
dissension between us and our allies, and to alienate from us and our allies 
the ruling elites and even the masses of the 'non-aligned' nations. 

Like all good propagandists (advertisers) they have a consistent overall the~e 
which they hammer out again and again with variations, embellishments and 
illustrations: 

The United States is the leader of cabal of ruth
less and heartless plutocrats bent on using any 
means to maintain and expand its worldwide web of 
oppression and exploitation. The Soviet Union 
and its fraternal socialist states is in the 
vanguard of the revolution, giving generous 
support to oppressed peoples everywhere who seek 
to root out the last traces of racist, 
-colonialist, and capitalistic oppression. In-
-creasingly the leaders and peoples of the 'Third 
World' (the 'Non-Aligned Nations') are joining 
the triumphant march of socialism, despite 

•pockets of resistance by corrupt feudal and/or 
colonial regimes (the Shah, the Saudis, Somoza, 
..smith, Botha, et al.). 

~he number of such regimes, keeps dwindling, 
despite desperate efforts by capitalist ruling 
circles to prop them up. Unfortunately, 
socialist unity has been marred by eccentric 
deviationist movements in Albania and Yugoslavia 
(similar disturbing symptoms may now be noted i8 
Poland). ~bre serious, of course, has been the 
falling away from authentic Marxism-Leninism by 

. _China under the personality.;.c·ult rule of Mao Tse 
Jung and his successors who have been guilty of 

___ . ·---·-·- ·. _____ .·---~.Great Han Chauvinism, racism, left extremism and 
- finally -- selling out socialism by throwing . 
in their lot with the U.S. Capitalist-Imperialist 
bloc against the Motherland of the Revolution. 

The only convincing raison d'etre for the VOA, therefore, is to counter 
this broadcast barrage. But merely refuting Soviet canards is not 
enough. We, too, must have an overall theme. We must oortrav !hP 
Soviet Lhion as the last a~~Et oredatorv emoire on earth. remorseles~ly 

· t:!nS.ld-linQ 11:s-own diverse ethni.c n!'"lri11lat1.ons, crusri_1.ng_ the leqitimate 
asµ.1rations of ·us caotiye nati0ns •. arin ever _seeking oy all means. from_ 
suoversion -finn1TI tary infervention, to widen the areas it subju~ates. 
l will not at c.emP1, a uE:Lc::11Tea pre-scriptlorrTCIT rewrn1ng-Radio Moscow• s 
basic script, in which the white and black hats are so ludicrously 
misplaced. But here's a rough sketch: • 

. I. 
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We must strive to 'destabilize' the :oviet Union and its satellites by 
promoting disaffection between peoples and rulers, underscoring the 
lies and denjals of rights, inefficient management of the economy, 
corruption, indifference to the real wants and needs of the people, 
suppression of cultural diversity, religious persecution, etc. We 
should seek to drive wedges of resentment and suspicion between the 
leadership of the various Communist Bloc nations. We should fan the 
flames of nationalism within the puppet states controlled by the USSR. 
We should encourage religious revivals behind the Iron Curtain. We 
should counter Soviet propaganda designated to alienate the populations 
of our allies and to foster hostility toward us among peoples of the 
Third World. We should extol the merits of our system of pluralist, 
representative democracy and free enterprise as the surest guarantor of 
human rights and proven provider of the greatest prosperity the world 
has ever known. We should portray .our system as,~one which makes no 
false pretense of.being perfect -- as do the closed totalitarian 
systems of our adversaries -- but which admits the possibility of cor
recting faults and achieving social betterment through peaceful reforms 
achieved by consensus, etc. 

If that is our 'message' we do have· a way of establishing a 'Bottom 
.· Line" for the VOA: to what extent is that message being listened to 
.and 'bought' by the target populations • . This raises several 

··~Questions: Do we have a consistent 'message'? And, if so, have we 
.been presenting it in a convincing. Wfl.Y to the people we wish to in-
n~~~ - . 
Assuming we have a go-ahead on a general theme and have singled out 
target audiences we wish to reach and influence, we can take steps to 
measure effectiveness. If we are trying to convince our Western 

~European allies, for example, that the development of the neutron war
··head and its availability for· quick· deployment in Europe will neutra
.lize a very real threat from overwhelming Soviet armor and will not 
.,make the outbreak of nuclear war more likely, we can determine (by 
-polling, monitoring European media, etc.) to what extent our campaign 
~has _been successful. 

_Jf we are trying to convince the predomin.antly Moslem populations of 
~some Third World countries that the U.S., as a tolerant, pluralist 
society, poses no threat to Islam, but that Islam is threatened by an 

--officially and militantly atheistic Soviet Government which represses 
· the reliqious aspirations of its own large Moslem population and bru
tally crushes·the national as well as religious asoirations of the 
Afghanistani people, we can (with greater difficulty) do some polling 
in selected ~oslem countries. 
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But are we getting through to the people behind the Iron Curtain? This 
is more difficult to determine. We have a pretty good handle on how 
many people tune in. It's a huge audience that manages to listen 
despite jamming and risks of reprisal by repressive governments. But 
are we persuadinq them? Are we giving them the kinds of information 
they want, the kinds of insight into our ·culture and values? Reliable 
polling on such matters inside the Soviet Empire is out of the 
question. We must rely on second-hand reports and imperfect samples. 
But ..,,.e should not scorn this kind of information even if it would not 
pass muster with Scammon and Wattenberg. I feel we should make very 
serious efforts to sample the attitudes of recent refugees and emigres 
from Soviet bloc countries. In quite a few cases we might also get 
input from people who left those countries some years ago, have since 
been naturalized as American citizens, and who have returned recently 
from revisiting their native land. Natives (often relatives, friends, 
and townsfolk) will open up to them in a way they would never open up 
to a Western diplomat or correspondent. I have some thoughts as to how 
.-we might reach these people through questionnaires, focus groups, etc • 
. to develop a picture of how these very significant tarqet populations 
feel about VOA and other international broadcast services.* 

•-~i n my own informal discussion with a few such. people I learned· that 
~people behind the Iron Curtain are starved for religious information, 
a nspiration, etc. Yet only about 45 original minutes of weekly pro
gramming to the USSR is religious in nature and content -- and a lop-
-sided one third of this is Jewish! 

Emigres complain that the ratio of music to news and features is too 
··high on channels which are subject to jamming. Almost nobody will 
listen to jammed music for any length of time. They complain that the 

.news often dwells on stories in which they have little or no interest 
{e.g. the U.S. baseball strike) at on negative news about the U.S. 
·and/or its allies which Soviet news sources tend to overplay anyway. 
:They complain that the feature stories ·often lack bi te or interest; 
·that we seem to bend over backwards so as not to offend their Communist 

__ ..:rulers (is the Sonnenfeldt Doctrine still in force?!). Our younger 
audiences want more music, especially current rock and roll, jazz, and 
.country and western. 

,What I'm suggesting is that the first way to reduce criticism is to 
eliminate unwarranted criticism -- in other words make whatever im-

'provements and changes that can be made within the law ~.D_d. aet_ the law 
cnanaen -in tnbse cases wnere 1 r. i.s no'Idina _usoack: the rule, · ror 

-.example, r.nar.- we cannot oroaocast to .west Germany in German, to France 
in French, or to Japan in Japanese. This strikes me as strange. · • 
Strengthening the resolve of our allies .should be, a high priority 

-·1nission. 

•USICA's Office of Research has already developed an interestin~ 
.technique ·of "surrogate interviewing." 
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"Our news should be factually accurate. Credibility is all-important. 
·But we need not expatiate endlessly on stories which tend to put us or 
our allies in a bad light while glossing over stories which discredit 
the leadership of communist nations. Given the editorial choice of 
telling Bulgarians about another U.S. auto recall announcement or 
another crop failure in the Ukraine, we should not hesitate to blue 
pencil the Detroit story. 

OJr audiences do not expect us to lie to them, but they figure the VOA 
is telling them what the U.S. Government wants them to know. They must 
be puzzled about our self-confidence as a society if they must listen 
to protracted features from NPR exposing domestic scandals, etc. 

OJr commentaries should be very hard-hitting, unsparing in their 
criticims of Soviet policies and political leadership, but we should 
.praise the Russian people, their authentic culture, their immemorial 
spirituality ("Holy Russia"), etc. 

We should never miss an opportunity to contrast their system -- in 
-which they have no say in who rules them -- and ours, in which the 
·"consent of the governed" is a central concept. 

We should not hesitate to ask again and again "rlhy do the officials of 
. your government waste hundreds of millions of rubles trying to jam this 
, program, trying to prevent you from hearing thiS? Why do the com
·.missars fear the truth? Why do they fear yolP." 

.,For a time the delusions of detente impelled us to have a rule that the 
-name of Solzhenitsyn must not be spoken on any VOA programming to the 
USSR. We should now redress that balance with a vengeance. The voices 
of knowledgeable and celebrated emigres and defectors should be heard 
.with frequency on commentary and features directed behind the Iron 
Curtain. They should also be quoted in English on our English-language 

·broadcasts. · 

-The VOA should serve as a vehicle for circulating samizdat throughout 
·the length and breadth of the USSR in Russian, Ukrainian, Byelorussian, 
-etc., and also in English translations. 

In presenting a 'cross section' of American opinion from radio and TV 
-we should broaden our selection. (Right now VOA selects only from 
commentaries on the three major networks plus Turner's cable TV.) 
Radio and TV stations all across America should be invited (on a selec
:tive basis) to send tapes and transcripts of their local commentaries 
on world events for possible retransmission overseas.• I suspect there 
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would be a lot of enthusiastic private sector co-operation on such a 
project and that the views of stations in Dallas, Los Angeles, Tulsa, 
Nashville and Denver might be a refreshing counterweight to the 
generally liberal consensus of northeastern communicators. 

HOW TO HANDLE CRITICISM 

I've suggested that the first line of defense against critcism is to 
work to change those aspects of VOA operation which deserve to be 
criticized. But criticism will still roll in from those who differ 
with us on what should be the VOA's prime focus. 

One of the advantages of being a "New Broom" is that for a while we can 
attribute most of the blunders and shortcomings which prompt adverse 
comment to previous administrations, especially the most recent. More
over, it is a commonplace of interpersonal psychology that one of the 

:most effective ways of defanging a critic is to allow him to vent his 
hostility without immediate resistance, even asking in a quiet way for 
more elaboration. The same technique can often work in public rela
tions. We can co-opt our critics. We can, in effect reposition them 
in their own minds as collaborators with us in improving the operation 
of the VOA. We should assume (or at least act as though we assume) 
that all critics (except those unabashedly in the enemy's camp) are 
really eager to work with us to strengthen and improve the VOA. 

We should thank them for listening to VOA, point out how helpful it is 
to us and to all who are working in VOA to have thoughtful criticism by 
regular listeners with a keen interest in the agency's work. We should 
ask if they have any further cr~ticisms -- general or particular, 
favorable or unfavorable. We should invite them to comment on P 
regular basis on the programming they listen to, etc. Whether we agree . 
with the tenor of their criticism or not, we should assure tt,em that we 
"share their concerns." If they allege factual error we should assure 

.·them we will investigate the matter closely and that it is our policy 
to check our facts very carefully. At this time much of the criticism, I 
suspect, leans in the direction that the VOA is too mealy-mouthed, too 

- permissive of criticism of the U.S. and the Reagan Administration~ too 
soft on the Soviets, etc . If we are able to change those things which 
give some color to these criticisms, we may then expect a barrage of 
charges that we're over-politicizing the VOA, losing credibility by 
slanting, reviving 'Cold War' attitudes! 
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D..Jring ·the transition period there will be some criticism of each 
kind. "The worst of all possible worlds," someone might say. Not at 
all. This can be cited as proof that we are being even-handed. 

And when we finally get to the point that the only criticism of the VOA 
is howling from the Kremlin, antiphonal ululation from the U.S. hard 
left, and even greater Soviet efforts at jamming, we can crack open the 
champagne! 

• y, 'II .. ..... . : .., - ~ :·, . .,ff ! • > · .. ! 

f 

I 

I 

I. I 
: .. 
: 1· 

' I 

. '· . 
t 

' ,-.,..--



THE {:0~r 
SOFT 

· VOICE of AMERICA 
Aleksandr 

Solzhenitsyn 

THIRTY YEARS AGO, in 1953, when I had just been 
freed from the labor camp, I bought a radio re

ceiver with the first money I earned. It was during my exile 
in Kazakhstan, and it was considered a suspicious move: 
why should someone in exile buy a radio? But I listened in
tently, through the horrendous jamming, and tried to catch 
some bits of information from the Western nations' Rus
sian-language broadcasts. I got to be so expert that even if 
I could only catch half a sentence, I could _ complete it from 
just those few words . For twenty years I listened constantly 
to Russian-language broadcasts from the West. I made use 
of the information, rejoiced in the successes. and was deeply 
distressed by the mistakes . 

It is difficult to overestimate the importance these broad
casts could have if they were well directed . Of course, peo
ple in the Soviet Union ·still listen to them, but many be
come disillusioned, as I did. I fear that those who determine 
the general tone of America's Russian-language broadcasts 
did not understand at the beginning, and do not understand 
today. the main aim and purpose of these broadcasts. The 
objective should be to establish mutual trust, warm feelings, 
and contact with the oppressed people, and thus to tear them 
away. to help them tear themselves away, from their Com
munist oppressors. If this had been done over the last thirty 
years, how different things might be today! I can say with
out exaggeration that maybe we would not be thinking that 
there is danger of another world war. 

But this has never been understood. In recent years the 
quality of these broadcasts has steadily declined-the Voice 
of America has not been good for some time now, and Ra
dio Liberty is getting worse. much worse. 

In order to formulate correctly the general direction the 
broadcasts should take, at least two questions must be an
swered. First, what is the situation in the countries to which 
the broadcasts are beamed? And second, what is the con
dition of those oppressed peoples. what are their needs, what 
kind of spiritual hunger do they have? With respect to the 
first question, the entire West, including the United States, 
seems to be bewitched, doomed eternally to a false vision 
of the situation in Communist countries. In the Thirties-

during the most dreadful time of Stalinist terror, when Sta
lin was exterminating many millions of people-editorials 
in the United States proclaimed the Soviet Union to be a 
country of social justice. President Roosevelt extended a 
helping hand to Stalin, and American businessmen rushed 
to provide the technological assistance without which Sta
lin could not have built his industrial base . And at the end 
of the war, America and Britain made Stalin a gift of all of 
Eastern Europe. It should have been understood that the 
Soviet rulers were enemies of their own people. But this 
was not understood. Since. in the West, the government is 
elected by the people, Westerners like to think that the gov
ernment and the people are one and the same. Even in this 
country that is not the case, as I see when I compare the 
opinions of the people I live among in Vermont with the 
news from Washington, D.C. And then consider that these 
differences of outlook are nothing compared to the situa
tion behind the Iron Curtain. In actual fact. in all Commu
nist countries the government and the people are categorical
ly opposed to each other. There is a gulf between them. 

Failing to understand this was the great historical mis
take that Roosevelt made in the Thirties and Forties. This 
mistake cost the Free World half of the globe-perhaps 
less than half in terms of territory, but more than half in 
population. And today the greatest danger is that the Free 
World's leaders will repeat Roosevelt's fatal mistake. 

In fact, the same mistake has been repeated over and over 
again through the years. For instance, with Tito. Tito was 
the murderer, the executioner, of his people. Right after 
World War II, he shot hundreds of thousands of his fel
low citizens. He even shot down American civilian planes 
near the Austdan border. All this was forgiven (and worse. 
forgotten), and he has been held up as a great statesman. 
The same error was repeated again with Cuba. It was pro
claimed in the Free World that what had taken place in 
Cuba was a people's revolution. The same error was re
peated again with North Vietnam. A totalitarian gang there 
seized the whole country, and American progressives pro
claimed that it was a national movement for freedom . In 
Nicaragua, right under our nose. a totalitarian group of 
Communists seized power, and the Carter Administration 
hurried to help them financially. 

This article is adapted from an interview with Representative 
John LeBoutillier. part of which was broadcast on N BC's 
Tomorrow Show. It was translated by Julia Mansvetov. 
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The fatal historical mistake of liberalism is to see no 
enemy on the left, to consider that the enemy is alwa ys on 
the right. It is the same mistake which destroyed Russian 
liberalism in 1917. when the liberals overlooked the real 
danger, which was from Lenin. The same error- the mis
take of Russian liberalism-is being repeated on a world
wide scale today. 

And wo,;st of all is China. China in the Eighties is like 
the Soviet Union in . the Thirties; it is in need of everything. 
It seeks aid from America. If the U. S. provides it with tech
nology and then with weapons, China may. for a while, serve 
as a safeguard against the Soviet Union, although even that 
is problematical. But if the U.S. arms China. China may take 
over the second half of the earth- that second half which 
includes America . 

Never forget that Mao's government murdered millions 
-even more, probably, in proportion to the population 
than Stalin did . China is even more closed to foreigners than 
the Soviet Union. The West knows even less about it. When, 
thirty years from now, you read the Chinese Gulag Archi
pelago, you will be amazed: "Oh, what a pity, and we didn't 
know!" But you must know! You must know in time, and 
not when it is too late. 

No matter what the Chinese rulers may say when they are 
looking for favors from the U.S., no Communist govern
ment ever cares about the rights, the development of its peo
ple. Communist governments are like cancerous tumors: 
they grow wildly and have two aims only: first , to strengthen 
their power. and second, to expand their boundaries. Those 
arc the aims of the Chinese government, as they are those of 
the Soviet government. 

Now. to go back to the second point that VOA, Radio 
Liberty, and the other Western broadcasters should be con
sidering: the inner state of the people toward whom the 
broadcasts are directed, their spiritual hunger. their frus
trat ions, their aspirations. 

Their main need is for knowledge. Information in the So
viet papers and on Soviet television is distorted beyond rec
ognition. Those who live in the Soviet Union know, in a gen
eral way, what is happening in the world, but they know 
nothing of what is going on in the neighboring town, in the 
neighborin~ county. That is why foreign broadcasts are so 
important for them : only from such broadcasts can they get 
news about themselves. about what is happening to them. 

Not to know what is happening in and to your own coun
try is crippling. That is why the Voice of America's self
imposed limits are so misguided. What does the average So
viet citizen know about, say. Afghanistan? Everything he 
hears from the government is distorted . And yet the Voice 
of America. which could fill this gap. has placed limits on 
its own best sources of information. It refrains from using 
rich accumulations of material because it believes that it only 
has the right to broadcast in a way which will not irritate 
the Communist leaders. For instance. the emigre anti-Com
munist magazine Po.uev. published in Frankfurt am Main. 
contains plenty of material about Afghanistan; its reporters 
travel to Afghanistan and meet with Afghan resistance 
fighters . Yet the Voice of America docs not broadcast such 
material to the Soviet Union because it comes from a mag
azine which is too anti-Communist. Instead, VOA feeds its 
listeners second-rate gossip about what diplomats in Delhi 
hear third-hand . Thus, instead of effectively giving us news, 
VOA helps to keep us ignorant . In order not to violate 
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State Department policy, it gives us a stone m place of 
bread . 

Here is another example: a major rebellion took place in 
Novocherkassk in 1962, but for over ten years there was not 
a word about it on Western radio broadcasts-not one! 
Either the broadcasters did not know about the revolt or it 
was not reported in "sufficiently proven" sources. If the 
broadcasters do not have documentary proof, they can't re
port on rebellions. And so it was not unt il ten years late r 
that we heard from Western broadcasts about our own great 
rebellion in Novocherkassk. 

Here is still another example . drawn from my personal 
experience. In December 1973, when I was still in the So
viet Union. 7he Gulag Archipelago was published in the 
West. VOA- or, rather. one VOA announcer- read an ex
cerpt from Gulag on the air. Immediately, Rad io Moscow 
started screaming that VOA had no right to interfere in the 
internal affairs of the Soviet Union, that the broadcast had 
fouled the international atmosphere. And what did VOA 
do? With the agreement of the State Department. it took the 
announcer off that assignment and forbad e the read ing of 

If during 
the past thirty years the 

Western broadcasts had helped 
our people remember who 

they were, the world situation today 
· would be different 

The Gulag Archipelago to Russia! More, for several years 
it was forbidden to quote Sol1.henitsyn on VOA, so as not to 
discredit Communist propaganda. My book was written for 
Russians. Millions of copies were read in the West. but it 
could nqt be read to our Motherland! 

But the Western broadcasters should be considering not 
only what the people of the Soviet Union know and don't 
know, but also what their concrete situat ion is. For 65 years. 
Soviet citizens have been working for a pittance. For 65 
years, both the mother and the father in a family ha\'e 
worked. but their combined earnings are insufficient to sup
port the family . They arc never paid more than IO or 20 per 
cent of what their work is worth. All the rest is taken b~ the 
government in order to produce weapons. Several genera
tions of my people have gone hungry. We ma y e\ en be 
approaching physical degeneration. We are poisoned with 
alcohol. Women are carrying a load wh ich men cou ld not 
manage. a double load as workers both inside and outside 
the home . Our birthrate has fallen sharply. and infa nt mor
tality has risen. 

We are poisoned both physically and morally. Poist,ned 
physically by military manufacturing that is carried out 
without any protection of the surrounding enviro nment-
there is no control of water or air pollution . And poisoned 
morally because for 65 years we have been inculcated ~ ith 
Communist lies . 

This combination of poisons has brought my people to a 



state close to spiritual and physical death . All memory of 
our past, our history, and especially the history of the last 
century has been wiped out. The history of the last century 
is particularly dangerous for the Communists, because that 
history is their enemy. The Communists are systematically 
destroying all traces of the truth, so that soon we won't know 
anything about ourselves. I would compare this to when, in 
Stalinist times. the father and the mother of a family were 
both arrested, the children sent to an orphanage. and their 
last names changed so that they never knew whose children 
they were. what their origins were, what their past was. 

Our people are in the same situation . They are deprived 
of an y memories about themselves. Or they are like some
one lying in bed . dying; and the American radio broadcasts 
are like a visitor- not a doctor. but a visitor- who comes 
in very self-satisfied , cheerful. beautifully dressed. and sits 
down. and says: "Now I will entertain you. Now I will tell 
you how I dress. how many suits I have, what a wonderful 
apartment I have. what I recently bought . how much money 
I save, what a good time I have. Do you want me to do a lit
t le dance for you?" And the visitor begins to do various 
dances in front of him. 

Th at's how radio broadcasts to the Soviet Union are run 
today . They give us nothing to slake our spiritual hunger. 
Instead , a fore ign voice reads us propaganda lectures on 
how to understand the world . Granted, these lectures come 
not from a Communist point of view but from a liberal 
democratic one. But after 65 years all propaganda has be
come repulsive to us. 

That's just one aspect. It is the most important aspect 
for our people; but there is another side. the one that is most 
important for America. These broadcasts give a picture 
which does not correspond to the spiritual life of the Amer
ican people . They speak of trite. superficial things, so that 
our people have a lower opinion of Americans than Ameri
cans deserve. 

VOA broadcasts are full of frivolity. For instance, there 
are three different jazz programs, a program of pop music, 
a program of dance music, and then a youth program on 
which all of these are repeated . This is such a mistake. Per
haps those interested in jan may turn on their radio five 
minutes earl ier or turn it off five minutes later and in this 
way happen to hear something besides jazz. But the point 
is , we don't need VOA jazz programs. which are jammed, 
because our jazz fans have at their disposal jazz programs 
fr om the rest of the world . which no one jams. They can 
hear these programs perfectly . So VOA does not attract 
listeners that way; all it does is waste valuable air-time. 

Or consider sports. With great solemnity VOA broad
casts programs on sports. But sports are a favorite subject 
of Soviet radio. It is the only interest which Soviet radio 
willingly fosters in our youth- because, in the Soviet 
Union , sports act as the opium of the people. They divert 
young people from think ing about their situation. about 
their his tory . and about politics- something the Western 
broadcasts should not be encouraging. Even worse, the sta
tions find time to broadcast about hobbies. These programs 
repel and anger the Soviet listener and make him tum off 
the radi o; he feels only contempt for a broadcast that tells 
him how people with lots of time at their disposal collect 
empty bottles. or labels from something or another. Or he 
is told , in great detail , about the conveniences of interna
tional travel- information of no conceivable use to him-

when the time could be spent on subjects of value to him 
such as history and religion . 

To sum up: Radio broadcasts from the United States do 
not give our people the spiritual help they need . That's one 
point . Secondly. the broadcasts present Americans as more 
trivial and less significant than they really are, i.e., they are 
doing America harm. And, thirdly, the stations limit even 
simple information about current events. In matters of for
eign policy, they are overly scrupulous about sources, as wit
ness the case of Afghanistan . So far as the internal situation 
in the Soviet Union is concerned, the broadcasts concentrate 
on material provided by dissidents in Moscow. If tomorrow 
the dissident movement should be destroyed, that source of 
information would be lost altogether. 

But there are great fields of information about the Soviet 
Union of which Soviet citizens need to hear. and which the 
American broadcasters either do not have or do not wish to 
use. Instead, there is wide coverage on Jewish emigration 
from the Soviet Union . Half-hour after half-hour is spent 
on interviews with recent emigres: how they like America ; 
how they have found work: how much they earn; how they 
have furnished their houses. Not that there is anything 
wrong with this. But it is given disproportionate emphasis, 
and it replaces needed information about the situation with
in the Soviet Union. And what feeling does it arouse in the 
Soviet listener? Irritation. Most Soviet citizens cannot emi
grate to the West. Only a certain number of Jews can. Why 
then boast about how well they are doing? It is ' tactless . 

Our people want to be told about our workers, how they 
fare in our country. but the broadcasts do not speak of that. 
What is the situation of our peasantry? There is never a 
broadcast on that subject. The situation in the provinces? 
The cruel conditions of service in the army? People in the 
army listen to the broadcasts- there are many shortwave 
sets there. But nothing is ever broadcast about any of these 
situations. 

The Soviet worker. the peasant , the soldier- all li ve under 
dreadful pressure. but their stories remain untold . Such in-
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formation is widely available in the emigre press, and it 
could be broadcast to the USSR without much effort . But to 
do so would violate State Department policy. The Soviet 
rulers might get angry at the State Department and refuse 
to buy from the U.S . the modern electronics without which 
they cannot live. 

The greatest spiritual need of our people is to become 
aware of themselves. If during the past thirty years the 
Western broadcasts had helped our people remember who 
they were. helped them to rise spiritually to their feet , the 
entire world situation would be different. Our recent his
tory has been trampled and distorted beyond recognition; 

l!,doxical/y, 
American broadcasts tend to 

help the Communists. 
The Communists fight to root 

out our memory of history and U.S. 
broadcasts do the same 

everything we hear is saturated with propaganda. It is hard 
for Americans to imagine such ignorance. The average So
viet citizen in essence knows nothing: what were the causes 
of the Revolution; how it occurred, and how the Bolshe
viks took it over and instituted totalitarian rule; what peo
ple's movements there were against the Bolsheviks, and how 
they were suppressed; how our peasantry and our working 
class were destroyed by terrorist means. We need to know 
the truth about all this. If such knowledge were given us, 
we would-both civilian and soldier-become spiritually 
free of our government . 

However, programming at VOA and Radio Liberty is 
now mostly in the hands of ideologues who are operating 
under the influence of myths, of false beliefs about Russia . 
And at the root of these myths we find Karl Marx. Marx 
claimed that the Russian people were "reactionary." And 
from that claim it followed that all of Russian history was 
"reactionary"- the monarchy was "reactionary," Russian tra
ditions were "reactionary," most Russian leaders were "re
actionary." even our Orthodox religion was "reactionary." 
So what do the ideologues do? They shoot down two-thirds 
of our historical figures for fear that they might be called 
"reactionary." If some American journalist-just one-or 
some second-rate scholar has ever said about a Russian that 
he was "reactionary," then that Russian is eliminated from 
history: he no longer exists. 

In this way, paradoxically, American broadcasts tend to 
help the Communists. The Communists fight to root out our 
memory of our history, and U.S. broadcasts do the same. 
Consider a recent example: Last September was the seven
tieth anniversary of the death-actually the murder-of the 
greatest Russian statesman of the twentieth century, Prime 
Minister Stolypin (1862-1911). In the five years prior to his 
death, Stolypin had succeeded in pulling Russia out of com
plete chaos and disintegration into a state of prosperity. The 
act of his murder inaugurated the great terror of the twen-
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tieth century. Yet both Radio Liberty and the Voice of 
America killed anniversary broadcasts on Stolypin. A fine 
broadcast had been prepared at Radio Liberty: it was 
dropped without discussion or explanation . The Voice of 
America had prepared an eight-minute reading fr om my 
chapter on Stolypin. The broadcast had already been an
nounced, but it too was killed . These parallel act ions sho11 
that there is no question of different administrators maki ng 
independent decisions- there is an ideology that dominate~ 
the direction taken by both stations. No matter where on,: 
locates Stolypin- some consider him a liberal, others a con
servative-he was a great Russian statesman, and I would 
like to underline the amazing fact that both American radio 
stations, independently of each other, censored their broad
casts in advance, even though their listeners had been told 
that the broadcasts would take place. 

Consider a final example of the kind of self-censorship 
which prevents Radio Liberty and the Voice of America 
from satisfying the spiritual needs of their audience. Rus
sian Orthodoxy, during the past 65 years, has suffered its 
own Golgotha. Constant efforts have been made to destroy 
Christianity in Russia, to root it completely out of memory 
and heart . That is the consistent policy of the Soviet govern
ment, and it has resulted in tens of millions of people not 
being able to go to church. Many live three hundred miles 
from the nearest church, i.e., they can have a child chris
tened, but they cannot attend church regularly. American 
broadcasts once again could help fill this gap: they could car
ry services, mark Christian holidays, explain the divine serv
ices and Christian terminology, especially to children, who 
are almost totally deprived of religion in the USSR . Com
munist power seeks to deprive us of religion; and American 



radio hroadcasts. directed by ideologues who accept the 
stupid premise that Russian Christianity is "reactionary," 
follow the Communists' lead. 

For thirty years the broadcasts have avoided any encour
agement to Russian Orthodoxy to rise up and become an 
organized social power in Russia. I don't know anything 
about the American Polish-language broadcasts. I hope they 
have been excellent . I hope they have supported Polish Ca
thol icism. strengthened it. But for the Russian people, the 
broadcasts ignore religion; it is as if they deliberately seek to 
avoid encouraging us to find strength in the Church, to create 
such religious unification as exists in Poland . 

The year 1981 saw a sharp turn for the worse in Radio 
Liberty. I will say nothing about the 15 other languages in 

ON THE RIGHT-HAND side of the Mall, as you ap
proach the Capitol, lies a squat, characterless build

ing. indistinguishable from its squat fellows. which houses 
the main offices of the Voice of America. For a few days 
last fall. the Voice figured luridly in news stories and on 
the editorial pages of the larger newspapers. A senator 
fumed and Herblock drew a cartoon. The brouhaha was 
qui ckly tamped down, however, and last month Philip 
Nicolaides, the Reagan appointee who had stimulated it , 
was released from the Voice's parent agency. The Voice 
receded from the consciousness of the people for whom it 
speaks. 

It does not deserve this neglect. The Voice of America is 
one of the largest radio stations in the world . Its 10 I trans
mitters are scattered around the globe, from Liberia to Sri 
Lanka to Greenville. North Carolina . It broadcasts in 39 
languages, from Albanian to Vietnamese, and is heard by 
as many people in the Soviet Union as read Pravda (the 
Soviets spend more money on jamming VOA than America 
spends on broadcasting it). The recent events at the Voice 
were more than an episode in the career of one man; they 
fo rm a chapter in the endless- and , it sometimes seems, 
endlessly futile - attempts of Republican Presidents and their 
supporters to have some influence on their own Adminis
tration : they illuminate. from yet another angle, the preju
dices of the med ia, and they raise questions about American 
strategy- or non-strategy. 

The Voice of America first went on the air a month and 
a half after Pearl Ha rbor . Eight years after the war's end , 
Congress placed it within the newly created United States 
Informat ion Agency- now the U.S. International Commu
nication Agency-where it remains today. (Radio Liberty 
and Radio Free Europe are entirely distinct entities, never 
associated with the Voice, and overseen by the Board of 
Internat ional Broadcasting.) The mission of the Voice- or 
as much mission as Congress ever saw fit to commit to 
paper- was spelled out in its Charter: since "the long-range 
interests of the Un ited States are served by communicating 
directly with the people of the world by radio," the Voice 

which Radio Liberty broadcasts . which I do not know. But 
the programs in Russian have degenerated to such an extent 
that, if they continue as they are going, it would be better to 
do away with them altogether. 

Still, there is a Latin proverb that goes, "Dum spiro, 
spero" -where there's life, there's hope. Thirty years have 
gone by, but that does not mean that we should not begin 
again today. We do not know how much time history will 
give us. and maybe it is still possible to accomplish much if 
the Reagan Administration actively undertakes to improve 
U.S. broadcasts. I am not speaking about an increase in the 
budget, but about a fundamental change in direction. I have 
said much that needed to be said . The rest is in the hands 
of your Administration. D 

Richard Brookhiser 

is enjoined to "serve as a consistently reliable and author
itative source of news"; to "present a balanced and compre
hensive projection of significant American thought and in
stitutions"; and to "present the policies of the United States" 
along with "responsible discussion .. . on these policies." 

These injunctions were not Delphic. but they were not 
exhaustive in their precision either. and over the years there 
has been a fair amount of hauling and tugging. John Chan
cellor, Voice Director in the mid-Sixties, observed that "the 
Voice has been placed at the intersection of journalism and 
diplomacy." Diplomacy required it , on one famous occasion, 
to lie: the Voice denied, in 1961, that Washington had any
thing to do with the Bay of Pigs invasion. There have been 
acts of omission as well. In 1975, the Voice was urged to 
withhold for 48 hours the news that Saigon was doomed, in 
the interests of averting a panic . 

Throughout the Seventies, the tidal pull of detente gave 
rise to numerous flows and eddies. When Aleksandr Solzhe
nitsyn received the Nobel Prize. the strongest anti-Commu
nist passages in his acceptance speech were blue-penciled 
from the Voice's account. The prevailing view at the Voice 
to this day is that he is discredited. generall y unpopular. 
heeded only by small groups of intellectuals. Also a little 
dull: "He says the same things all the time." one newsroom 
veteran paraphrased the conventional wisdom. " We can't 
bug the Soviets about it." In 1978, the Voice edited its own 
Warsaw correspondent. A poet, addressing a meeting of the 
Polish Writers' Congress, had denounced the censorship 
enveloping the Katyn Forest Massacre. It was a remarkable 
story, a premonition of the spirit of Solidarity, and the 
reporter got all of it. But the account as finall y broadcast 
omitted all the poet's references to the Soviet Union. 

The fact is that different Voice employees have always 
tended to interpret the Charter in different ways. "The Voice 
is two radio networks," is how one employee expressed it 
to me- an English-language one, centered in news and 
programming, from which most of the scripts emanate; and 
a foreign- language conglomerate, comprising all the trans
lators and broadcasters responsible for actually reaching 
the Voice's non-English-speak ing listeners. To these two 
networks, there is added a small diplomat ic corps-Foreign -April 30, /982 / NATIONAL REVIEW 411 



Service Officers (FSOs) who fill various posts, including the 
top slots in many of the language services. 

The English copywriters are overwhelmingly American
born and universally better paid . Their byword- or buZ7. 
word- is "professional ," and their fondest memory is Water
gate (VOA told the whole story: the Soviet Union down
played it) . In fact , they have all the ambitions and precon
ceptions of private-sector American newsmen, whose peers 
they feel they are. They want to be "an international CBS." 
a veteran of the European division told me. "We are not 
spokesmen for the United States ," William Haratunian, act
ing director during the Carter-Reagan transit ion, declared 
to the Washington Post Magazine last summer. The planted 
assumption here is that no one could simultaneously be a 
spokesman for the United States and a professional; so every 
effort must be made to avoid the least semblance of spokes
manship. "When Brezhnev's talk ing against us," a former 
newsroom employee said , "we carry the whole speech . When 
we talk against them, we give one or two lines." 

If professionalism in practice seems to resemble liberal
ism, that is because it often is liberalism. "Probably around 

should the 
Administration stay in neutral, 

then the Voice will 
continue, doing what radio stations 

do at home-selling America 
by random show-and-tell 

85 to 90 per cent of the people in the central newsroom are 
Democrats," a foreign-language broadcaster, himself a Re
publican, guesses. "Any senator is well covered by us if he 
is a Democrat." another employee offered , "very seldom if 
he is a Republican." The three-part treatment given to Rea
gan's State of the Union address, in February 1981 , was 
suggestive. Part one, outlining the proposals, focused entire
ly on the "sharp cuts"- in "food for the needy," "free school 
lunches," "research and development of solar energy," "pas
senger-train service." Part two, domestic reactions, led off 
with the Congressional Black Caucus, dwelled at length on 
the AFL-CIO, and closed with a brief paragraph of praise 
from "business leaders" and "bankers." Part three gave the 
foreign reaction, ending with TASS. Taxes were mentioned 
twice, both times in passing; inflation, only once. Occasion
ally. the newsroom gets complaints about this kind of thing. 
but these are easily deflected . "If there was a congressman 
showing interest ," a former newsroom employee explained, 
a new version of a story might be prepared and distributed . 
"Maybe it never ran- -but the books showed it had been 
carried." 

The employees in the foreign-language services tend to be 
foreign-born . They are permitted, by law, to rise as high 
in the government pay scale as GS-13 (newsroom employees 
may rise to GS-15). As the native Americans are liberal, so 
the naturalized Americans are conservative. The same Voice 
employee who estimated the percentage of Democrats in the 
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newsroom pegged Republicans in the foreign-language sen -
ices at 80 per cen t. But their main rallying cry is topicali ty. 
not politics. They are obliged , with few exceptions, to use 
the news and features passed to them from the cent ral 
ganglion, and the choices- a 22-part series on crime in 
America, sweaty excerpts from Albert Goldman's Elvis
often strike them as irrelevant or bizarre. Also parochial: 
on Janua ry 13 of this year. a Solidarity leader wh o had 
endorsed the coup reneged . But the top three stories t he 
next day, for every language. were the Air Florid a plane 
crash , the bad winter weather, and the DC Met ro cras h. 

The Foreign Service Officers, the diplomacy half of Chan
cellor's intersection, typically stay at the Voice for two- or 
three-year stints. The rotation is supposed to gua rantee a 
continuous infusion of people with recent foreign experience: 
it also mea ns that in the context of their own careers the 
FSOs are marking time- thus reinforcing the natural diplo
matic instinct to ruffle no feathers. The occurrence or non
occurrence of some Voice-caused eruption ca n mean the 
difference between a post in Ouagadougou and a post in 
Paris . "Just as they pour tea in their embassies," said one 
non-FSO, "they want us to pour tea over the air." 

Coexistence among the three groups is seldom peacefu l. 
Occasionally, the diplomats and the newsroom Woodste ins 
come to blows, especially whenever there is talk of pulling 
the Voice under the control of the State Department. Bu t 
their interests for the most part broadly intersect - the news
room wants warts-and-all stories about America, the diplo
mats want no-warts stories about the rest of the world - and 
they are natural allies in the common face-off with the for
eign-language broadcasters. The key word here is "emigre," 
suggesting as it does thick accents and soirees spent in the 
company of deteriorating archdukes . Any reporter coveri ng 
Voice affairs who uses it is sure to have been coached by 
newsroom or Foreign Service sources. For the former. 
"emigre" means the culturally benighted . not raised in the 
traditions of Milton, Zenger, and Dan Rather; for the latter. 
it means axe-grinding conspirators, fresh from the cellars 
and coffeehouses, eager to involve us in dark Balkan plots. 
The foreign-language broadcasters, meanwhile, continue to 
wonder what Elvis's pelvis can mean to Cambodians. 

~ 

Reagan picked Charles Z. Wick , an entertainment and 
real-estate millionaire and a personal friend , to be head of 
the USICA. Wick's and Reagan's choice for Director of the 
Voice was James B. Conkling, founder and president of 
Warner Brothers Records. 

The new team got off to an exciting start . In August. the 
National Security Council chewed out the Voice for giving 
American airtime to Georgi Arbatov, whose main job. as 
head of the Institute of U.S. and Canadian Studies in Mos
cow, is to figure out how to destroy America . (The Vo ice 
had replayed an interview taped by National Publ ic Radio .) 
That same week, Voice newscast s referred to the Afghan re
sistance as "anti-government guerrillas." 

Conkling. who was of a mind to take up the complaints. 
had not reckoned with the bureaucratic skills of his subor
dinates. When he asked who had been involved in the Ar
batov boner. his Acting Program Manager told him the 
question smacked of McCarthyism. A fortnight later, the 
staff counter-attacked . Conkling agreed to an interview with 
an in-house newsletter. Rambling and candid , the text 



yielded to patient sifters such nuggets as, "I don't know if 
wc·re addressing our goals right, because I don't know 
exactly what our goals are ... I'm thinking about it." Two 
days later (surprise, surprise!) the &ltimore Sun ran a 
blast against Reagan's VOA, citing the Conkling interview. 

It was the Sun hatchet job and Conkling's ensuing dis
pleasure which brought Philip Nicolaides into the picture. 
Nicolaides had had experience with radio broadcasting in 
Houston, and with TV documentaries, and he had come to 
the ll SICA in early August. The higher-ups now suggested 
that he and Conkling get together to try to put the criti
cisms into perspective. Nicolaides put his thoughts into a 
ten-page memorandum to Conkling. 

The tinder was now in place. Criticism of the Voice con
tinued throughout the fall . Then, early in October, a read
ing of a short passage from October 1916, Solzhenitsyn's 
work-in-progress, was edited out of the Russian-language 
.. World of Books" program, on the orders of the FSO in 
charge; Russian listeners heard Joyce Carol Oates instead. 
Representatives John LeBoutillier and Toby Roth gave pub
lic talks in Washington, attacking the Voice's programming. 
On November 10, the USICA announced three new Voice 
appointments: Nicolaides was the new Deputy Director for 
Commentary and Analysis. 

Three days later, the Washington Post ran a story based 
on a purloined copy of Nicolaides's memo to Conkling. 
.. Why," Nicolaides had asked, do "we ask the taxpayer to 
subsidize a global radio network?" 

[Senator) Fulbright scoffed at the VOA as a "relic of the cold 
war." In a sense he was right. The justification for such an en
terprise diminishes to the degree that we live in a world of 
friendly nations posing no threat to us . In such a world most 
of the functions of the USICA in general and the VOA in partic
ular would be nugatory or redundant ... 

We have. in fact, been in a state of "protracted conflict" with 
the Soviet Empire since the end of World War II . .. . To put it 
quite bluntly, the USICA is justified because it is (or should be) 
the primary psychological arm in a global struggle against a 
powerful, determined, implacable foe- bent on "burying" our 
system. as one of its more candid leaders confessed . 

There had followed five pages of suggested guidelines and 
specific recommendations. 

We must portray the Soviet Union as the last great predatory 
empire on earth . . . . We must strive to "destabilize" the Soviet 
Union and its satellites by promoting disaffection between peoples 
and rulers . . .. We should fan the flames of nationalism ... en
courage religious revivals behind the Iron Curtain .... Our news 
should be factually accurate. But we need not expatiate endlessly · 
on stories which tend to put us or our allies in a bad light while 
glossing over stories which discredit the leadership of Commu
nist nations. Given the editorial choice of telling Bulgarians about 
another U.S. auto-recall announcement or another crop failure 
in the Ukraine, we should not hesitate to blue-pencil the Detroit 
story. 

But most newsworthy, in the Post's judgment, were Nico
laides's preliminary definitions. 

Diplomacy is primarily an effort at persuasion aimed at a small 
number of government officials, carried on with great tact , usually 
behind the scenes . . . . Advertising involves the persuasion of 
large numbers of people- chiefly through mass media. . . . Prop
aganda is a species of the genus advertising: i .c. , advertising in 
the service of a government . . . . In fact we arc-as all the world 
understands- a propaganda agency. 

PROPAGANDA ROLE URGED FOR VOICE OF AMERICA, was the 
Post's page-one headline . 

All week long, the dead cats flew. The Society of Profes
sional Journalists passed a resolution "condemn[ing] any 
effort to politicize" the Voice. The Post warned the Voice 
against "imitating Radio Moscow." Senator Charles Percy 
was "deeply alarmed." Herblock was- the usual. 

Reagan's appointees dropped Nicolaides like a hot rock. 
He was not fired, and indeed he moved physically into the 
Voice's offices at the end of November. But Conkling had 
stressed, in a post-Post news conference, that he would 
"not have great policy influence"; and for the next month 
and a half, Nicolaides le~ the ghostly, after-life sort of ex
istence of a bureaucratic non-person. It took three days for 
a typewriter to appear in his office; there never was a sec
retary or ~ coat hanger. No one reported to him, and only 
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one of the commentaries he wrote- a Christmas Eve piece 
on Poland- was broadcast. A former USIC A employee, 
working in another part of the government, thought to call 
Nicolaides about going back to the Voice. "Don't approach 
him." a friend at the Voice advised . "He's finished ." 

On January 13, Nicolaides moved back to the USICA 
building on Pennsylvania Avenue, from one idleness to an
other. At the CPAC conference in March, LeBoutillier 
attacked the Voice's wimpiness and suggested that Nicolaides 
replace Conkling. Too much, too late. The USICA finally 
extruded its notorious employee on March 12. James Conk
ling resigned a week later: "I have been in the private sector 
too many years to be able to understand the different ways 
of government workings." Conkling's replacement will be 
John Hughes, now Associate Director of Programs for the 
USICA: a former ed itor of the Christian Science Monitor 
and winner, in 1967, of a Pulitzer Prize for reporting on 
the Indonesian coup. Any opinions on the Nicolaides memo
randum? the New York Times asked. "It is a closed chap
ter," Hughes answered . " I want to start with a clean slate." 

So, what is the Voice for, anyway? It is an academic 
question , since whatever chance there was of raising it in 
any substantive way was squandered in the bungled a/faire 
Nicolaides. The Administrat ion could always create a second 
chance, but only at the cost of the sort of sustained pol itical 
effort which it has so far been unwilling to make. 

If the Reagan Administration stays in neutral, then the 
Voice will continue. doing abroad what radio stations do at 
home- selling America by random show-and-tell; CBS Goes 
to Bucharest . In many parts of the world , this will be harm
less, though as Nicolaides pointed out it is also redundant 
and unnecessary. T. S. Eliot, Coca-Cola, and rock-'n'-roll, 
America's three great cultural exports of this century, all 
made their way without a boost from Uncle Sam. 

But in other parts of the world-Bucharest, for instance 
- the situation is different. It has been the premise of our 
grand strategy, roughly since George Kennan's "Mr. X" 
article, that the Soviet Union is an enemy, potentially dan
gerous, which will , however, collapse of its own weight, 
provided we respond to its aggression in appropriate ways
containment prescribing "hard" responses, detente "soft" 
ones. James Burnham argued thirty years ago that the strat
egy was flawed . But even assuming it is not, is there any
thing in the strategy itself which prevents us from helping 
the collapse along? We fear the Soviet empire, and expect 
"history"- which can only mean, the people of the empire
to remove the cause of our fear. We proved, in 1956, that 
we would not give those people material help . The lesson 
stuck; neither Dubcek nor Walesa expected or wanted it. 
But what debars us from offering intellectual help: facts, 
news, opinions. relevant discussion- a Lend-Lease of the 
mind? 

The Voice of America should not be in the vanguard of 
such an effort. Radio Liberty and Radio Free Europe exist 
for that purpose. (Radio Marti is on the way, and, in the 
private sector, Vladimir Bukovsky has proposed a Radio 
Free Kabul, broadcasting to Russian conscripts in Afghan
istan.) But a Voice which speaks in the idiom of the evening 
news and the embassy reception is good for nothing. People 
risk their lives to listen to the Voice of America; they don' t 
want to hear Bill Moyers, prompted by George Ball . 
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Supporters of the Voice's status quo often seize on the 
BBC as a stick for beating conservative critics . The BBC. 
they say, achieved its respected position, and holds it , by 
pure objectivity. True enough today, perhaps. It is also 
true that, since the Suez fiasco , the BBC's masters have not 
had a foreign policy which anyone particularly needed to 
care about. When they did , in World War II , while Britain 
stood alone, the BBC was honest, but never "objective." 
Those who disagreed with British policy frothed at the 
BBC, George Orwell calling it a "whoreshop and a lunatic 
asylum." To hi s cred it, Orwell also acknowledged that the 
goals he and the government held in common outweighed 
their differences. 

After he defected , former Polish Ambassador Romuald 
Spasowski recalled building a secret rad io during World 
War JI to listen to the BBC, the Beethoven "V" signal 
giving him a feeling of hope. Today, the Ambassador went 
on. a similar war is being fought over the airwaves, not a 
war of weapons, but of information and thought . a war 
which the forces of freedom must win . 

There is a programming option, at ·least as compelling as 
the DC Metro crash. D 

Glorobots 

A man who had been a gourmet 
Used to plug in his robot and say. 

"Now try not to bolt 
Your vintage of volt . 

But sip it to taste the bouquet. " 

A Soviet robot confessed 
His treatment was not of the best , 

So he willfully broke. 
And the Communists spoke 

Of him as "a defect to the West." 

The robot did not have myalgia 
Or any known kind of neuralgia , 

But his recall was such 
He remembered too much 

And suffered from chronic nostalgia . 

The teacher's old influence fades 
Since teaching machines became aides. 

And kiddies bring treat s 
Of apples and sweets 

To the robot computing the grades . 

l~ GLORIA A. MAXSON ~J 

~--~ 



> 
0 
( 

Controversial Nfoolaides Is Leaving Post , at · VOA · · 
- By ,John M. Goshko 
,.. Washington Post StAH Writ.er 

-•~ -
· Philip Nicolaides, the Voice of America offi~ial . 
who called for the broadc~~/hg agef!CY to abandon 
itl "tendency toward mush" ai:id: engage in anti-· 
Soviet propaganda; i~ leaving ·his· post as deputy 
pt.9gram direct~r for com~entary and news anal- · 
y~j,s, .YOA sour,ce~-§aid ye~terday. _ · · -

· A spokesman for VOA's parent organization,, 
the International Communications Agency, said 
only that Nicolaides "has not formally left, the· 

-'"V-6icf' and has been assigned, for now, to wotking 
on' ; peciar priMcts. for ICA Director Charles Z. 

. Wick. 
· However, sources ·at VOA, where Nicolaides was. 

I 

the target of a staff petition calling for his ouster, 
said he has been away from his office for more 
than a week and had told various co-workers he 

· was leaving because the "entrenched bureaucracy" 
was ·unwilling to adapt to his ideas. 

The .conservative weekly Human Events reports 
in .. its curnmt i~·stJe 'that VOA chief _James B .. 
Conkling had -forced Nicolaides 04t .by denying 
him office sWf ang ~4ppressing all but one of the .. 
script~ Nicol.aide~ h!slf prepared for broadcast. . . 

Nicolaides, a .former Houston radio commen
tator who had worked in the campaigns of several 
conservative politicians, became the subject of -. 
controversy in November, when The Washington 
Post published , excerpts from .a memo he had 
written outlining his views of VOA'~ mission. 

~----- ------------ -- ------· 

In the memo he said VOA sho~.ild ''r.~verse t~~ 
tendency toward mush that flowered in the pre-i 
vious administration," abandon the copteption 
that it is "a journalistic enterprise of sopte sort" 
and function as "a propag!ll11a agency" portraying -
the Soviet Union as "the Iaiit rgreat P!¢d(ltqry .em-
pire on earth." - . · · · 

That triggered the stai'f petitio!} call,ing for 9an- · 
ceHation of his ~ppo'intrnerit. · · ·. . 1 

.. ' 

Cqrikling also si1id VOA would comply with its 
legislative charter to be a "reliable and authorita-
tive source of news." · · · 

ICA officials said yesterday that-Nicolaides had · 
been assigned by Wick to work on Project Truth, 
an ICA-coordinated effort to counter Sovjet "dis- · 
infqrmation" tactics ,agaipst theJ ]pi~e~l ~tat~ ~: -, · 




