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FOREWORD

The past year brought great changes in my
life. | am a native-born American. I love my
country and served it sincerely and unselfishly,
nevertheless, during this past year I decided to
make my permanent home in the Soviet Union,
a country I have come to know and love well,
though I had lived in it for only two years.
It would be a mistake to think that this was an
casy decision for me. [ considered long and anx-
iously all the factors which urged me to this
step, as well as those which were against it. And
if 1 decided in favor of the former it is because
there were deep reasons for this.

Unfriendly people seek these motives in my
personal life; nothing, however, could be further
from the truth. In fact they are purely objective.
I made my decision because I became convinced
{hat the ruling circles of the United States are
leading America, and with it the whole world,
to an awful catastrophe.

I did not come to this conviction overnight and
it was not the result of speeches and pamphlets
emanating from organizations and persons who
are preaching the cause of peace. It was the re-
sult of my personal contact and daily work in the
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State Department in Washington and the Ameri-
can Embassy in Moscow during a period of al-
most three years. In Washington, as well as in
Moscow, I saw how step by step the American
diplomats who are responsible for the foreign
policy of the United States were doing everything
in their power to bring about world disaster.
Their policy is and always has been directed
against the Soviet Union, which, as I came to
understand, was and is nullifying their subversive
efforts directed against world peace, against the
striving of all peoples for a happier and better
life.

These diplomats had come to appreciate the
fact that it is the Soviet Union which prevents
American billionaires from dominating the world.
Therefore, it is their immediate aim to discredit
the Soviet Union by ascribing to it aggressive
intentions and thereby justify their own prepara-
tions for war against Russia. For, during my
work in the State Department and in the Embassy
in Moscow, I became convinced that the efforts
of high-ranking leaders of both these organiza-
tions are directed to this purpose.

It is evident that I was faced with the dilemma
of keeping quiet and blindly fulfilling all the or-
ders of the warmongers of the State Department
and the United States Embassy in Moscow, there-
by taking upon myself part of the great respon-
sibility to the peoples of the world, or to raise my
voice against their frightful activities. Such a pro-
test made in the Embassy would be nothing more
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than a voice crying in the wilderness. There-
fore it was necessary to take a more effective
step, that is, such a step as would give me the
opportunity of effectively participating in the
struggle against the warmongers. In order to do
this it was necessary to renounce all personal and
sentimental considerations, and that is what 1
have done. .

I resigned from the Embassy and have decided
to remain in the Soviet Union where I can, to the
best of my ability, participate in the struggle for
peace and world prosperity. ' )

This book is the result of my extensive associa-
tion with individuals whom the American people
expected to maintain and develop good neighbor
relations with all countries, including the Soviet
Union which gave its priceless service to huma.nity
in its fight against the mortal danger of fascism.
However, the activities that I witnessed in the
State Department and the United States Embas-
sy in Moscow were in crying contradiction to
the expcctations of the American people. I saw
the sword of Damocles suspended over humanity,
the blade being - steadily lowered, threatening
anew millions of people.

Therefore 1 cannot be silent.




CHAPTER ONE
MY WORK IN INTELLIGENCE

I was born one of a large family, near Pitts-
burgh, Pennsylvania. My parents like so many of
_the people of the Pittsburgh area were European
immigrants who had come to America in search
of a better life in what they had been told was “a
land of wealth, freedom and golden opportunity.”

Like other immigrants to America, my parents
soon discovered that in reality they had been

imported” in order to be exploited. They were
units of a commodity known as “cheap labor” and
were treated by the employers who purchased their
labor, like all other industrial raw materials, like
the iron ore and coal which went to make steel in
the center of America’s coal and iron industry.

Many of the immigrants did not survive the
terrible exploitation and lawlessness: some, more
fortunate, returned to Europe. Many ‘others
remained for the rest of their lives as laborers,
and in many instances died a pauper’s death.
My parents survived with great effort, and thanks
to the number of working hands in the family,

even prospered in a modest
Pittsburgh. way on a farm near
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Having graduated from high school, 1T was
determined, in spite of all difficulties, to obtain a
higher education. There is no system of govern-
ment scholarships for students. Therefore when
[ entered the University of Pittsburgh it was nec-
essary to work part time in order to pay for my
living expenses and tuition. Like the vast majority
of all students in American universities, I was
forced to work during all the time of my studies
in order to earn my living. After four extremely
difficult and uncertain years of overwork and anx-
iety as to whether I could complete school,
as to whether there would be a place for me
when T did, T left and went out to seek employ-
ment. '

At first I found short-term work with different
firms, and during the war worked with American
Intelligence. Later I was offered a position in the
State Department which at the end of the war
sent me to work in the United States Embassy in
Moscow.

That, in brief, is my life story. It has no impor-
{ance except to show that I am just one of tens
of millions of Americans who are the children
of immigrants from Europe to the U.S., one of
the hundred and forty million ordinary Americans
with in many respects the same background and
experiences.

Among the multitude of people with whom I
came in contact in America, at home, in schools,
in the university and in jobs in New York and
Washington, 1 found very few who did not have
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in their background and i ir i
ha;?]ships andgdeprivations.m el current fives
e common concept of American life a
Isiglropeans who seem to think that in the Ur?l(x)tg%
tates everyone lives in a state of economic secu-
rity and confidence of the future, that American
fs/outh grows up carefree and happy, is as far

r(gnlthe ;c]ruthI as anything could be. ’

_ Only when I worked in the State De

in Washmgtor} and in the United States %ﬁtbrg:g;
in Moscow did I come in contact with young
pgpple who, with a few exceptions, were the
children of the upper classes and who had grown
%1})] in a highly protected atmosphere of well-being
it ey were as far away from the real American
ife as 'people.on other planets. They belonged to
an entirely different world from the rest of us
Wl{)(\)”q;al}e u}) the bulk of the nation.

‘ lile I, o course, lived in modest ci -
Fta?ces almpst all my life, I was never‘[hele;rrcnlg]r]e
/{)r unate in most respects than most young
f _meélcans of my generation. Unlike many of my
erleln s and acquaintances who left school at an
la{ly age to go to work in the coal mines, steel
Eds{ylsl?rzaerse aslz(%] f.actﬁries in the Pittsburgh,area
nd w] ilt in those mines, mills, sto l
factories by and large, I did manage " obtain
Jacto . , age to obtain
worhlé.gher education and found “respectable”
_ After leaving the university I worked
Sl'r(;]e for private commercial };irms, but tlf]ci)sr 3$$§
id not satisfy me at all. I felt a great desire to
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{ake some part, to the best of my abilities, in the
war against fascist Germany. About that time I
was ofiered a job with Intelligence in the U.S.
Air Transport Command, which I accepted.

In this organization I worked for a time in the
North Atlantic Division and shortly thereafter |
was transferred to a position in the Foreign
Nationalities Branch of the Office of Strategic
Services (OSS), the basic American intelligence
organization.

My primary [unction was the careful study of
foreign newspapers and periodicals published in
{he United States, especially publications issued
in the Slavic languages. I was supposed to write
veneral reviews and reports on the activities of
various Slavonic organizations existing in the
11.8.A., particularly progressive organizations. I
{hese reports I was expected to make suggestions
for utilizing these organizations in fulfilling the
intelligence tasks of OSS.

| thought my working in the American intelli-
gence organizations could really be useful in the
struggle against the enemy of “all mankind, Hit-
lerist. 1 hate fascism with all my being and I
thought that work in Intelligence would be the
hest way of fighting the fascist plague. Later on
[ discovered that I was, at least, very naive to
have had such idealistic thoughts. As it is well
known, the American intelligence organizations
during the war did not fight fascism effectively,
whereas after the war they are following a policy
of full cooperation with the former and present
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[ascist intelligence and counter-intelligence organ-

izations of Germany, Italy and Spain.

During my work in 0SS I became acquainted
Wwith some interesting details of the history, func-
tions, methods and forms of work of this intelli-
gence organization which Americans nicknamed
“Cloak and Dagger.”

The chief of the Office of Strategic Services
was General William Donovan, He was born in
Buffalo, N. Y., in 1883, and graduated Columbia
University Law School. During the first world
war he was in the cavalry of the A.EF. in
France. Donovan is a Catholic and a member of
the Republican Party. He was an unsuccessful
candidate for the post of Governor of New York
in 1932,

From the very beginning of the work of 0SS,
General Donovan managed to gain the trust of
the American Government. By very sly ma-
lleuvering he was successful in enabling the reac-
tionary forces of Wall Street to exert their infly-
ence on this organization.

He was able to do this thanks to the fact that
Roosevelt was at that time occupied with more
important matters pertaining to the war effort of
the U.S.A. Therefore Donovan personally chose
the top-level personnel of his intelligence organ-
ization,

For leading administrative positions Donovan
invited his business colleagues and his fellow vet-
erans of the first world war. Some of these were:
Colonel G. E. Buxton with whom in 1919 Dono.
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; i round for the fascist_ organization,
chzten Aarﬁertik::zng Legion; Athertoﬁn ng[lgarglsé “E);clez;
i - t firm, the
dent of a large import-expor , the H: e
i le Company; J. S. Mgrgan, m .
opf1 nlssft%fle magazine, rnfo?;hpfliecte of rvl\{ialxl;vg;[r:%td
i ore, “hero” of the first wo
5'\’%/‘.1':1‘1’Iergtlreet lawyer, and C;)Stléers. Do?gvgfn \f}llio
| ited for work in the a cous
~:ﬁ;:rrluClstﬁurchill, RaymoSd Gu?t;t t?esoonw(r)lfe ;l".olflyfl?é
the millionaire; Bill Dewart, . t'
i : Paul Mellon, heir to
reactionary New York Sun; cllon, heir to
lon millions, and the former tsarist pr _
g:ﬁl Aggilg?al Sergei Obo&e{l;kyogvsho led a miser
a ife before he joined the .
1b§021f]e after the foundinbg ofd tthe (%Se%t %ofg(r)r\;la;}
sent his representatives abroad to ¢ joct Inlorma.
i the economic conditions and p |
321{110?12 countries. Manytof them went abroad as
orrespondents. N
”eXfStpe?'p(‘i}iec defegt of France, Donovan vmtec}
that country in an effort to determine the cause
le.
“fgflrh(}(sebarlgtum to the United.States, Donovalll
confidently informed the American G(%vern‘r‘rlli?ﬂl
that the defeat of Frar}[_ce_t\_vas fdliﬁeng‘trer?cg Chrth
column,” nor to the activities o o o
i was reported by Ambassador Bi
ggilnﬁfz g?nerican gress, but to the poor dmllltaryf
leadership and the complete unpreparedness o
odern warfare. .
Frgr;;tleef?irmr: later Donovan v_isfted the Balkéln_s
and the Middle East. He also visited London, Cai-
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ro, Athens, Belgrade, Sofla, Ankara and Jerusa-
lem. He made this tour in order to gather special
information for American military circles and
also to inspect the work of the American intelli-
gence organizations in these countries.

While in Algiers Donovan had a lengthy dis-
cussion with General Weygand and became thor-
oughly acquainted with the situation in North
Africa. As a matter of fact, at the end of 1940, the
Americans began preparations for their opera-
tions in North Africa and even at that time estab-
lished contact with the French military authorities
in North Africa through the American Intelli-
gence.

In September 1942 Donovan had a discussion in
.ondon with the leader of the British Ministry of
Economic Warfare Intelligence Service, the so-
called SOE, concerning the distribution of under-
cover propaganda materials in Axis countries and
Axis-occupied territories. A decision was reached
for the distribution of propaganda which would
give moral support to the pro-Allied elements in
those countries but at the same time would not
permit them to revolt against the Germans at a
date earlier than would be advantageous to the
Americans and British. The interests of the people
of the occupied countries were the last thing to
be considered in these negotiations. ’

Speculating on the hatred of the European peo-
ples for fascism, the Office of Strategic Services
established contact with underground resistance
groups in these countries, infiltrating its own
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agents into these organizations, planning to use
them in the interests of American Intelligence
after the war.

I was extremely shocked to learn from the
papers that the American intelligence organiza-
tions some months ago presented the counter-in-
telligence service of fascist Spain with a list of
Spaniards who took part in the resistarnce move-
ment against the Germans in France during the
second world war. This is the way, to my great
shame, America is repaying her debt for aid re-
ceived from the partisans.

Working in the OSS I very soon discovered that
the main intelligence activities of the organization
were directed not only against Germany, but also
against the Soviet Union.

On the basis of my many observations I can
state definitely that the leaders of American
Intelligence took advantage of the Allied relations
that existed between the United States and the
Soviet Union during the war to infiltrate their
professional intelligence officers into the territory
of the U.S.S.R, for intelligence work against
that Allied country. These intelligence officers
were sent into the Soviet Union under various
guises—as counsellors, second and third secre-
taries, attachés and simply as clerks of the Em-
bassy; as officers and employees of the
Military Supply Mission and the Military Atta-
ché’s office; and last, but not least, in the guise
of correspondents of American newspapers, mag-
azines and radio broadcasting companies, or as
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specialists who worked on the assembling of lend-
lease equipment.

The anti-Soviet direction of the activities of the
American intelligence organizations is confirmed
by the fact that during the war which the United
States fought in alliance with the Soviet Union
against fascist Germany, the Russian sub-divi-
sion was the largest in the OSS. It was headed
by a professor of history at Columbia Univer-
sity, Robinson, who in the United States is
considered a great “specialist” on the Soviet
Union.

The Russian sub-division consisted of special
sections which collected intelligence information
on the U.S.S.R. on industrial and military output,
transport, man power, national income, foreign
trade, agriculture, ete.

From the very beginning, the OSS considered
intelligence work against the Soviet Union to be
of the greatest significance. Towards the end of
the war the OSS considered the collection of se-
cret information concerning the Soviet Union and
its foreign policy, and information on democratic
countries friendly to the Soviet state, as of ut-
most importance.

1 know definitely that the representatives
of the OSS in London established close contact
with British, Greek and Belgian intelligence
officers and recruited agents who furnished
them with secret information not only about
the enemy, but about the Allies, particularly the
U.S.SR.
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The representatives of the OSS in Chungking,
jor instance, collected intelligence information on
the Soviet Union. In 1942 a special officer of the
0SS, the Whiteguard Russian I. Tolstoy, was
sent to Tibet to study the districts bordering on
the U.S.S.R. as well as to organize intelligence
activities against the U.S.S.R. from these areas.
From Istanbul OSS operatives sent agents into
Germany as well as into the U.S.S.R.

In some instances, when it was in the interest
of the American Command, operatives of the OSS
organized disturbances in the territories occupied
by Germany; in other instances, which were much
more frequent, they purposely retarded the
growth of the resistance movement and directed
it into channels that were strategically important
to the US.A. I know definitely that the OSS
deliberately retarded the revolt of the French re-
sistance organizations until D Day. The Amer-
icans in Siam acted in a similar manner, although
the leaders of the resistance movement had made
all the necessary preparations for a general revolt
against the Japanese forces of occupation.

The OSS organized small special operative
groups from volunteer American recruits. In
many instances these groups acted as “organiz-
ers” of the resistance movement in the occupied
countries of Europe and North Africa where they
created reactionary underground organizations.
I'hey collected intelligence data and took an ac-
tive part in the struggle against the partisans of
the People’s Front, especially against the Com-
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munists, in France. They gave their support ex-
clusively to the underground erganizations of
General de Gaulle who unquestioningly fulfilled
all the orders of the Americans.

Thus the OSS not only gathered intelligence
information behind the lines of the German
army, but also fought the progressive forces in
the occupied territories of Europe.

Similar groups were active in the fight against
the progressive forces in Japan.

At the beginning of the second world war,
recruits were chosen from among the most
trustworthy of the Siamese students who were
studying at that time in the United States.
They were sent to a special intelligence school
of the OSS. There the Siamese students were
instructed in radio communications, sabotage,
and the tactics of guerilla warfare. By un-
derground channels this group found its way into
Siam where it managed to infiltrate into the com-
mand of the resistance movement and seize con-
trol of it. This enabled it to use the movement al-
most exclusively for fulfilling the orders of the
American intelligence organizations.

During the war, following the conclusion of a
special agreement between the Government of
the United States and Chiang Kai-shek, an Amer-
ican-Chinese intelligence organization was creat-
ed in China which was subsequently named
“SACO”—Sino-American Cooperative Organiza-
tion. The activities of “SACO” were directed by
the OSS. :
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The- American intelligence officers received
full cooperation from the Chiang Kai-shek gov-
ernment. A U.S. Navy Department statement
claimed that history knows no example of such
close cooperation between two intelligence organi-
zations.

I can vouch for the fact that this cooperation
of the two intelligence organizations continues up
to the present time. The American Intelligence
continues to use the Chinese Intelligence Service
in its work against the Soviet Far East.

During my work in the Embassy I became
aware of the fact that the intelligence officers of
the Chinese Embassy in Moscow were active as-
sistants of the American intelligence officers work-
ing in the U.S.S.R.

Thus we see how the intelligence organization,
which, it would seem, had been created for the
noble fight against fascism, was transformed un-
der the leadership of the reactionary chief of the
OSS, General Donovan, and his Wall Street
friends into a nest of reaction which trained per-
sonnel for intelligence and other subversive work
against the Soviet Union. In those countries
where the OSS operated it was always supported
by the most reactionary elements which in an
equal degree hated the Soviet Union, progress,
and democracy.

During the war, Donovan and the leaders of
other American intelligence organizations re-
garded Allied relations with the U.S.S.R. as a
pure formality, necessary but insincere. They
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tried to take advantage of the difficulties and

hardships which the Soviet people were under- !

going at this time. They impatiently awaited
the weakening of the U.S.S.R, hoping that

after the war they would be able to force thal |

great country to its knees. They were bitterly
dlsﬁppointed. ,

owever, their failure taught them nothing.
At present they have the same aspiration%.
Obviously they failed to benefit from the lesson
taught Hitler and fascist Germany.

CHAPTER TWO

TOP-LEVEL ANTI-SOVIET CLIQUE IN
THE STATE DEPARTMENT

It is well known in U.S. Government circles,
and particularly well known in the United
States Embassy in Moscow, that Soviet-Amer-
ican affairs are almost the exclusive preserve of
a small group of U.S. career foreign service of-
ficers.

Ever since the U.S. Embassy in Moscow was
founded in 1933, this group, or rather clique, has
managed to have the deciding say in the State
Department. They have had, of course, to reck-
on with some Secretaries of State and Amer-
ican Ambassadors to the Soviet Union who were
not from their set.

However, these “monopolists of Soviet-Amer-
ican relations” had complete control of the person-
nel apparatus in the State Department and in
the American Embassy in Moscow. They were
always able, with the exception of a very few
periods, to impose their anti-Soviet line on al-
most all major issues, and without exception on
all minor issues.
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Particularly today this clique, which is firmly
bound together by close ties of friendship and,
which is much more important, by ties of mutual
self-interest, occupy strategic posts throughout
the foreign service and the State Department.

The members of this “monopoly of Soviet-
American affairs” are also closely tied by the
same political outlook. They all belong to the ex-
treme anti-Soviet wing of a generally vicious
anti-Soviet group in the U.S. Foreign Service.
They all believe that a war against the Soviet
Union must be provoked, that it has been preor-
dained by God himself,

I knew many of these people personally. 1
worked under some of them and I heard about
the others from people who knew them intimately.
When T speak about their political outlook and
about them generally I know what I am talking
about,

In the U.S. Embassy in Moscow I, like all
other Embassy employees, had daily dealings
with these “monopolists of Soviet-American
affairs.” Thus I got to know them well.

The more | came to know of them, the more
disgusted 1 was with the operation of their
machinery. I became so interested in the work-
ings of this group that I deliberately went out
of my way to study them. I do not mind saying
that I learned many interesting things.

If T can transmit my knowledge, even in part,
to the general public, I think perhaps it may
lead common people all over the world to a bhet-
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er understanding of why the United States atti-
it:zfieutowards theg Soviet Union is S0 hqstlle._

 The U.S. State Department anti-Soviet clique
is a glaring example of how the c01pc1dence of
interests between a small but crucially placed
group of bureaucrats in a modern capitalist state,
on the one hand, and a ruling group representing
capitalist financial interests, on the other hand,
can be made to further imperialist policies which
inevitably lead a nation toward§ war and destruc-
tion while the peaceful population of that statehls
completely oblivious to what goes on and why.

I can factually state that this is a conspiracy
of an infinitely small number of people; against
world peace and friendship between nations.

A small “gang” of diplomats gets control of the
relations of one large and powerful nqthp w1t1’1’
another large and powerful nation. This “gang
finds that by using its influence cleverly it can
deliberately ruin the relations between these two
nations. The worse the relations between these
two nations, the more powerful becomes t}‘l‘e posi-
tion of the “gang.” The members of the “gang
cet promotions and are placed in l.mportant. posi-
tions, in so far as they have convinced their col-
leagues that relations with this particular countrly
are a “special” problem requiring special knowl-
edge, training and experience which only mem-
bers of their “gang” possess. ; _

eThis is a vigcious circle. The “gang” uses its
increased influence to poison and disrupt relations
with the other great nation even more thoroughly.
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War is inevitable if this process is not stopped.

Members of the “gang” would welcome war, for
they dream of profitable business in the otcu-
pied territories. In their conceit they presuppose
a “military victory” for their country.

It goes without saying that no such group of
careerists and reactionaries would be able to
operate unless it was in the interests of other
and larger forces. In the presence of such inter-
ested larger forces, the “gang™ effectively serves
its own ends and its members at the same time
become ideal executors of the will of the larger
forces.

This is a picture of the general operation of
the State Department “monopoly of Soviet-Amer-
ican affairs.” The larger forces which the “monop-
oly” serves are American capitalism personified
by Wall Street. Hostile actions directed against
the Soviet Union serve the interests of the finan-
ciers of the United States. The actions of this “mo-
nopoly” fit in with their plans for the militariza-
tion of the nation, for a fascist domestic regime,
for war with the Soviet Union. Details and facts
follow.

Who are the leaders and principal figures of
this “monopoly of Soviet-American affairs” in
the U.S. State Department and in the foreign
service?

Loy Henderson. Henderson is the senior mem-
ber of the “monopoly” and until very recently
still managed to retain a decisive voice in the
affairs of the “monopoly” even though since 1943
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his work has not been concerned with Soviet-
/ ican relations.

Anag; Henderson has been described by people
who know him as a dry and uninteresting per-
son in his middle fifties. His colleagues, while
they respect his position, consider him apparently
a thoroughly mediocre person in all respects
except one. He possesses an unusual talent for
personal intrigue coupled with an exterior which
so belies this talent as to lead those who do not
know him intimately to consider him an honest
and frank human being. '

Henderson's success, and it has been consider-
able, is in fact not due to any ability, but to his
talent for intrigue, plus the fact that at the begin-
ning of his career he picked a good horse which
lie has ridden ever since. .

Henderson began his career in the _State De-
partment as a specialist in anti-Soviet affairs
and machinations; he has remained in that capac-
i er since.

]tyH?;/ first contact with the Soviet Union came
even before he had been appointed to the foreign
service. )

When conscription was enacted during the
first world war, like some other young men of
military age in the United States, Henderson
sought refuge in the Red Cross. This was an ef-
fective, though fairly transparent, device for
draft-dodging and avoiding military service. The
doors of the Red Cross were wide open to certain
voung men with excellent connections who for
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one reason and another, most often cowardice,

did not want to fight. Henderson, perhaps, had

not yet heard at that time of the American For-

eign Service which is a much more effective
draft-dodging device than the Red Cross ever
was.

It is, in fact, no coincidence that no one of
the anti-Soviet clique has ever had to fight in any
war. If they had to fight they would be less
enthusiastic about the idea of provoking a war
than they are now. Bul as it is they can leave
“the dirty work” which ensues from their policies
for other pecple to execute. They would not go
to the [ront. Not them, they don’t want to be
wounded or killed in a war! -

Henderson first saw the Soviet Union as a Red
Cross representative. This organization, which
then as now worked hand in hand with American
diplomacy and American Intelligence, found work
for the would-be spy in the young Soviet Republic.

When Henderson made his acquaintance with
the Soviet Union he saw that here was a “good
thing,” as an American investor would say. He
could foresee—and it took no mastermind—thal
there would undoubtedly be an excellent demand
for “Russian specialists”’—or as they might more
properly be called “anti-Russian” specialists—in
U.S. Government institutions.

Having this in mind, he applied for and was
appointed to the foreign service. After several
routine assignments such as are given to all be-
ginning foreign service officers, Henderson was
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sent to the Baltic sStatets \%rhierrse his work was
i to Soviet aftairs. .
[“r}g;“s).,inggllgt?ganeuvering he made himself a liey
man in the organization of espionage ffclhyelc ed
against the Soviet Union. Even before oh c1sa 1:e)-[
lations between theblU?litgd SI_tIdedse rasrgil t :ucgevelg-
i ere established,
gdmi?xn c:;’lvincing the senior_officers of theil Sta{:e
Department in charge of Soviet aﬁalrstt“sat .g[
was the man to whom they should entru?1 l?wfd
matters.” He also convinced "Ehem that he s ?‘L*lt"
be prepared as the leading “Russian specialis
i vice.
Oflflléevsf/(;rselbgrrcl)usglrlt back to the Ur_lited St.ates to
prepare for the establishment of diplomatic t;lela-
tions with the Soviet 'tUEllgn’ which, as these
saw, was inevitabple.
m%]niotl;? the preparatory steps H_endersofn recom-
mended was the selectionf 1mtmaﬁgli?1tglgso“a?1tigg)$sp
“ ” men for ir -Rus-
(s)ifa}rllog(lggts.’s’m’l?ﬁé recommendation was accepted
by his superiors and Henderson chose three
voung diplomatic officers for training. oS
" Since these persons are still importan mt_ o-
viet-American affairs it is worth while rIr1<en ion-
ing their names. They were George Kennan,
Charles Bohlen, and Edward Page. te Denart
Kennan got a preliminary taste of :c‘_(elz 1epe_xr l
ment’s anti-Soviet policies and some 1lt.eo gtgut:a
indoctrination” in the bourgeois Baltic ; t? es
prior to the establishment of dlplomatlc_ {e[? ions
between the United States and the Soviet Union.
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Bohlen was sent briefly to Prague and Page to
Harbin which at that time, like Prague, Paris,
Berlin, and Riga was a center of Whiteguard
intrigue against the Soviet regime.

After these assignments Kennan was sent to
Berlin to study Russian; Page and Bohlen were
sent to Paris for the same purpose.

It is noteworthy that although at that time it
would undoubtedly have been quite possible to
send these officers to Moscow to learn Russian
among Soviet Russians, they were instead sent
to centers where they studied among White-
guard elements.

This then was the beginning of the State De-
partment “monopoly of Soviet-American affairs.”
It was carefully planned and organized over a
reriod of several years before diplomatic relations
between the United States and the Soviet Union
were established; it was done with a view to ob-
taining complete control of these relations from
the very first day.

It is quite evident that this can be properly char-
acterized as a plot directed at the poisoning of
relations between two great countries prior to
their formal establishment. At that time the clique
of anti-Soviet leaders in the State Department
headed by Henderson, with Kennan, Bohlen and
Page as understudies, branched out until today
it embraces only slightly less than a dozen dip-
lomatic officers” and up to half a dozen young

understudies for the new crop of “anti-Russian
specialists.”
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i i i State
Henderson himsell remained in the Sta :
Delbz};tment until the elsggglls\f)\lfrtrllﬁgtigft?] eUi)sépErrI}(-
i ow in . depa
gfesr?%, hl: llz\i/ix((i)st%le' groundwozl; of ghe .oigAa;]r:z?itclgg
i i hich handles Soviet- car
lrrél:'iliérslgfng;%nwmci] has since become the Divi-
sion of Eastern European Affairs. hed and
Once diplomatic relations were established an
a U.S. Embassy set up in Moscow_, Henderson
lost no time in getting himself and his understud-
ies into the Soviet Union.
| SHIS;[l(c)lerson, together wntl} George Kermgm_, wf!o
by this time had finished his course of training in
B}el:rlin and in the bourgeois Baltic States, actually
organized the Embassy. They selected both Am'eri
ican and Soviet employees, arranged the physblca
setup of the Embassy, and organized the Embas-
sy’s work. . | Moscow in
bassy was set up in Moscow
IQgg ) TLtll.eS‘ pfﬁgllci?)aly espiona%e acf:tlvxt:jei WMhl(;:Sh
ere i in Riga were transferred to -
Doe\;eb%e}[rrRliegaovr;as notg abandoned as an espionage
center. _ o
rt of the espionage activities were
in }}E:Ollllgr?dgaof the military representatwestoé
the United States in Mo?cow,t the Embassy sta
é d an important part.
dlSlf“)roprlii };%e very t?eginnirlg Henderson crealt)ed a
conspirative atmosgherg ag?]lancz” htillﬁ t}lzarg éxes:g
i ils to this day,
:g;lec;ld %rye\fcile American Embassy to some other
foreign missions in Moscow.
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Henderson took advantage of every possible 2

opportunity for his anti-Soviet activities. He
and his diplomatic officers attempted to recruit
espionage agents among the Soviet popula-
tion,

Whenever one of these agents was arrested
by the Soviet authorities, Henderson went around
to all the other missions in Moscow weeping
crocodile tears at the “cruelty of the Soviet au-
thorities.” He sent full reports to the State De-
partment couched in similar hypocritical tones.
Since, of course, very few people knew of the ac-
tual espionage activities of these arrested persons
and since those Americans who did naturally kept
silent, the run-of-the-mill American employees of
the Embassy were thus indoctrinated by Hender-
son to believe that any Russian who talked to an
American would be arrested the next day. Many
Americans who arrive in Moscow still believe this
to be the case.

Henderson personally had a ‘“heart-to-heart”
talk with every new Embassy employee. The new
American was told that he would be surrounded
by Soviet espionage agents. He was told certain
instances, some “real,” like the arrest of some of
Henderson’s agents, some completely fictitious. He
was then told that undoubtedly he himself would
receive telephone calls in the near future from
girls who were Soviet agents, He was warned
thoroughly, and usually, if naive, as many of these
Americans were, went out of Henderson’s office
shaking with nervousness and every time he left
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the Embassy for a walk, continually looked
behind him to see whether he was being fol-
lowed.

In order to make his talk effective, Henderson
usually arranged “‘phone calls.” These were ma(je
by persons under Henderson’s orders and the girl
calling often displayed some unusual knowledge
of the boy she called up. Then this particular
person, frightened half to death, would go around
the Embassy for weeks and say: “You know,
just one day after I arrived here a girl called me
up. She knew my middle name and my home town
in the United States.” His inference was that the
Russian “spy” who had telephoned certainly was
well provided with background information. He
stood in awe of the whole matter and usually
took a long time to recover from this state.

This “indoctrination” evidently still goes on,
and not without success. .

The conspirative atmosphere of the U.S. Em-
bassy was furthered by the fact that Hender-
son’s diplomatic officers were encouraged to talk
continually about “phone calls” and arrests of
Soviet citizens in the presence of subordinate
employees.

These topics furnished such a large part of the
conversational material for the Embassy that any-
body working there—and this is still the case—
began to fee] that his shadow was spying on him.
There have aclually been cases of Americans who
hecame so obsessed with Henderson’s “ghost
stories” and “fairy tales” that they had to be sent
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llome. In several cases they were sent to sanitar-
iums for recovery from nervous breakdowns.

Lest there should be any doubt as to the au-
thenticity of my material on Henderson’s activi-
ties, I should add that two Americans who were
in the Embassy at that time told me how, on Hen-
derson’s instructions, they frightened newcomers.
I fear they would not have talked had they not
been the worse off for drink on the occasion when
they discussed the whole matter in my presence.
Laughing at these “practical jokes” as they called
them, they ridiculed many of the individuals they
themselves had fooled with such cynical devices.

After Henderson got this inquisitorial system
under way in the Embassy, he was recalled to
the State Department to take charge of Soviet-
American affairs there. He occupied this posi-
tion for five years, from 1938 to mid-1943, with
the title of Assistant Chief for Eastern European
Affairs.

At the beginning of the war between Russia
and Germany Henderson made a mistake which
seriously affected his career for a time.

Like the other “Russian experts” of the United
States Government, guided by wishful thinking
rather than actual facts, he predicted that the So-
viet Union would be overrun by Germany in a
matter of weeks. He advised against trying to
establish any closer contact between the United
States and the Soviet Union in spite of their very
evident common interests in the war against Ger-
many.

The White House itself was in fact forced to
directly intervene in Soviet-American affairs. The
White House saved the situation and corrected
what might otherwise have been an irreparable
mistake, costing millions of American lives, a mis-
take which would have inevitably forestalled and
postponed for months and years that cooperation
between the Soviet Union and the U.S. which
played an important part in ultimately destroying
fascist Germany.

Henderson’s intensive efforts to sabotage the
cooperation between the U.S. and the U.S.S.R.
so provoked the White House that he was exiled
to Iraq where he was made United States Minister
in Bagdad.

Henderson, however, is never at a loss. He has
a ready answer to everything. Having come to the
home of the Arabian Nights he, like Aladdin,
pulled out his personal magic lamp. Presto, there
appeared a genie. Henderson’s discovery in Iraq
was the same discovery he had made elsewhere
—the “red menace.”

No doubt if Henderson were sent as American
emissary to the South Pole, within a year’s time
he would have discovered a “red menace” among
the penguins.

Henderson’s discovery that there was a “dan-
ger of Communism” in Bagdad so endeared him
to the State Department bigwigs that he was
shortly recalled—to head the Department’s Divi-
sion of Middle Eastern Affairs. Here he made
another “discovery”—namely, that there was a
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“red menace” not only in Iraq, but throughout the
whole Middle East. ’

At this post Henderson anticipated the so-called
Truman doctrine providing for active warfare
against the democratic movement in Greece.

Henderson also discovered just how effectively
oil could be used to lubricate not only machinery,
but also the State Department. Under the direct
influence of American oil companies in the Middle
East, Henderson masterminded another flop of
U.S. diplomacy—the change in policy on Palestine.
This change resulted in the United States demand-
ing the alteration of a United Nations decision
which it had itself sponsored.

As I write these lines it has been reported
that Henderson has been appointed American
Ambassador to India. It is reasonable to expect
that within the next half year or so the State

Devartment will make the sensational discovery, .

with the assistance of Mr. Loy Henderson, that
“Communism menaces India.” In any case Hen-
derson’s career has not ended and the last has
not been heard of him.

George Kennan. The man of whom it is most
Irequently said in the State Department that “he
knows more about Russia than any other Amer-
ican” studied the Russian language at the famous
school for German intelligence agents designated
for work in Russia—the Osteuropiische Institut.

This is perhaps as typical a fact as can be
selected from the biography of a man whose entire
career demonstrates that for him the path to
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“knowledge” of Russia lay not through Moscow,
but Berlin. .

Kennan speaks Russian with a marked for-
eign accent. He speaks German without any

cent.
aCEven after Kennan came to Moscow in {934
he continued to seek and find his “inspiration”
and “knowledge” on the Soviet Union not in the
high pace of socialist construction going on all
about him, but in other quarters. It is well known
in the State Department that Kennan’s best friends
while he served in the American Embassy in Mos-
cow were diplomats and army officers from the
German Embassy. It was from them that he
heard about Russia and it was through their Hit-
lerite spectacles that he saw the country he was
assigned to study. o

It is hardly surprising therefore that this “ex-
pert on Russia” has never prqgressed in h}s
understanding of the Soviet Union beyond his
teachers and is now trying to repeat almqst
exactly the disastrous mistakes of these fascist
officers, diplomats and spies who even at that
time were dreaming and planning how they would
conquer the U.S.S.R. in three months. o

George Kennan at the very beginning of his
diplomatic career, some twenty years ago, was
selected as a “man of the future” destined to
become a “leading diplomatic specialist” on Russia
by a small group of important State Depart-
ment officials. These officials foresaw that, despite
their efforts, the day would come when the
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United States would have to establish relations
with the U.S.S.R. and maintain an Embassy in
Moscow.

They decided, therefore, that they must select
and train clever young men who with their assist-
ance would be able to establish and maintain
indefinitely a tight monopoly on Soviet-American
relations.

Instrumental in the choice of these younger
men, of course, was Loy Henderson who planned
for himself the leadership of this clique. Hender-
son’s first choice was Kennan, and Kennan has
richly justified Henderson's expectations.

During the period from 1928 to 1933, with
the exception of the two years when he was in
Germany studying the Russian language, Ken-
nan was stationed in the Baltic States which at
that time, before there was an American Embassy
in Moscow, were the centers of American espio-
nage on the U.S.S.R. Kennan fitted into this
system without any difficulty since he has a nat-
ural propensity for intelligence work.

He has always preferred the type of distorted
and false information which is typical of Amer-
ican espionage to the facts of Soviet develop-
ment.

Kennan was in the Soviet Union twice before
the second world war. The first occasion. was at
the time of the establishment of the U.S. Embassy
in Moscow. Kennan personally selected a staff of
local employees for the mission and took charge
of the partial transfer to Moscow of some of

v?l?

the “activities” previously ggrried on in Riga.
What some of these “activities” were it would
take no inside information to guess. |

Kennan's second assignment to Moscow was
made very unpleasant by the arrival of I.meas-
sador Joseph Davies. Davies was, as 1Is wgll
known, more interested in facts about the Soviet
Union than in the fables of Kennan and Hender-
son, and this hardly fitted in with the plans of
these two who were both in Moscow at the
time. Kennan left fairly soon after Davies’ arrival
in the Soviet Union. It has been stated that the
mere suggestion that Davies might be sent here
some day again as an Ambassador is sufficient
to cause Kennan nervous headaches and sleepless
nights.

After the Munich deal Kennan was sent to
Prague and reportedly was on excellent terms with
the puppet government of Hacha. Following this
assignment Kennan was sent to Berlm where he
stayed until the United States joined the nations

hting against Germany.
ﬁgDurﬁig%he war Kennan undoubtedly must have
gone through one of the worst periods of his hfg.
[t was at this period that he thought that his
whole career had come to naught, for the U.S.
and the Soviet Union were in alliance aggmst
Germany and fighting side by side to defeat Hitler.
His intimate friends claim that Kennan developed
his stomach ulcer in this period and that it got
worse as the American-Soviet afliance hecame

stronger.
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It was with great misgivings, 1 would judge,
that Kennan accepted the post of Counsellor of
the American Embassy in Moscow in 1944. He
apparently feared that in this job he would,
whether he liked it or not, have to fit in with the
good relations between the two nations.

When he arrived in Moscow, however, he dis-
covered that he had acquired a key post which
gave him wide possibilities for the poisoning of
this friendship. This became apparent with new
force immediately after Roosevelt’s death.

Kennan found very strong support in Ambas-
sador Harriman who hardly waited for Roose-
velt’s death to betray his policy.

I definitely know that day after day, Kennan
wrote telegram after telegram and report after
report to the new leadership of the State Depart-
ment.

He set out to prove:

. That American-Soviet friendship was a
mistake and that America and the Soviet Union
could never live in peace despite the successful
alliance during the war:

2. That the Soviet Government was determined
on “world domination,” on the “immediate bol-
shevization of Europe,” and eventual “aggression
against the United States”:

3. That the United States must “resist” the
Soviet Union on every issue, no matter how small,
and in no case ever come to an agreement with
the Soviet Government since “agreement with
Russia was impractical’":

1

. That the agreements of Teheran, ){alta and
iat4er that of P%otsdam (despite frantic efforts
Kennan was unable to prevent these agreements)
were “serious mistakes,” and tha}t the Um"ced
States must go back on the commitments which
it had made in these agreements. )

Kennan’s telegrams and reports received the
highest attention of the State Department. They
were highly praised. They became, in fact, the
Bible of the new Secretary of State, Byrnes, and
were compulsory reading for all policy personnel
and for many others in the State Department, as
well as in important missions throughout the
A Oég-ore my departure for the U.S.S.R. in 1946, |
was required to attend a course of lectures of
eight to ten weeks duration which was held in
the old building of the State Department. The
lectures took place every other morning. There
were about twenty to twenty-ﬁ\{e lecturers, main-
ly officers of the foreign service who had been
stationed for some time abroad. They discussed
their experiences and answered our questions.
The aim of these lectures was to give a reaction-
ary slant to the future work of employees of
the State Department going abroad as well as
fo teach them how to collect confidential infor-
mation and to “keep their ears and eyes wide
open.” ) '

ennan lectured on Sov1e.t forqlgrj
bolciif}? ragned clénditions of work in the Soviet Union.

ANl of his lectures were filled with ill will and
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anti-Soviet attacks. Of all our reactionary lectur- |

ers he was probably the most reactionary,

The aggressive  anti-Soviet elements in |

Washington which represented financial and
military groups found in Kennan just what they
had been looking for. They had control of the
Government of the United States after Roosevelt’s

death as a result of fraud, not of lawful elections, _

Kennan expressed their views better than they
could themselves and, furthermore, was able to
speak from the authoritative vantage point of
Moscow, a fact which lent his statements great
weight.

So, suddenly and unexpectedly Kennan found
himself designated by acclaim the chief ideologist
of the new foreign policy of the United Stafes.

This position was formalized in 1947 when he
was appointed Chairman of the Policy Planning
Board by Secretary of State Marshall. In this
position he is called on to formulate U.S. foreign
policy principles for the “foreseeable future” and
even to assist in the execution of current policies.
He constantly had the ear of Secretary of State
Marshall and was able to exert a great influence
on him.

He has on occasion even become an official
spokesman for State Department views. Not long
ago he published under the pen name of Mr. “X”
an article in Foreign Affairs magazine. To insure
that the American press should not underestimate
the significance of this article, certain newspaper
reporters were tipped off. This caused a sensation
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_.as it was intended to—with the result that Ken-
i‘1a‘:1§s article was much more w.idely read throltlxgh-
out the U.S. and abx(‘joadhthan it gvc:;ewould ave
if published under his own name. _
bele(r:er:;grlll’s article in Foreign Affairs magazine
is well known. The privately expr(?ssed views of
this leading State Department official were open-
ly and widely discussed within the American Em-
a in Moscow.
bd?gn;an holds that “war between the U.S.'and
the U.S.S.R. is inevitable.” He does not believe
that the “United States can tolerate the contin-
ied existence of successful Socialism’ personified
viet Union. .
bthgfls?(?ering war as inevitable, l}‘e clan}?s that
the sooner it comes the better. The “tough” policy
or “cold war,” as it has been called, Kennan
regards as a means of provoking full-scalg we;lr.
The policy of “curbing” Communism which he
advocates is another way of saying that the
United States should occupy the whol'e .wo-rld.
An inveterate pro-German, Kennqn is insistent
on a rearmed Germany, regarding it as a spear-
head of a U.S. attack on the U.S.S.R. Kennan,
who has always advocated the Western blohc,
would give Germany, rather than England, ;t](z
leadership of this system. It must be said t.]a
Kennan's ideas, in general, are sta‘r‘tln}gly similar
to the ideology of some of Hitler’s “philosophers.
Like all of his fellow members of .the” group
of “monopolists of Soviet-American aﬁalfs in the
State Department, Kennan puts great faith in the

3
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atom bomb. He regards it as the final and only
answer to Communism and dreams of using it onj

Soviet cities. This would be in full accord with
the plans and hopes of Kennan's colleagues.

The chief obstacle to the realization of Ken- |

nan’s provocational and expansionist plans, other

than the farsighted policy of the Soviet Union {
itself, is, of course, the American nation. Kennan, |
who has lived little in the United States and who |

knows even less about the life and attitudes of
ordinary Americans, as distinct from the diplomat-

ic society in which he has spent all his life, resents §
the good-will sentiments of the average American |
just as he resented Franklin Roosevelt and his

domestic and foreign policies.

He resents even a bourgeois-democratic repre-
sentative system of government which despite its }

faults still forces, in some degree, American

foreign policy officials to give public account |
of their actions. He resents the presence of a ]
Congress-which can interfere with the operation |
of “higher intellect” such as he conceives himself
to possess. He turns white with fury at the mere |

thought of a body of voters which, in the last
analysis, can bring his clever plans to naught by
simply refusing to go along with them.

Kennan is intelligent enough to realize that :

ordinary Americans do not want war and, there-
fore, in such of his remarks as may become
public, endeavors to persuade his listeners that
his policy leads to peace. But all the time he sug-
gests steps which lead to war.
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sunan understands better the principle attrib-
qtelélt to the American circus organizer P. T.
narnum that there is a “sucker born every mﬁni
ute,” than that of Abraham Lincoln who said tha
“vou can fool some of the people all of the time
and all of the people some of the time, th you
can't fool all of the people all of the time.

War hysteria, like war itself, is a boomerarlgt
and those who start it on its flight usually ge
hit with it themselves. Kennan and his clique hanl
built up a war hysteria in the United States aqd
now they must keep it boiling in order to av?x .
disaster for the policies they represent ar_]df ?r
their own personal careers. Kennan _and his fol-
lowing in anti-Soviet policy are at their most da_rtl-
gerous point, for the menace to peace and security
of the whole world is now more real tl?an ever
before. That is why it is necessary to write about
a person who otherwise and under other circum-
stances would not be worth a ﬁfteen-w_ord obituary.

Charles Bohlen. Bohlen is no less important in
the anti-Soviet clique of diplomats than Henderson
or Kennan. He is generally described in the State
Department as “brilliant,” a phrase which prob-
ably covers merely a quick mind plus inordinate
opportunism. .

pgohlen studied Russian in Paris in the early
1930’s. Then, instead of going through the custom-
ary training in the Baltic States, hfe was ass-
signed directly to the newly established U.l.'
Embassy in Moscow where he worked directly
under Henderson and Kennan for several years.
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He was assigned to the State Departme
: tf
a time, but returned to the U.S. Emlgassy inn19§;

and remained in Moscow until 1940. Duri is |
) . ng this
session he was for a considerable period theg“rep- i

resentative” of the “monopolists of Soviet-A
] ve” o -Amer-
ican affairs” in the Embassy since Henderson at

that time held the Russian desk in Washi
ashington
and Kennan was on assignment in Praguegang ‘

Germany.

Bohlen, despite this res ibili
, ponsibility, however,
Wwas not apparently regarded by Henderson at that

time as worthy of senior rank in his closed cor-

poration. His opportunity came only later

A.ftel_‘ Henderson was evicted fyrom Russian
affairs in 1943 and sent to Iraq, the “monopoly”
faced a serious crisis. It was necessary to find
persons within it who not only could be trusted

to handle its affairs, but who could command J

Roosevelt’s confidence in view of the keen int
Q " . . . B er-
(;igulsne‘Russmn affairs displayed by the White
Bohlen was chosen, and along with
another and younger officer was %noved inl%ghll'zr-]
sponsible position, Reinhardt. Bohlen, however
was left with the whole “monopoly” on his hands
when Reinhardt was assigned to other work. The
preparations for introducing Bohlen to the White
House as “new blood” in American-Soviet affairs
were 'clever and careful. The opportunity came
l?;ginlgf blec\;a/r}rl]_ei neI_(I;essary to find a translator for
-leve ite Hous i i
Vot repesentotes e conversations with So-

Bohlen was presented to Roosevelt as a “trans-
tator.” He was described as the “only person” in
the Department suitable for the job, although
{here is no doubt that there were many other peo-
ple in the Government in Washington who knew
Russian better than Bohlen.

In diplomatic circles Bohlen is generally regard-
od as having an attractive personality and a
considerable share of “personal charm.” It was
hoped that this “personal charm” plus Bohlen’s
“quick mind” would lead Roosevelt into the trap
prepared for him.

It worked. Roosevelt apparently came to like
Bohlen; he came to think of him as a competent
voung man who could be trusted with considerable
responsibility.

Bohlen was taken to the Moscow Conference
in 1943 and then made Chief of the Division of
Eastern European Affairs. Subsequently, Roose-
velt took him to the Teheran Conference in the
latter part of 1943. By late 1944, Bohlen’s position
had become so strong that it was possible to
name him Special Assistant to the Secretary
of State for liaison with the White House. Early
in 1945 he was present at the Yalta Conference.

Bohlen retained his position as Special Assist-
ant to the Secretary of State after Roose-
velt’s death. He had become a vital person to the
“monopoly of Soviet-American affairs.” He nom-
inally acted as a translator at the conferences
he attended, but in fact he took the liberty to give
far-reaching advice on Soviet-American relations.

e
Vi



Bohlen attended every high-level interna- §
tional conference, acting in his dual position as §
translator and adviser. He was at Potsdam. Since 4
then this sly diplomat has been at every meeting §
of the Council of Foreign Ministers, including the
meeting in Moscow. He is now generally recog-
nized throughout the State Department as the

“outstanding expert” on Soviet-American rela-
tions.

The chief thing to remember about Bohlen is
the fact that he did his very best, in a quiet unob:
trusive manner, te undermine Roosevelt’s policies
toward the Soviet Union. Representing himself as
a “liberal” and as striving for understanding be-
tween the Soviet Union and the United States,
Bohlen, on behalf of the “monopoly,” was con-
stantly laying the foundation for the subsequent
complete abandonment of Roosevelt’s policies to-
wards the Soviet Union. After Roosevelt’s death
he took an active part in the wrecking of the
friendship between the two nations which had
been established during the war. This Bohlen did
intentionally and deliberately, and with a complete
awareness of what he was doing.

Furthermore, in his capacity as a personal
adviser to the President on Soviet-American
relations, Bohlen was able to control, in a very
large measure, the appointments of personnel to
key posts in the department concerned with these
affairs. He was instrumental in naming Elbridge
Durbrow as his assistant in the Division of
Eastern European Affairs in the State Department
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and it was, to the best of my knowledge, Bohlgn
who secured Durbrow the appointment of chief
of this division when he moved up. Bohlen was
later instrumental in securing the appointment
of Durbrow as Counsellor of the U.S. Embassy
in Moscow. _

Bohlen was also instrumental in securing for
Kennan the post of Counsellor of the Embassy
m Moscow in 1944, and, possibly, in facilitating
Kennam’s subsequent appointment as head of the
Policy Planning Board. In other words, evenin 1944
and 1945, before Roosevelt’s death, Bohlen was
engaged in placing the members of the “monopoly”
in leading posts. In this way he prepared for a
return to the old policy of enmity towards Russia.

Bohlen has been described in the American
press as a scion of the famous family of German
munition makers, Krupp von Bohlen. This alle-
gation in all probability is false, but it has in any
case one element of truth. If Bohlen were actually
a representative of the Krupp von Bohlen family
in America he could not have more successfully
represented their interests and the interests of
all big capitalists and imperialists.

It is clear from his record that he acted as an
“inside agent” not only for the “monopoly of
Soviet-American affairs” and its narrow inter-
ests, but also for the powers of Wall Street and
American finance who had repeatedly stated
that they would never tolerate Soviet-American
iriendship and alliance as planned by Franklin
Roosevelt.
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Elbridge Durbrow. Durbrow, about whom I :

write in detail elsewhere in this book, began his
contact with the “monopoly” when he was as-
signed to the U.S. Embassy in Moscow in 1934.

He has since become one of the leading and 1

most trusted representatives of this clique and has

occupied a series of highly responsible positions |

in which he was effectively able to represent their
interests.

Charles Thayer. Thayer, who is Bohlen’s broth-
er-in-law, is a graduate of West Point. At the
present time he is in charge of the Voice of
America broadcasts from New York. He was cho-

sen for that post because of his “experience” in |
Russia where he served in the Embassy in 1940 |

and 1941.

Thayer represents the “monopoly” in the Voice
of America. He is, however, a “man of the
future” for this group, and is very likely o be

heard of before much time passes. In all probabil- .
ity he will occupy highly important positions in |
Soviet-American affairs in the State Department |

and abroad from whence he will endeavor to put
into effect the anti-Soviet policies of his friends
and relatives.

Edward Page. For a long period of time Page |

served in the American Embassy in Moscow as
well as in the Department of State as an expert
on Soviet-American relations. He was originally
trained, along with Bohlen and Kennan, to be
one of Henderson’s understudies in the “monop- |
oly” which helped him to attain responsible posts.

a0

Frederick Reinhardt. Of Reinhardt [ write at
length elsewhere. He is one of the most obnoxious
of this group of obnoxious people. One should re-
card him with the same contempt, if not greater,
as the rest of the clique. This unprincipled indi-
vidual is certain to have an excellent career in
the State Department, especially in connection
with American-Soviet relations. It is very likely
that he will be kept at this work for some time.

Francis Stevens. Stevens is another member
of the clique and has held responsible positions
in Soviet-American affairs for the last six years.
According to his official biography he was trained
by the State Department in the Russian lan-
guage.

Richard Davis. Davis worked in the American
Embassy before my arrival and has held respon-
sible positions in Soviet-American affairs in the
State Department. He is not a full-fledged member
of the clique, but is energetically striving to be-
come one.

A person in the position of Davis will either be
accepted into the clique if he concurs in virulent
anti-Soviet policies, or, if he does not, he will be
(tiropped by the wayside on some convenient pre-
ext.

Llewellyn Thompson. Judging from what I
heard in the Embassy, Thompson is hardly what
one could call a full member of the “monopoly.”
He has, however, cooperated with it and at the
present time occupies an important post in the
State Department.
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John Davies. Davies is a specialist on the Far "
East and not on the Soviet Union, although he °

did spend two years here (1946-1947).

John Davies, however, is an excellent example
of how the “monopoly on Soviet-American rela-
tions” is expanding its activities by taking in
persons dealing with other areas.

I worked directly under Davies in the American
Embassy and know him pretty well. He is pos-
sessed, like some others of this group, with an
overwhelming obsession of his own personal ca-
reer. He will do anything to further his career
regardless of how low he has to stoop.

Davies grew up and studied in China. He is a
master of Eastern intrigue and thinks like a
Chinese politician. This, of course, stands him in
good stead since there are many parallels between
current American diplomacy and reactionary
Chinese politics.

Davies, furthermore, is greatly influenced by
his wife who is no less clever than he and just as
much interested in his career. His wife is the
daughter of an American capitalist and politician,
Henry Grady, who has in recent years been se-
lected for various especially obnoxious diplomatic
jcl)bs requiring cunning and a propensity for foul
play.

In the Embassy Davies was one of the prin-
cipal executors of the policies of Kennan and
Durbrow. He controlled the activities of the USIS
and also the “press reporting.”

Davies was commissioned by Kennan and Dur-
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prow to collect from all Embassy employees infor-
mation on their contacts with Russians and infor-
mation about each other. His wife was a most
ardent assistant.

Davies, who has the mentality of a stooge, was
frequently assigned tasks of a provocative nature
in local Embassy affairs. He was ordered to un-
dermine the position of certain employees and
officers in preparation for their transfer out of
Moscow. For instance, Davies was given the task
of getting rid of Armond Willis which he did suc-
cessfully. Since I was a witness to this affair I
will give a detailed account of it elsewhere.

Davies was also commissioned by the American
Embassy to maintain close contacts with Amer-
ican correspondents in Moscow for intelligence
and possible provocational purposes. )

It was very rare for me to walk into Davies’
office and not find one or two correspondents with
him. He used certain correspondents systemati-
cally in order to try to send out of the Soviet
Union distorted accounts of developments and
provocative rumors. To these correspondents he
systematically made available the whole file of
his own secret reports and telegrams and those
of other Embassy officers. He encouraged these
correspondents to take notes on the reports for
use in articles to be written when they returned
to the United States. This was intended, of course,
to directly influence the type of information be-
ing given to the American public on the Soviet
Union.



The most flagrant example of this sort of thing,
however, was furnished during the Moscow
Conference of Foreign Ministers in 1947. Davies
ordered one of his subordinate employees in the
Embassy, a girl clerk who also furnished infor-
mation to him on other Americans in the Embassy,
to accumulate a carefully selected file of false re-
ports on the Soviet Union for the use of the sever-
al dozens of correspondents who came to Moscow,
nominally to cover the Council of Foreign Minis-
ters meeting. However, most of them were ac-
tually sent by their newspapers in order to bring
home for publication collections of rumor and
fancy to be presented to American newspaper
readers as “the truth about Russia gained by cor-
respondents on the spot.”

Throughout the conference Davies encouraged
all American correspondents to read all these
reports and take notes, and even copy whole
reports which they later published as “original
observations.” During this period he spent almost
all of his time with correspondents. He fed them
his own special brand of clever lies about Soviet
life and the Soviet Union. Most of these corre-
spondents were sent to hear and report just the
sort of thing Davies was giving them. They were
that much more pleased that they did not have
to dig up such fabrications for themselves.

Davies, I believe, was by no means a profes-
sional spy, or if a professional, was, in any case,
not very experienced. For instance, Davies had
one of the Embassy officers in the Consular Sec-
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t systematically interview all “interesting
l[‘)]glsonbs)f’Stewho carryle as claimants to American
itizenship.

CIt’ll"zhis of%cer, Wallace by name, who later was
expelled from Moscow by the Embassy itself f}c]n
being involved in a drunken brawl in which he
almost got his skull fractured, would write reports
for Davies on his “interviews.” Davies used to re-
port these conversations, after adding many antlg
Soviet fabrications, to all his friends who wou
repeat them all over the Embassy.

Davies personally questioned some of the peo-
ple coming to the Consular Section in an effort to
obtain “information” that would fit in with his
anti-Soviet line. o

John Davies did so exceedingly well in his work
at the U.S. Embassy in Moscow that he was for-
given his previous sins. These sins consisted in
his taking a line in China supposedly favorable
{o the Chinese Communists. Actually, of course,
Davies was not being “favorable,” he was just be-
ing two-faced as usual. His hope was to pull off a
high-class piece of espionage and provocation in
internal Chinese politics on behalf of the Kuomin-
tang government and of the United States. In any
case. he had made a mistake and earned a reputa-
tion, even among Americans, as a pro-Commu-
nist in Chinese politics and was removed from
China during the general purge of the American
E there. '

nll)baa\fise,}; was given an opportunity to expatiate
himself by being sent to Moscow. He did expa-
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tiate himself. His work in Moscow was so vicious
that it attracted the particular attention of the |

“monopoly on Soviet-American relations.”

When he left Moscow he went to Washington §
where he found work in the policy committee
headed by Kennan. From this vantage point he is |
now able to carry on his intrigues on a much }

larger scale.

The “monopoly on Soviet-American relations” |
of the State Department is in the process of rapid |
expansion of its personnel and influence. Its ulti- |
mate aim is, of course, to take over the direction |

of all State Department policy.

In order to provide a corps of *“anti-Soviet :

”

experts,” arrangements have been made for the

training of a large group of younger officers of "
the diplomatic service. These younger officers, }

working under the direction of the leaders of the
“monopoly,” are intended to occupy strategic
posts throughout the State Department and in
the U.S. Embassy in Moscow and carry out the
orders of the “monopoly.” It is intended that they
will ultimately take over the “monopoly,” after
the present leaders retire. Of this corps of under-
studies a few stand out as the “smartest,” clearly
predestined for leading positions in the future.

In this way the “monopoly” plans its anti-
Soviet activities.

CHAPTER THREE

MY TRIP TO MOSCOW

lwas very glad to have the opportunity to
00 to Moscow to work in the American Em-
Bassy. In my childhood 1 had heard a great deal
about Russia. It seemed to me to be a mysteri-
ous, distant, attractive land. Later on I was en-
tranced by the writings of Turgeniev, Tolstoy,
and Pushkin even though they did lose some of
their charm in translation. Nevertheless, .they
enabled me in some degree to get acqua}nted
with the life of the Russian people of which I
knew so little. .

Having been éducated in American sqhools.
reading American newspapers and magazines, 1
involuntarily absorbed to some degree the S'Ellpld
nonsense that these “free” publications printed
about the Soviet Union. At the same time I felt
that the American press was taking a far from
objective position in its writings on Soviet life.

It was difficult for me to believe that a country
which gave the world such geniuses as Lomo-
nosov, Tolstoy and Pushkin could be guilty of
such ill will and actions as were attributed to the
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Soviet Union by the Hearst press and similar
newspapers and magazines of my country.

Some news as to the Soviet Government’s ac.
tivities in the field of public education, public
health, social security and maternal and child wel-
fare were brought to my attention, although often-
times somewhat distorted. By sheer logic this
piecemeal information succeeded in breaking
through the “iron curtain” which had been created
by the American ruling class in order to prevent
the average American from really knowing the
truth about the U.S.S.R.

In due time I began to comprehend that the
slanderous attacks against the Soviet Union
which were so energetically disseminated in the
United States could in all probability be explained
by the same logical facts, i. e., that the sixty
families that hold all political and economic pow-
er in the palms of their hands are deathly afraid
that the Soviet example might be “contagious.” If
the average American discovered that in a so-
cialist and communist society common people
live better and enjoy a greater degree of freedom
than under capitalism, perhaps they might at-
tempt to take into their hands all means of pro-
duction and political power in the United States,
It seemed to me that for precisely that reason,
the ruling classes of the U.S.A. were doing their
utmost to discredit the Soviet way of life in the
eyes of the Americans.

This thought, it is true, was only in its em-
bryonic stages, although I instinctively felt that
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is was so. But years of education in A_mencax'l
;télhsoc\)ls did not pe);ss without leaving their mark.
It is difficult for me to cite all the nonsensle
that is taught to students in Arper’l,can schoc}\] S
under the guise of “information’ about the
Soviet Union. I doubt whether it is necessary

SO' . . .

tOT(%loe average individual studying in Amerlcar;
schools, unless he takes special steps to find ou
the truth about the Soviet Union, gets the 1mc-l
pression that the U.S.S.R. is a wild, packward zgxl
aggressive country. The ruling circles of the
United States give heed to the p!d fi,dvertxsm(gj
slogan that “reputation is repetition. A goc()j
reputation can be created for a firm or its pro‘l_-
ucts by constant repetition of their good quali-
ties in the press, on the radio and by skywriting.
In this manner even groundless assertions are suc-
cessful in impressing the American public. o

For instance, on many street corners and high-
ways in the United States countless billboards
proclaim the wonderful qualities of Coca-gola.
Millions of Americans blindly b?l1§ve that lc'chta,-,
Cola is good for the health and “gives you a lit,
in spite of the fact that the Journal of the An(liertl-
can Medical Association has often published da 1a
showing that Coca-Cola dissolves tooth enzz{_n?)ejE
However, a magazine having a c1rculat1%n c;. ?
a few thousand copies cannot compete eflec 1\73 y
with the millions of advertlsqments on billboar ds,
in the press and the radio, which praise the pseudo
qualities of Coca-Cola.
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The American ruling circles base their anti- 2
Soviet propaganda on this same advertising prin- {
ciple. They believe that repetition of different ver- |
sions of slanderous fabrications about the Soviet }
Union, if repeated often enough, will be eventually §
accepted as truths by the average American. They §

know that the true facts about the Soviet Union,

published in the progressive press, do not reach the
majority of the American readers. This is dye to §
the small circulations of these publications and to |

lack of funds to publish larger progressive papers
that would print the truth about various coun-
tries.

The American press is free in the sense that it
can print countless slanderous accusations against
the American progressive organizations, trade
unions, the Soviet Union and countries of people’s
democracy.

When I agreed to work in Moscow, I did so be-
cause of my longfelt desire to learn the truth
about the Soviet Union and its people.

During the war against the fascist beasts |
breathlessly followed developments on the Soviet-
German front. The legendary feats of the soldiers
of the Red Army in defense of their homeland, the
terrific battles for Moscow, Stalingrad and Lenin-
grad, the expulsion of the German invaders from
the territory of the Soviet Union—all this brought
me to the conclusion that a people who defended
the honor and independence of their country in
a manner hitherto unheard-of in history could
not be as bad a people as the American schools,

()

i 1

d magazines would have us think. Only
ﬁagzgsplznwho %ove their country more than life

i Id so defend it. -
]ts’?éisotl)lecame clear to me when | was stlllt }:n
America. I wanted to see with my own ege; et
Soviet Union and its heroic people who a tpul
an end, as I then thought, to t.he_fasmst beas ?ﬁe
felt without a doubt the continuity betweenr l
humanism of Tolstoy and glésgkm and that which

taking place in the U.S.S.R.
Walsd:cideﬁlpto forget everything that | had beerl
told about.the Soviet Union in the American nﬁw?
papers, magazines and schools in order to zal\ef
{he opportunity to obtain firsthand knowledsge ‘Ot
life in the Soviet Union, to get to lfﬂ(;(\;\;sthe ovie
d draw the correct conclusions.
pe(/)kprlnee?ilc]:ans love to refer to Russia as the great
~nigma. To some degree the country was a mys-
fery to me also. I wanted to splvq this myst;ehryt.
[ wanted to understand the lr)notllvatlggc(f)(l)lgct?; in?o
S d Russia from a backward countr)
tare:‘zrbci;(r)lrgmv:iorld power which was v1ctor101fls in thg
battle against the most aggressive and well-arme
imperialistlstatg. 1 Moscow
arrived in . .

I%Xr;d\xsfg’rk in the American Embassy in Moscow
was my first in the diplomatic field. Thlskvtlaisnn;z
first position abroad and I had rllever worke

onsulate previously.
Errlsbuarsi;}é ?rrlycwork in the U.S.halr gorgﬁa?ngrg/iz
t through my hands
{111:);’(1] r/ill.?'rr;('isricv‘a,relnEmbassies and consulates abroad
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engaged to a certain degree in intelligence actiy- 1
ities. We often received reports from American |

Embassies in various countries classified as “to

secret” containing intelligence data on the poli- -

nd armed forces of these §
states. These were written by officials of the Em- |

cies, economic situation a

bassies.

Working in intelligence organizations, 1 per-
haps naively thought that intelligence work
was just a small part of Embassy work and that
the main work of the Embassy was directed to-
wards the bettering of relations between the
U.S.A. and the country where our Embassy func-
tioned. 1 also though{ that our Embassies were
to organize the transmission of officially obtained
and objective information on conditions in the
country of their locaticn. Generally speaking 1
thought that employees of the American Embas-
sies, being the “eyes and ears” of the American
people abroad, should be objective in their work
because the interest of the U.S.A. and the Amer-
ican people demand truthful and objective infor-
mation of the policies of many countries.

I also thought that American Ambassadors and
Embassy employees abroad should use all their
talents and efforts to maintain normal political and
trade relations with the governments of the coun-
tries where they are located. Without this objec-
tive approach if will never be possible to end ‘the
chaos, mutual misunderstandings and contradic-

tions interfering with the efforts to create a stable
and prosperous world.
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lly, if an American Embassy in somve
co;\r?ttl}lya il); its reports to its g.overnmelzt alw:\r}s
distorts the facts about the policy of that COI'Jrrl]ter};:
stating, for instance, that it has aggresmyerlealit
tions against the United States whereas mb. tivz
this is not so, this tendentious and unoI ]e((lt ve
information may eventually do l_rreparabtle Iatis
age to the interests of the American peoptﬁ.t s
precisely for this reason that I thought fatheir
objective attitude towards the co‘un’tryf ofﬁ he
location and dispassionate registration o (i' ic 0};
obtained facts, characterizing the real po 1c1e§ ol
that country, was the main thing in the wor
American Ambassadors and their sta}t’fs. ted i
I must admit that [ was bitterly dlsappombe /
this respect when I started“?/o[rzk ll?ast?; i?riryleca:myé
ring my first days in the Em :
cle[z;l togme };hat not only tt}tle a&/nobrzsjsssatggr%n%?yiré_
secretaries, in other _
15121];) 1-wahnod to a certain extent determmebthte Ruesr;
sian policy of the State Department, bu ei\(l)us
certain rank-and-file employees of th'eS va_rt 1S
Embassy sections were extremely antl-d ov1fe i
their views. In some f}?sles ’thaellr hatred o
i tem was pathological.
Sol\?%assy%bvious topme that the Em.bassy 'Wtasre?
true copy of the StatedDepar;rrcllgn:h;nsrxeigézquiies.
Ambassadors come and go, as " inf s
of State, but all the strategic dpct)}?l loggretaries
Embassy, such as counsellor an ebs taries
ission, have for many years been in
lcxlfar;[gg ;rf]]?;? State Department top-level anti-So-
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viet clique, namely Kennan, Durbrow, Bohlen,
Reinhardt et al. These career diplomats play a
major role in determining the ways and means of
accomplishing the State Department’s anti-Soviet
foreign policy.

The present American Ambassador to Moscow,
W. B. Smith, is a professional intelligence officer.
He was directly connected with American military
intelligence during World War L. In his capacity
as chief of Eisenhower’s staff in World War
I, Smith directed the military intelligence activi-
ties of the American expeditionary forces operat-
ing in Europe. It is of interest to note that even
the Amerika magazine, published by the USIS
for the US.S.R. (before I left the Embassy one
of my jobs was assistant editor of this publica-
tion), printed a picture of General Smith in its
first issue with a caption to the effect that he was
considered to be “an experienced and excellent
organizer of intelligence work.” It is quite obvious
that by appointing as Ambassador to Moscow an
experienced intelligence operator the State De-
partment wanted to give its career diplomats the
necessary guidance and qualified leadership in
their anti-Soviet intelligence work.

It became clear to me that my work in the
Embassy was in actuality a continuation of my
work in the same intelligence outfit that I worked
in prior to my arrival in Moscow. The only differ-
ence was that in the States I was on the receiv-
ing side, i.e., in the organization that carried on
research and disseminated intelligence data ob-
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tained abroad, whereas in Moscow I was, to use
a military term, on the front line, in an organiza-
tion that actually did the collecting of intelligence
information.

As a matter of fact all the information that the
Embassy transmits to the State Department is
extremely prejudiced. Soviet domestic and foreign
policy as well as all events and facts taking place
in the Soviet Union are always permeated with
the extreme anti-Soviet attitude of the top-level
Embassy leadership, including Ambassador Smith,
Counsellor Durbrow and First Secretaries Davies
and Reinhardt. The State Department, in its turn,
exaggerates this false information before turning
it over to the American people.

Conversations with rank-and-file members of
the Embassy staff, as well as my own personal
observations, quickly proved to me that employees
of the Embassy who in their work are, or even
intend to be, objective toward the Soviet Union,
very soon learn that they must change their
attitude or else... They come to understand
that if they do not change their mind they will be
recalled and thrown out of the civil service, a
fate which in the United States is almost equiv-
alent to a death sentence, because no private
American firm would give a job to an individual
who was purged from the civil service for “dis-
loyalty to the United States.”

That has been the experience of many Amer-
ican employees who were fired from government
service as a direct result of the provocational
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activities of the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion. These people, who were discharged from

government jobs without any definite charges |
drawn up against them, fail to find work with

private firms. ’

When I speak of individuals who are objective‘

in their attitude towards the Soviet Union I do not
mean the career diplomats. They are usually
thoroughly screened. As a rule only the most reac-
tionary elements are sent abroad for work. I have
in view chiefly individuals whose work in the State
Department is of a more or less accidental nature,
those who started their work during the war as
a result of the wartime expansion of the State
Department foreign services. These individuals
came from universities and scientific institutions
in the United States, although the State Depart-
ment did try its best to choose the most reaction-
ary of the possible candidates.

Eibridge Durbrow is the Counsellor of the Amer-
ican Embassy in Moscow and has occupied this
position for the last two years. His is the most
important post in the Embassy, where he repre-
sents the State Department anti-Soviet clique.

Durbrow has one characteristic which all who
meet him quickly observe. He has one overwhelm-
ing passion which dwarfs all others and about
which he cannot be silent. Durbrow hates Russia,
the Soviet Union and everything Slavonic with a
tremendous and malignant super-hate, with wrath
and emotion which at times so possess him that
he is unable to control himself.
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Whence comes this emotion, what is behind it
and what its psychological roots are, I cannot ex-
plain. Even Ambassador Smith, who is far from
being objective in his attitude towards the Soviet
Union, has completely fallen under his spell.

Suffice it to say, however, that even those
Americans in the Moscow Embassy who are
cynical to the core and are indoctrinated every day
in the latest anti-Soviet fabrications and rumors,
and are themselves in many cases bitterly anti-
Soviet and anti-Russian, cannot accustom them-
selves to and are taken aback by the “intensity”
of Durbrow’s feelings.

They are quite accustomed to the ordinary pro-
fessional anti-Sovietism of American diplomats,
adopted in considerable part for the purpose of
furthering their careers, and they are impressed
by the meticulously-phrased “ideology” of George
Kennan. But Durbrow falls outside their ken.

This short, well-nourished individual with
an accurate part in the middle of his head is a
master of double-dealing and intrigue. With a
broad smile, a joking air and a hearty slap on
the back he impresses one initially as an honest
and decent fellow. And many an individual who
has been sent packing by a Durbrow intrigue
remains firmly convinced to the end that Dur-
brow is his best friend.

Yet by no means all Americans who have been
liere have been deceived by this actually fairly
{ransparent person. Many see through him. And
in fact even among Americans in the Moscow
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Embassy who subscribe to Durbrow’s policies
there are many who detest and despise him.
Among a random group of Americans in Moscow,
it is rare that one does not hear a snide remark
or perhaps just a malicious laugh whenever his
name is mentioned. For many Americans just
laugh at Durbrow. He is an exhibitionist among
his other talents. At a party he insists on being
the center of attention even if he has to take off
his clothes in the center of the room in order to
be it. He outdoes everyone else in his antics.

At a costume party held at the ambassador’s
personal residence, Spasso House, in the fall of
1947, Durbrow appeared dressed as a circus
strong man and weight lifter in close-fitting tights
and inscribed all over with suitable inscriptions
written with lipstick. He monopolized the floor
all evening and gave no one else a chance to
show off.

It he is laughed at on such occasions it is partly,
of course, because it is not polite not to laugh at
a Counsellor of Embassy who insists on being a
clown, partly because he is ridiculous, and even
more because he is really funny, and if this role
is to his liking he ought by rights to be employed
in a circus instead of by the State Department
which, in my opinion, is no place for clowns.

But this clown has in fact risen fairly high in
the inner councils of the State Department.

Had he not chanced into the State Depart-
ment’s foreign service, Durbrow would probably
be engaged today somewhere in the United States
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in dirty politics or a shady law practice. He would
liave an excellent income but a bad reputation.
I'or him the former is of more importance than
{he latter.

But as it is he is able to put to the use of the
Department of State his talent for small and large
blackmail. He is highly valued for just this ability,
and, indeed, Durbrow with his intrigues is just as
important to the State Department anti-Soviet
clique as is George Kennan with his “philosophy.”
It takes all types to poison the atmosphere and
Durbrow is one of the experts at it.

Elbridge Durbrow is a junior partner of the
State Department anti-Soviet clique. For many
years he was never completely and wholeheartedly
accepted by this group which is jealous of every
newcomer seeking entrance into their midst.

He began his diplomatic career with assign-
ments at Warsaw and Bucharest and was intro-
duced to the Soviet Union only in 1934. He served
in Moscow for three and a half years and estab-
lished firm connections with Loy Henderson and
George Kennan.

However, Durbrow had not sufficiently im-
pressed Henderson to justify further assignments
in Soviet affairs. Only after the outbreak of war
was he called back and that apparently as an
cxperiment in view of a general shortage of
personnel] trained for this particular activity.

He justified this experiment so well, however,
that in 1944 he was in rapid succession made As-
sistant Chief of the Division of Eastern European
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Affairs in the State Department and then Chief
of the Division.

In 1946 he was named Counsellor of the Em-
bassy in Moscow.

Americans who work in the Embassy know
full well that it is Durbrow, and not the Ambassa-
dor who ran the Embassy until recently and that
it is Durbrow who actually decided all questions
of personnel and who authored the most important
lelegrams sent to the State Department.

Permanent State Department employees also
know that Durbrow is in the State Department
for life and certainly will remain a power to be
reckoned with for a long time, while they also
know that the Ambassador will sooner or later
leave the State Department. It is natural, there-
fore, that they pay more attention to Durbrow
than to the Ambassador.

Durbrow, since his arrival in Moscow, has done
his utmost to construct and maintain an “iron
curtain” between Russians and the Americans in
the Embassy. He does this in the first place be-
cause he lives in abject fear of Russian influ-
ences and their possible effect on members of
his staff.

In the second place, the greater the extent to
which he can isolate his own fellow citizens
from the society around them, the easier it is for
him to obtain among them credulity for his
anti-Soviet purposes. Only in an atmosphere of
complete isolation from the Russians about him
can Durbrow carry out his ‘“hate Russia”
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program without risk of having internal conflicts
develop within the Embassy.

For it must be said that in spite of very care-
ful selection by the State Department of Amer-
icans for work in Moscow on the basis of their
unquestioning loyalty to the State Department
line, in spite of the thorough propagandizing and
indoctrination which these Americans constantly
undergo within the Embassy and State Depart-
ment, some who are fair-minded, honest individ-
uals at heart slip through the “loyalty checks.”
These persons would never accept Durbrow’s dis-
tortions nor assist his “hate Russia” line if they
themselves were to become acquainted with the
Russian people, their attitudes and objectives.

Durbrow, therefore, with the full support of the
Ambassador and the State Department, by direct
and indirect pressure endeavors to prevent the
development of long-term contacts by his staff
members with Russians.

In some cases individuals maintaining such
long-term contacts have been called in when
they became known to Embassy officials and
{old to break them off with the alternative that
they will otherwise be sent home in disgrace. In
other cases such individuals have simply been
transferred to other posts, or sent back to the
United States under false pretexts.

On occasion Durbrow, who never in his life has
done anything aboveboard which he could do in
an underhand fashion, has waited until staff mem-
bers contravening his orders are outside the
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U.S.S.R. on vacation, or for other reasons, and
while they were away arranged their transfer
to prevent their return.

I am convinced that it was hardly a coinci-
dence that my roommate, Celia Was, did not re-
turn to Moscow {rom Berlin where she had gone
for hospitalization.

Durbrow, of course, in his prohibition against
American long-term contacts with Soviet citizens
makes notable exceptions for the many American
agents who are engaged in collecting espionage
information. These agents of whom there are
many not only among the military and naval
personnel of the Embassy but also among civil-
ians employed there, not only have permission
to develop such contacts, but are under positive
orders to do so and also to report to the Embassy
fully on such contacts.

Durbrow’s mainstay in this control over Em-
bassy personnel is a system of stool pigeons
who report to him regularly on the activities of
other Americans, their political views, their per-
sonal lives, their friendships, and who particularly
interest themselves in anyone who inclines to
show any deviation from Embassy and State
Department policy in the strictest sense. The
Ambassador also, I was told, is a great believer
in this “informer” system.

Particularly useful in this system have been
some of the wives of Embassy officers and em-
ployees. An outstanding example was Mrs. John
Davies who deliberately encouraged some of
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the girls among the Embassy employees to pe
“frank” with her and then systematically in-
formed her husband and Durbrow of their reac-
tions and the gossip they gathered from other
people in the Embassy. '

It should be added that, according to Embassy
opinion, Robert Magidoff was also useful in this
regard. As an “independent” outsider who fre-
quently expressed views rather favorable to the
Soviet Union, he was able to collect and report
the attitudes of some “dissenters” who trusted
him.

During his stay in Moscow Durbrow has suc-
cessfully rid himself of all persons who were for
some reason or other distasteful to him in the
Mission. Sometimes he has made use of the
stool pigeon reports received in order to cast
doubts on the “loyalty” of persons whom he did
not like. Other times he used cruder methods.

There was once a security guard in the Em-
bassy who was too energetic in his work. He
regularly made the rounds of all the offices after
work hours. Twice he found Durbrow’s safe open
when the office was unguarded and twice stated
that he would inform the State Department of
this serious security violation. Shortly thereafter
this security guard went on a vacation outside of
the Soviet Union and was transferred to another
post while still outside the country—unexpectedly.

Durbrow, like others of the Russian affairs mo-
nopoly in the State Department, is quite energetic
ai twisting and distorting his reports on the So-
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viet Union. Factually Durbrow reports only infor- }
mation which fits with his policy—i.e., informa- |
tion slandering Russia. Although it is my infor- }
mation and impression that Durbrow’s work in 1
this respect is of a fairly crude manner, he |
finds a ready audience since the persons in |
Washington who receive and read his telegrams §
and reports are quite prepared to believe any lie

he sends them. He loves this “work” and when-
ever he gets a new piece of anti-Soviet gossip
or some fact which can be distorted in an
anti-Soviet trend he is like a child with a new
toy.

That this “expert” on Russian affairs who does
not even know the Russian language except suf-
ficiently to explain to his cook what he wants for
dinner, and who knows almost nothing about the
Soviet Union, finds a ready audience in Washing-
ton for such “reporting,” is both a tribute to the
gullibility of his audience there and an indication
of the degree to which wishful thinking arising
from anti-Soviet sentiments has overcome
objectivity.

When new employees come to the Embassy
from America, Durbrow, as I became convinced
from my own experience, begins training them
with great fervor in an anti-Soviet spirit and more
or less continues this work depending on the
degree of anti-Soviet views revealed by the
newcoimer.

From conversations with progressive-minded
Embassy employees I got the impression that some
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of them, perhaps naively, consider t}_lat if the
Embassy h%d ar?other counsellor, who is actually
in charge of the Embassy political work, the whole
atmosphere would be different. _

From what I have seen and heard in the Stat,e
Department concerning the former l.Embassy's
Counsellor, Kennan, I became convinced that
Durbrow is his worthy successor.

Durbrow stimulates ill feelings petween the
U.S.A. and the U.S.S.R,, absolutely in the same
way and by the same methods as Kennan did.

From my own experience, as well as from
that of others, 1 became aware that all major
documents proceeding from the Embassy to the
State Department are edited personally by Dur-
brow. The Embassy staff are very well acquainted
with his political and literary style and know that
if their reports do not contain two or three anti-
Soviet attacks, if they are not wholly directed
against the Soviet Union in both form and con-
tent, Durbrow will not allov‘; these documents to

h the State Department. '
re?Acnxious to keep E[)heir position and gain Dur-
brow's favor, and consequently the favor of the
reigning clique of the State Department, the Etr.n-
hassy employees write their reports in this partic-
ular style. Despite this Durbrow on his owtn
initiative adds anti-Soviet mtc'erpretatlf)nsl' 0
almost every document concerning Soviet life.

Anti-Soviet information garnered from the Em-
hassy employees, military representatives, cor-
respondents and other persons is treated in the

75



Same manner and only after Durbrow’s approval
is presented for the Ambassador’s signature for
dispatching to Washington.

Durbrow, like most of his colleagues, has no
respect for the American system of government
and frequently expresses himself, even among his
own emiployees, in derogatory terms directed at
Congress and at the President of the United
States. ‘ Co

Like all of his fellow monopolists of Russian
affairs in the State Department, he would prefer
o see the present government in the United
States replaced by an authoritarian anti-Com-
munist regime which would make it possible for
his group to carry out their Wall Street-inspired
policy without any interference whatsoever.

In general, however, Durbrow has no independ-
ent political convictions; he has only emotional
reactions. He hates the Soviet Union and every
other attitude in his make-up is determined by this
primary and all-important fact.

“Freddy” Reinhardt is the First Secretary of the
United States Embassy in Moscow. Tall, dark and
handsome in a slippery sort of way, Reinhardt is
what most Americans think all diplomats are.
He lacks only the traditional monocle.

He is most at home at a “diplomatic” tea, at
diplomatic receptions, and at cocktail parties
which somebody else pays for. He always knows
with whom he should be friendly from the point
of view of advancing his career, and he always
knows just how best to go about this.
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i jes’ it. He is
inhardt is a ladies’ man _and knpws i B
eanelllr;/ E;t ease in pleasing mﬂugntlal old ladies
and in flirting with 20-year-old girls. e e dis.
His capital is his sex appeal and he tarle s
covered that the key to success, or at. leas 0 ,
the keys, in the American diplomatic service
the art of influencing the wives of men necessary
is career. . ’
to F?gnhardt is an excellent example of ztll dfer;zixs
tionalized” American. Iéle recelvs(inm‘tellcém :ntaxr.y
schooling in Western Europe, € entary
ino. He speaks French, Gegman, i
fxclgolgggs%an ﬂuen’?ly. He knows priactlcalgy rlllc;’;hgl()gt
a ica, and probably cares less. He
ﬁzze%rrilrfrthe Unite% Statels \(riery muc;:3 aarnd spends
i tions in Switzerland every year.
mslfvlgtcefnlllzrdt cares littlettflor cgtude d’{\rélgll‘-ll‘liigz’
reat deal for the “culture .
II]{eeC?iie: éegorge Kennan, istha pro-G.errrllglr;(.) %}:ﬁll
e in Moscow before the war, in - ,
llf :{)?felgf the fact that it was on the very evs
ol its outbreak, in spite of the frequently expres{_slgt_
hostility of the Uni’tethtat:cest (_;xqv;elgn;gn‘fhteo & ér-
inhardt found his best irie _
1neqra’rlRleEImbassy in Mgscct)w.thHe wask rfg\iirl; b\(;/(;rsl
i and, if the truth were 1,
Ic)?grz)g%rll;or; valuable source of mformatlog '[(f)II(]:
United States poli?ly tovsialrlc'is r(licirr(r)lsélr); ts?s
i ion for their intellige -
Sol\‘ftleiz Iiilnic(k)lrele lioght of these natural sympalluﬁs
of Reinhardt that judgment can be passed on the
significance of the fact that Reinhardt, like Ken-
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nan, is considered one of the leading experts of the

S. State Department, not only on the Soviet
Union, but also on Germany.

The chief motivating force in Reinhardt’s chat-
acter is, however, not sympathy for Germany
nor Russophobia, no matter how important these
are to him.

Reinhardt is chiefly concerned with his career.
He is the careerist pure and simple, always
seeking promotion and advance no matter what
it costs and no matter how low he has to stoop
to attain it.

It is well known in the United States Embassy
in Moscow that Reinhardt when he was here be-
fore the war was very much in love with an
American girl of Finnish extraction. It is also
well known that the result of this love affair was
a child which died shortly after birth.

Reinhardt did not, however, marry this girl,
despite the fact that he undoubtedly in his own
fashion loved her, because he considered that in
view of the fact that she had neither fortune nor
social position this marriage would “ruin” his ca-
reer. It is not just clear how marriage to an
American girl, even without wealth and position,
would have hindered Reinhardt’s advance. The

fact that he thought it would, however, gives a
view of his general acumen on matters concern-
ing his own career.

Reinhardt began his career in the State De-
partment foreign service in 1937 Already by
1939 he was skirting the field of American-So-
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/iet relations when he was sent to the American
;,fgtascion in Tallinn. In 1940 he was sent t°-th§

American Embassy in Moscow where he remaine
until 1942 as a third secretary. In 1942 Ee was
sent back to the State Department Whege eﬂw.as
placed in the division dealing with Russian affairs
Henderson. »
un?terv&oolﬁd be judged that this coqtact_ with
Henderson was sufficient o secure hlm' gmr}ei
diate acceptance into the group of alnt’x,-,maqep
officials of the “Iiussian affairs monopoly” in the

artment. N
Stell‘}gng:rpson was in an acutely difﬁcult.posmon.
As I have written elsewhere, he had ofﬁc1all_y ptr}e-
dicted in 1941 that the Germans w'ould win the
war with Russia and had propagandized this znew
extensively throughout the _State Departmeni1 .
Because of these predict;ons, Henderson tat’
by 1942, become the laughingstock of the State
Department, and, what is more, it had bgcome
apparent in the White House itself that Hen ers_or’:
was attempting to sabotage Amer1car1-Sov1elt
relations at this critical juncture. Rooseve
therefore was preparingﬁtp remove Henderson
from Soviet-American affairs. '

}:II::nderson felt this and was anxious ttc,)’
strengthen the position of the_‘Russmn extpei3 r?t
clique, if only in his own unit in the Deparbr{i]f t,
so that he would still be able tcz‘ err;,l,te as ﬁ od(;
even though in temporary “exile.” Rein arc
suited admirably for this purpose. He was in
Washington in the Division and he had not com-
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promised himsell to the extent that some of the
other Soviet affairs “experts” had. He could be
counted on to push an anti-Soviet policy to its
limits.

He was initiated into the anti-Soviet clique
and ever since has been one of the guiding per-
sonalities in Soviet-American affairs, less impor-
tant to be sure than Kennan, Bohlen, or Durbrow,
but at any rate a person destined for an
important future in this field.

It would be a mistake to assume that even with-
in this small group of Soviet affairs “experts” all
is well. Reinhardt detests Durbrow, as is well
known, and does not hesitate to so express
himself in private conversations among his most
intimate acquaintances in the Embassy.

There is every reason to suspect that Rein-
hardt’s feelings are reciprocated by Durbrow. Face
to face, however, they are the best of friends.
They are in any case in fundamental and thor-
ough agreement on American policy towards
the Soviet Union.

Reinhardt hates Russia nearly as much as Dur-
brow does. He would no doubt like to wipe the
Soviet Union off the face of the earth with atom
tombs and does not hesitate to make himself com-
pletely clear on this point within Embassy circles.
He has a deep-set fear for everything Soviet.

Until recently Reinhardt directed the affairs of
the Press Section which is engaged in reporting
to Washington the day to day news published in
the Soviet newspapers.
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In this position Reinhardt assigned a diplomat
who is said to be a relative of his, David Henry,
to the position of Chief of the Press Section.
Reinhardt manages the work in such a fashion
as to concentrate a maximum of attention on
developments which can be twisted in inter-
pretation so as to distort to the greatest possible
extent Soviet policy and political life. His reports
are constantly designed to support the anti-
Soviet policies of the Embassy in the State
Department and to conceal such facts and de-
velopments from the Department in Washington
as may contradict these policies. His is, of course,
an important position in the Embassy.

Reinhardt was further assigned the task of cul-
tivating relations with foreign diplomats for the
purpose of extracting from them information
that could be used to slander the Soviet Union.
He is one of the most eager searchers of gos-
sip and rumors in Moscow and promptly
reports such of this gossip and rumor as fits in
with his reporting program to the State Depart-
ment. He is highly valued for his abilities in this
field of “diplomatic” work which he assiduously
cultivates.

It is considered in the Embassy to be extreme-
ly likely that Reinhardt was also assigned to es-
pionage work among Soviet citizens. It is
thought that he has very close ties with the mil-
itary and civilian intelligence organizations ol the
United States and that he has been given various
assignments by these organizations which re-
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quire someone with high diplomatic rank and
a knowledge of the Russian language. Suffice it
to say that Reinhardt—although he made every
effort to conceal this from other Embassy per-
sonnel—eagerly sought contacts with certain
Soviet citizens.

He was also in close touch with the Consular
Section of the Embassy, a section in which
intelligence agents attempt to obtain information
from claimants to American citizenship.

Reinhardt was recently appointed American
Consul in Leningrad. This post was always
viewed within the Embassy as having primary
significance for intelligence work. Reinhardt did
not, however, go to Leningrad, because he was
too lazy to make the arrangements. This is well
known within the Embassy, although the Embassy
has falsely reported to the Department that the
Soviet authorities have made “difficulties” about
the establishment of a consulate in Leningrad.

Actually, of course, it is obvious that work
could be begun in temporary quarters there even
if it were necessary to wait for a month or so
for a permanent building to be made ready for
occupancy. This would hardly be according to
Reinhardt’s taste, however, so he did nothing
about the matter.

Reinhardt was assigned to live at Spasso House,
and personally assist the Ambassador in the man-
agement of the house, in entertainment, and in
other “work.” Reinhardt hated this arrangement
and also thoroughly disliked the Ambassador, a
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fact which, after several outbreaks at late parties,
became the common talk of the Embassy.

Reinhardt is worth writing about at such
length because he is one of the key young men
in the State Department anti-Soviet clique. In
his middle thirties, he has before him a long
career of advocating anti-Soviet policies in var-
ious posts to which he may be assigned in Mos-
cow, Washington and other parts of the world.

He is almost certain in the long run to occupy
highly important positions in the State Depart-
ment itself. His extraordinary ability at pushing
himself ahead almost guarantees his position for
the future.

The firm position of such a person as Rein-
hardt, who follows in the steps of Henderson,
Kennan and Durbrow and at the same time is
busy training little Hendersons, Kennans, Dur-
brows, and Reinhardts to occupy themselves
with American-Soviet relations in the future, is
one of the clearest demonstrations of the fact
that the State Department has committed its des-
tinies to people who have staked all on their
ability to continually deteriorate American-Soviet
relations.

It is hopeless to expect an improvement of these
relations without a fundamental political change
within the United States which will at the same
{ime clean out the State Department.

Such persons as Reinhardt know that their
careers will come to a dismal end at the very
moment that America and the Soviet Union be-
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come friendly again. They will therefore do
everything in their power to prevent the set-
tlement of outstanding difficulties between these
two nations and condemn both the American and
the Soviet peoples to perpetual hostility until
such a day as the American people decide to
throw these “diplomats” out of their key
posts and replace them with objective persons
who place national interests above their own
selfish careers.

[ have characterized only a few of the leading
personnel of the American Embassy in Moscow
without dwelling in detail on others, as the
leading posts at the Embassy are always held
by the representatives of Washington’s anti-
Soviet clique of the State Department, a detailed
description of which will be found in other
chapters.

Thus American public opinion and the Amer-
ican people are almost wholly dependent on a
small reactionary group, which include Embassy
officials and reactionary correspondents, who are
monopolizing all the channels of information
concerning the Soviet Union and causing great
damage to the interests of the American and
Soviet peoples.

CHAPTER FOUR

INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES
OF THE AMERICAN EMBASSY

'T he United States Embassy in‘Moscow, as I
have already mentioned, arranges its work so as
{o obtain prejudiced information on the Soviet
Union. This work is naturally not planned in
Moscow. I know of certain instances when 'the
Embassy received coded telegrams containing
instructions to collect tendentious and prejudiced
information that could be of use in the active anti-
Soviet propaganda campaign in the American
press and radio broadcasting. These cabled instruc-
tions were signed by the Secretary of State or his
acting deputy.

The State Department repeatedly pressed the
Embassy to intensify the collection of the sort of
information that could be utilized as propaganda
against the Soviet Union and its growing inter-
national influence, in the United States as well as
in other countries, through the channels of the
United States Information Service.

These instructions were cynical and shameless.
The State Department leaders made a special
point of facts and data on the standard of living
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of the Soviet population, which they suggested |

should be garbled and twisted for purposes of
anti-Soviet propaganda.

~ Sometimes I had a feeling that I was working
in some intelligence outfit. Take, for instance,
even the USIS where I was employed. It con-
tained, for the last couple of years and up to the
present, almost exclusively professional intelli-
gence officers who could not, or rather did not,
have the least desire to abandon their intelligence
habits.

I have in mind such professional intelligence
operators as Willis and Williams, formerly of the
US. Navy Intelligence, Melville Ruggles, the
former chief of the USIS, and Joseph Hanson,
who were regular employees of the Office of
Strategic Services.
~ I'saw how the employees of the Embassy, act-
ing on the orders of the Embassy and of the State
Department, used every possible opportunity to
obtain prejudiced information on the standard of
living and morale of the Soviet people, data on
industry and agriculture in the U.S.S.R. and
SO on.

When Embassy employees, for instance, would
take business or pleasure trips to various parts of
the Soviet Union, they were supposed (on their
return to the Embassy) to write detailed reports
on everything seen and heard during their jour-
ney, about all conversations with Soviet people
whom they chanced to meet, on information
gleaned from these conversations. They were in-
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structed to emphasize even insignificant pieces of
information of an unfavorable nature that might
he used for anti-Soviet propaganda purposes.

I personally know of many instances when Em-
bassy employees exaggerated certain shortcom-
ings which they noticed during their trips or, in
other cases, when they just invented episodes
which gave a distorted slant to certain aspects of
Soviet life.

The reason for all this is that the more anti-
Soviet slander there is in a report or memoran-
dum of an Embassy employee, the higher that
particular employee is valued.

During the war, employees of the Embassy
often undertook trips over the Soviet Union under
the pretext of maintaining contact with American
representatives in Odessa, Byelorussia and the
Ukraine (UNRRA), or to Murmansk, Archangel,
Vladivostok. After the war, their eventual destina-
tion was mostly Vladivostok, where an Amer-
ican Consulate General was maintained. All these
various trips were and are still exploited to ob-
tain tendentious intelligence information.

I could cite numerous examples. Two will be
sufficient to prove the point.

A former major of the U.S. Navy Intelligence,
Louise Luke, who was an attaché of the Amer-
ican Embassy, took a trip to Vladivostok. Sup-
posedly, she went to carry diplomatic mail. Actu-
ally, under the orders of Embassy authorities, she
was to utilize her trip for the collection of intel-
ligence data.
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She was instructed to make acquaintances on
the way, as well as to register any military in-
stallations she found on the Trans-Siberian rail-
road. She was also to obtain doctored informa-
tion on living standards in Siberia and the Soviet
Far East, that could be used for the anti-Soviet
propaganda in the United States.

When she arrived in Moscow, Louise Luke
wrote a detailed report on what she had seen
and heard during her trip. She wrote of all the
people she met on her way, of her conversations
with them,_and a lot of other details, including
even the prices of food at all large stations where
her train stopped. All this “extensive” information
was written up in the most slanderous expressions.
As | h:appened to find out, Luke invented some of
the episodes she described in her report in order
to make it more sensational and interesting.

Luke herself admitted she invented many of
the fact_s, because, during her trip from Moscow
lo Vladivostok she had met some pleasant people
Wlth_wl_lom she spent all her time enjoying herself
—drn;kmg and playing cards. As a matter of fact
she did not see a single thing worth mentioning.

I might also mention Freers, a third secretary
of the Embassy, who distinguished himself in the
same way. Freers made a similar trip recently
to the Urals, Middle Asia and the Caucasus. He
also made many acquaintances during his journey
and tried his best to obtain information from
them: and then wrote it up in the most colored
way in a report to the State Department.
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These American “diplomats” not only collected
general information that could (after being proc-
essed) be used for the anti-Soviet campaign.
They also attempted to obtain as much informa-
tion as they could of a purely military nature.

Freers, for example, carefully counted and wrote
down the names of all the airfields he passed
on his way, and noted the number of planes
on each of them. He tried to ascertain the loca-
tion and strength of military units on his line of
route, as well as other data of a purely military
character. In other words, Freers engaged in
military espionage in the direct sense of the
word.

The American Embassy in Moscow is divided
into sections for the convenience of gathering in-
telligence information: economical, political, press,
agricultural, consular and some technical and
administrative sections which are necessary for
the service of the specialized sections and the
needs of the employees.

The names of these sections define the direc-
tion of their intelligence work. For instance, the
Economic Section gathers information on Soviet
industry, quantity and quality of goods produced;
it keeps a card index on the Soviet economy, in
which all information gathered by Embassy em-
ployees and from the Soviet press is filed. The
work of the Agricultural Section is carried on
similarly. It gathers information on past harvests
in the U.S.S.R. and the prospects of the coming
harvests.
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The visitors to the Consular Section are usually
people without citizenship or ex-American citi-
zens now residing in the Soviet Union. They come
with various problems. Some wish to locate rela-
tives in America with a view to renewing corre-
spondence; others, mostly old folk, want to know
what possibility there is of joining their children
in  America. The employees of the Consular

Section are mostly intelligence officers, who .

make it their business to worm out of these vis-
itors intelligence information about the Soviet
Union.

Before such a visitor gets his request attended
to, he is subjected to a deit interrogation by the
intelligence adepts of the Consular Section. They
pry for information on the location of army units,
on living standards and conditions, especially if
the visitor comes from some other city, and any-
thing else of intelligence value. Without noticing
it himself, the applicant is turned into an inform-
ant of the Americans.

The consular officers stick at nothing. Whether
the applicant gets his request attended to depends
on the frankness of his answers to their queries.
They are always on the alert for the unwary,
simple type and cleverly get him involved. They
will delay settling his business so as to make him
visit the Consular Section more often, then set
him espionage assignments, and insist upon their
fulfillment.

Such cases are known to me, and this heartless
inveigling of old men and women into espionage
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work against the U.S.S.R., always aroused my
deep indignation.

Tphe inﬁelligence officers of the Consular Sec-
tion are not deterred by the fact that by entan-
gling their visitors in espionage activities they
place them in serious danger of being prosecuted
by the Soviet authorities. .

They care for only one thing—to gather all
the intelligence they can, regardless of the inev-
itable risk it is bound to involve for their inform-
ants.

It was this cynical attitude towards these peo-
ple that aroused my indignation most, but in my
position in the Embassy there was nothing I
could do to stop these hardhearted activities of
the American intelligence officers. ‘

I was told by friends among the staff of the
Embassy that these American intelligence officers
posing as diplomats preferred to involve visitors
to the Embassy in espionage work rather than do
the work themselves, because of the great dii-
ficulty of spying in the U.S.S.R. and the big risk
it involved. . N

The difficulty of enlisting Soviet citizens as
spies is a standing complaint with the American
intelligence officers. It often lands them in un-
pleasantnesses and as a result they are some-
{imes compelled to retire from the US.S.R. in a
hurry. ) ] )

Because of this, American intelligence men
anxious to win favor with their chiefs in
Washington, who insist on intelligence activities
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in the U.S.S.R. being intensified, seek to recruit
their agents among degenerate types and the
scum of Soviet society who have inherited a
slavish worship of “Western culture.”

When any of these dregs working as Amer-
ican spies happened to fall into the hands of the
Soviet security authorities, the American intelli-
gence men circulated rumors in their own Em-
bassy and in other diplomatic missions in Moscow
that “innocent people” were being arrested in the
Soviet Union.

This is really the height of cynicism!

When Lieutenant-General Smith, an intelligence
professional, came to Moscow as Ambassador,
many of the ways left behind by Harriman, for
whom intelligence was a vocation rather than a
profession, were not to his liking. Intelligence
work in the Embassy, in Smith’s opinion, was
much too elementary and naive, and he radically
reorganized it.

Smith made every member of the staff, down
lo the last clerk, no matter to what section he
was attached, engage in intelligence. He made it
the duty of all Embassy employees to establish
brief contacts with Soviet citizens, to talk with
them on various aspects of Soviet life, and then
prepare lengthy and detailed memoranda on all
the information they gathered, important or un-
important. For this purpose even the unspoken
rule, warning members of the Embassy staff

against associating with Soviet citizens, was
somewhat relaxed.
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h Ambassador Smith and Counsellor Dur-
br]oav(s)/t in their conversations with Embassy em-
ployees constantly emphasized t_hat. in intelligence
work no information was insignificant or un-
important; every detail that could be plckedt u;;
about the Soviet econom}{ and every aspect o

iet li as of interest. ‘ _
Solz‘ltl)?ltml;lfiigWSmith’s and Durbrow’s mstruchons{
officials of the American Embassy poked abé).u
Moscow and the Moscow environs trying to ‘lls(i
cover the location of military objects. If they fil e
in this, they nosed about markets, shops, restau-
rants, cafés, and railway stations picking up gos-
sip and rumors, which they then wqued u;;. in
anti-Soviet form and passed off as information
obtained from secret etlgerlts. In this form it is
i d to Washington.
dls(ll)gflcn}}seellor Durbrov§ sometimes went so far _atls
to insist that Embassy employees even write
down anecdotes they happened to hear from So-
viet acquaintances in Eihe city and present them in

form of memoranda.
th?t was the special business of one of the entl-
ployees of the Embassy, Martha Halleran, to
summarize the memoranda r.ecejlved from memi
bers of the staff—senior and junior. She also kep
a file of information gathered by Embass?jl
employees on Soviet industry, agriculture an

nsport.
tra} kIT)IOW of many cases when Embassy em-
ployees, in order to win fayor W.l’[h th'elr supﬁ—
riors, invented “facts” casting discredit on the
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Soviet Union, workin i
1, g them up into memorand
and pretendxpg they were learned in the coursg
of Aclc;nt\;e;rsatlon with a Soviet citizen,
1S was summarized and entered i
gle.bTms file was freely drawn upcgre] bl}? g;:
mbassy staff when writing their reports. One
C?Q imagine what a biased and tendentious
glc.ure of Soviet realities must have been given
y information based upon the gossip and scrapp
datai] gathered in this way. !
ere were progressive-minded empl
the Embasgy who resisted the attemptpsot};e?ra(\)xf
thelz)m i)nto intelligence work.
,urbrow repeatedly suggested that I
n:lt:ilillgence memoranda t%lling abiut ig;]pc;sce-z
go on.ances, my conversations with them, and
I spent a vacation in Og
essa and
fr'e.tlurned, Durbrow requested me to v{/lritewgendJ
I,cléedlhreport on what I had seen and heard there.
t Ilgc ined, as I had done on previous occasions
a?]dmlgsgégqnthat my vacation was my own afTair
0 rea: i
ons posaw spentaigt(?n why I should write a report
Some Embassy employees are ver i
;lns sort of work. There was Elizagetzfag):galnn
forn.]er acting chief of the Information Bureau.
%r instance. With Embassy permission, she went
a'tput actively establishing contacts with Soviet
citizens. Al! her conversations with them. on
evteay imaginable subject, she wrote up in minut-
est detail and submitted, in the form of intelligence
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memoranda, to the Embassy chiefs. This made
her very popular with them.

Incidentally, on her return to the United States,
Elizabeth Eagan began to write slanderous arti-
cles about the Soviet people for American reac-
tionary periodicals. She had a long story in the
Coronet with the “intriguing” title—“Russian
Men I Knew.” This was simply a malicious lam-
poon of Soviet life and Soviet people. She tells
of various love affairs she is supposed to have
had with Russian men and of “facts” she learned
in the course of them—all sheer imagination.

Along with libelling Russian men, Eagan
casts cynical jibes at the heroic Soviet women.
She ridicules the way the splendid women of Mos-
cow and Leningrad dressed during the grim and
austere years of war, when they were such staunch
comrades-in-arms of their husbands, sons and
fiancés fighting at the front, not only replacing
them in factories and farms, but, many of them,
taking an active part in the battle operations of
the Red Army. One must be morally corrupt and
degraded to speak in this jeering and derisive way
of the wonderful Soviet women.

To return to the intelligence activities of em-
ployees of American diplomatic missions. Amer-
ican espionage in the Soviet Union has had a
series of bad discomfitures. There have been num-
bers of arrests of spies in the American service,
and several instances lately of expulsion from
the U.S.S.R. of professional intelligence agents
operating under the protection of diplomatic pass-
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ports or newspaper correspondents’ cards. Yet, it

must be stressed, the espionage activities of
American intelligence agents in the U.S.S.R. are
continuing unabated.

The reactionary bosses of the U.S.A., through
their agents in the State Department and the
armed forces, are putting increasing pressure on
their intelligence representatives in Moscow to
get them to intensify their espionage activities.
Compromised and expelled intelligence officers
are replaced by others, and the espionage goes on.

The methods of the intelligence professionals
in the American Embassy and military attaché’s
office may be illustrated by a few recent ignomin-
ious exposures.

George Rullard, an American intelligence of-
ficer who served in the Soviet Union as Assistant
Naval Attaché, was extremely active in espio-
nage.

In the early years of the second world war
Rullard worked in Archangel as head of the
American Naval Mission. His official function was
to assist the Soviet authorities in the receipt of
lend-lease supplies from America. But this was only
his secondary job. His chief purpose in Archangel
was to obtain secret military information.

On arriving in Archangel Rullard eagerly strove
fo fulfill instructions received from ONI.

In 1943 Rullard was appointed to an independ-
ent post as Assistant Naval Attaché at the
American Consulate General in Vladivostok. For
Rullard this post was a promotion, because the
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Soviet Far East was of very great interest to
American Intelligence, especially in view of the
importance of the Pacific theater of war.

Rullard obtained the assignment to Vladivostok
together with himself of Irene Matusis, who had
worked as his interpreter in Archangel. Rullard
had good reason for insisting on the transfer of
Matusis to Vladivostok as he had involved her in
espionage and she was indispensable to him.

If in Archangel Rullard had, in carrying on his
work, used some measure of discretion and care
and adjusted himself to Soviet conditions, this
was not the case in Vladivostok. Having already
acquired a certain amount of experience, he tried
to develop his intelligence activities on a
broad scale. As in Archangel, Matusis, for wbom
he got a job as an interpreter in the American
Consulate, helped him actively in this work.

On Rullard’s orders Matusis established con-
tacts among military personnel of the Red Army,
workers of the port, captains of Soviet ships, etc.
She sought out and found persons of interest to
Rullard and acquainted him with them.

Rullard was often spoken of by employees of
the U.S. Naval Mission in Moscow as a talented
intelligence officer who, while pretending to be
friendly to the Soviet Union and thus fayoralgl_y
impressing his acquaintances among Soviet citi-
zens, would extort secret information from them
in casual conversations over a glass of liquor.

Rullard sometimes succeeded in mvolymg in-
experienced people in a network of spy intrigue.
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In order to achieve his aims, Rullard did not
hesitate to resort to blackmailing and bullying of
some of his acquaintances, who, having become
aware that he was an intelligence agent, were
unwilling to permit themselves to be used as
spies.

It is known to me that Rullard’s work in Vladi-

vostok was praised by the heads of the Embassy.

As | have already pointed out, Irene Matusis
was his most highly trusted assistant in espio-
nage. Like her chief, Matusis constantly associated
with Soviet citizens, made personal “friends”
among them, liberally entertained them and made
small gifts to them.

After undertaking active intelligence work in
Vladivostok, Matusis saw that the Soviet security
authorities had her under observation. Uneasy be-
cause of this surveillance and realizing she might
be caught, Matusis began to take measures to go
to America.

But it was too late. In 1947 Soviet security
authorities arrested Matusis and liquidated the
spy nest which Rullard had created in Vladivostok.

This incident caused unprecedented alarm in
the Embassy in Moscow, especially in the Naval
Mission, because the Americans there feared ex-
posure of the Embassy’s espionage activity.

Nevertheless this serious failure in the oper-
ations of American Navy Intelligence in the So-
viet Union did not stop intelligence officers of the
Embassy and the Navy Section from continuing
their improper activities.
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Another “rising star” of American Intelligence
in the Soviet Union was a career officer of Navy
Intelligence, Assistant Naval Attaché Robert
Dreher. He exercised his abilities in Odessa,
where in 1946-47 he worked in the American
Naval Mission.

Dreher complained of difficulties in carrying
out espionage in Odessa, as Soviet authorities
had him under close observation and did not per-
mit him to organize his espionage as it should be.

Dreher’s special merit was the acquisition of a
spy who was an official in the Odessa Customs
House and who, because of his work, had official
contact with American representatives.

From my Embassy friends 1 learned that
Dreher was caught red-handed, and I understood
that this incident involved that very spy who had
been enlisted by Dreher in Odessa and who had
come to Moscow to turn over intelligence infor-
mation to him.

The Soviet reader already knows of the expul-
sion from the U.S.S.R. of the American corre-
spondent, Robert Magidoff, on the charge of es-
pionage. Here I want only to point out what I
know of Magidof’s activify, because he used to
be a constant “guest” in the Embassy and was
well known to all Americans here.

Robert Magidoff had lived in the Soviet Union
for many years. He was well acquainted with the
country and the Russian language. He had mar-
ried a Russian and thus acquired family connec-
tions here.

-
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In the American Embassy Magidoff was con-
sidered to be a well-informed person. He was use-
ful and was appreciated there, because he system-
atically contributed information about the So-
viet Union.

The Embassy people spoke of him as a skilful
person who was able to penetrate everywhere
and get information, owing to the fact that he
always tried to create an impression on his Rus-
sian friends that he was loyal and friendly to:
wards the U.S.S.R.

In reality Magidoff never was a friend of the
Soviet Union. He masked his views for the pur-
pose of ‘making friends with Soviet citizens in
order to get various and sundry espionage infor-
mation from them.

I consider that the American intelligence
officers who acted under the cover of the
McGraw-Hill publishing house deliberately chose
Magidoff and asked him to collect espionage in-
formation on the Soviet Union. American Intel-
ligence was very well aware of the fact that
Magidoff had a good knowledge of Soviet condi-
tions, and experience in espionage.

Magidoff did his best to carry out orders of
American Intelligence. He constantly wandered
about the city, trying to penetrate into Soviet
scientific institutions and making the acquaint-
ance of Soviet scientists who were working on
new scientific research. Magidoff collected and
gave the Embassy even the most minute details
which he had discovered.
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His connection with intelligence organizations
as a rule Magidoff maintained through Embassy
diplomatic pouches. I remember how several
times when 1 was the duty officer of the Embassy,
Magidoff turned over to the pouch room his dis-
patches to be sent to the United States. The Em-
bassy by this means encouraged and assisted
Magidofl in his espionage and in doing so was
guilty of a serious violation of diplomatic postal
privileges.

I was not at all surprised when I found out
that the Soviet authorities had decided to bring
this scandalous situation to an end.




CHAPTER FIVE

THE UNITED STATE
INFORMATION SERVICE SAND
AMERICAN PROPAGANDA

ln addition to the Office of Strategic Servi
(OSS), the Qfﬁce of War Informagticon G?S\C)\??)
Z\fglselcreated 1? dJut?le 1942, Although they were
y connected, S i
closely co e OSS and OWI had different
Although formally the OWI was a
_ ro
organ, it actually had intelligence funpctig?xg.anda
_The official task of OWI during the war was the
ghssemmghop of propaganda, information and mis-
mformgltlon in the United States, the territories of
the Allies and neutral and enemy countries.
Elmer Davis, the journalist and radio com-
mentator, was appointed chief of the OWI.
co?siz’?ema] fcommittee was created for the OW!I
ing of representatives of th
Na]yﬁ/ agc\lvother departments. ¢ War, State,
e I used its official branches
representatives in allied and neutral couilr’:(riiegr?gi

the furtheri e .
nctiv?tge}sl.ermg of its intelligence and propaganda
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Besides intelligence and propaganda work in
the United States and abroad, the OWI also had
censorship functions in the U.S. and acted as a
sort of an official information bureau for the
American Government through which it issued
official communiqués and statements.

Branch offices of the OWI were set up in all
American Embassies abroad. One of them was
organized in the American Embassy in Moscow.
Under the guise of distributing American publica-
tions and movies, its employees were active in in-
telligence work. Under the pretence of cultural
and propaganda work they would strike up ac-
quaintances among Soviet citizens and attempt to
glean from them information of interest to Amer-
ican intelligence organizations.

After the war, the OWI as well as part of the
0SS was transferred to the State Department
creating the Office of International Information
and Cultural Affairs. In accordance with this re-
organization the OWI branch at the Embassy was
also reorganized to a certain extent. A bureau of
information was set up in the Embassy which was
subordinated to the Office of International Infor-
mation and Cultural Affairs of the State Depart-
ment.

I am best acquainted with that section of
{he Embassy in Moscow which is known as the
United States Information Service (USIS). This
organization is officially engaged in spread-
ing American propaganda in the Soviet Union.
It maintains an office on Vesnin Street in Mos-
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cow and its activities are directed by the ﬂ ’

U.S. Embassy.
I worked in U.S. Information Service setups ap-
proximately two and a half years. During this pe-

riod I was connected with administrative and
other responsible work and naturally became }
very well acquainted with all phases of this or-

ganization’s work as well as with its program.

- The two principal channels of American official 2

propaganda in the Soviet Union are the Russian
language magazine Amerika and the radio pro-
grams in the Russian language broadcast by the
Voice of America.

The propaganda material for both of these chan- |

nels is produced principally in Washington and

New York by a large organization employing ]

many White Russians.

The Voice of America uses Russian Whiteguard
elements not only as radio announcers, but also | i

as experts on Russia and consultants on radio
broadcasts. It is not difficult to surmise the type
of consultation the Voice of America receives

from these “experts” who specialize in systematic |

foul provocations against the Soviet people. The
Voice of America does not understand what an
awkward position it places itself in by daily pol-

luting the ether with the odious fabrications of its |

Whiteguard consultants.
It may be worth noting that not only the divi-

sion of the State Department having fo do with |

Voice of America broadcasts turns to the services

of these vile provocateurs; leading members of |

104

the State Department anti-Soviet clique also
maintain close contact with representatives of
Russian Whiteguard organizations in America.

It is indeed very symptomatic that the ringle'ad-
er of the Russian fascists in the U.S.A., Vonsiat-
sky, was released from prison in 1947 without
completing his sentence. He had been sentenced
in 1942 to a long term in prison by a Federal
Court for espionage against the United States in
the interests of Germany and Japan.

A member of the anti-Soviet clique of the State
Department, Francis Stevens, is married to a White
Russian émigrée. It is also known that Mrs.
Stevens was instrumental in getting another
White Russian emigrée, Xenia Barnes, into the
State Department. The Department lost no time
in sending her, together with her husband, to
work in the American Embassy in Moscow.

Xenia Barnes was employed in the Embassy -
at the same time that I was. She was, in fact, rep-
resentative of U.S. White Russian circles in the
American Embassy in Moscow. Her attitude was
extremely anti-Soviet and she not only had great
influence over her husband who was the chief of
the Economic Section of the Embassy, but very
effectively carried out the orders of the State De-
partment pertaining to the anti-Soviet indoctrina-
tion of the other employees of the Embassy.

While she was in Moscow Xenia Barnes told
me that her mother lives near New York on Reed
Farm with ex-Countess Tolstoy. Xenia Barnes
too was very close to ex-Countess Tolstoy. Both
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were actively engaged in anti-Soviet provocations.
The past of Xenia Barnes is not without piquancy.
She is a former torch singer of an Odessa cabaret
and fled abroad during the Civil War in Russia.

One cannot deny that the U.S. State Depart-
ment has quite “liberal ideas” as to what it takes
to make a “Russian expert.” Side by side we see
a former countess who has disgraced the name of
her great father and a former torch singer of an
Odessa cabaret.

Besides their provocational activities as “con-
sultants” of the American diplomatic service, the
Russian Whiteguard elements in America who
are on the pay roll of the American authorities
perform another, and no less disgusting function.
They are the middlemen in the anti-Soviet indoc-
trination and export to countries of North and
South America of cheap labor under the guise of
so-called displaced persons among whom are So-
viet citizens forcibly held abroad. In other words
they are actually assisting the American reaction-
. aries in their slave trading.

The sweet words used by top-level leaders of
American diplomacy are not adequate in covering
up the real situation. Their hypocritical speeches
attempt to hide the support that they give and the
active use that they make for anti-Soviet pur-
poses of the small gang of traitors that were
thrown out of their country.

But these comments on the personnel of the
Voice of America have brought me away from
my main theme.
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The Moscow office of USIS plays an important
part in directing the policy of American propa-
ganda, advising and reporting on the effectiveness
of the magazine and the radio program and also
in distribution of the magazine Amerika.

It is true that the USIS office in Moscow has
other functions. It is trying to realize a so-called
program of “cultural relations” implemented with
motion pictures, jazz records, samples of Amer-
ican “art,” etc.

A large portion of these expensive items paid
for by American taxpayers may be found in
the private collections of various Embassy em-
ployees and practically none of them ever fur-
thered “cultural relations.” This is also true of the
large funds that were once spent on entertain-
mert. 1

In general, it should be pointed out that the
United States Information Service, and specifically
the Moscow office, has wasted government
money. Expensive books and other property have
disappeared without trace. Facts revealed by an
inventory were carefully hushed to avoid scandal.
Much of this went on before my time, and al-
though I endeavored to stop some of it, there
is reason to believe that this foul practice still
goes on. CoE

Large funds are spent on the publication of the
magazine Amerika. It is issued on slick magazine
paper from cover to cover and is filled with full-
color reproductions. This was done on the re-
commendation of the Embassy in order to make
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the magazine as “luxurious” as possible and to

impress “naive Soviet citizens” with American |

“wealth.”

The magazine is portrayed by the bosses of |
American propaganda as self-sustaining by the

simple device of not including in its cost the
government-paid salaries of editors, writers and

others. These salaries are over and above all the

other expenses of publishing the magazine.

The USIS office in Moscow is overstaffed. This } 'l
is largely the result of the fact that the highly |

paid attachés who nominally man the organization
in fact do little but occupy themselves with their

personal business and intrigues and get in the
way of subordinate personnel who do all the work. |

[t is true that these persons do have some “func-
tions” which will be discussed later, but they do

not help with the nominal activities of the USIS &

office.

From the point of view of the American people |
this extravagance cannot be justified in any |

manner.

The American Embassy in Moscow does not
even know whether the 50,000 copies of the |

magazine which are sent here every month are
read or not. Like the losses of Embassy property,
the fate of Amerika is a carefully concealed fact,

and especially concealed from the American pub- §

lic which ultimately foots the bill.

Facts which are well known to the Embassy, ¥
but carefully concealed from the public in the ™4

United States are that Amerika is not read on
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a large scale in the Soviet Union and those who
do read it do not think much of it. '

Its articles cater to a naive mentality. It
pictures an America wrapped in cellophane and
hermetically sealed, an America where the farm-
ers never get dirt on their hands and industrial
workers send congratulations to the board of
directors when the latter announce that profits
are at a level of fifty per cent, where everyone
lives in a fifteen-room house and receives 'gwenty
thousand dollars a year tax-free as a gift for
doing nothing. '

It neither deceives Soviet readers nor does it
appeal to them. The Russian does not like to be
taken for a sucker. '

Under these circumstances it becomes a major
event in the American Embassy when a Russian
is discovered who is reading Amer_lka or has
seen it. If an American is travelling in the prov-
inces and meets a Russian somewhere who has
read Amerika it is cause for a full report to the
Embassy and a special telegram to the Secretary
of State to be shown confidentially to Congress-
men. From this they conclude that Amerika is
meeting with great success in the particular local-
ity where this unusual Russian was encountered.

I know of many cases when Embassy employ-
ees have been sent out to travel in remote' regiomns,
with all expenses paid, in order to collect just such
information. Most of them count themselves for-
tunate if they found one Amerika reader tgetv’v,een
Moscow and Vladivostok. Such “information” on
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Russian reactions to Amerika is valuable to the
Embas§y because it is used to support demands
for additional funds to spend on this fraud.

i remember the tremendous sensation that was
caused in the Embassy by the “discovery” that
several copies of Amerika were allegedly stolen
from the Vesnin Street house and sold on the

black market.” This also was cause for an urgent
confidential telegram to the Department of State
with the suggestion that Congressmen ought to
be mformgd of such a “major event.” It was pic-
tured as illustrating the tremendous demand for
Amerika, whereas al] it indicated was a brisk de-
mand for nearly free paper which could be—and
in fact was—used for all sorts of purposes.

The Department was told that the stolen copies
were bemg “sold illegally for a large price” which
was certainly not true. “Actually, these particular
copies were intentionally left exposed by an USIS
employee so that they would be stolen.

. Another trick—copies of Amerika were thrown

éga;vatl}s]te btins tthrloughout Moscow in the hope
e sireet cleaners and

show them to their friends. charwomen would

Americans from the Embassy were told to
travel on buses, streetcars and subways all over
Moscow and to “forget” copies of Amerika on
the seats where they would be found by a pre-
sursnably 1“eager” publie,

everal copies of this “ingenious” publicatio
of the State Department weregleft on paI;k becr?ct#z:rsl
in Moscow. Americans travelling on Soviet rail-

110

ways were told to take several hundred copies of
Amerika with them and leave them in station
buffets en route.

A letter to the editor received at Vesnin
Street is cause for an immediate trip by the chief
of the office to the Ambassador. This is especially
so if the letter (which rarely happens) approves
or praises one of the articles. Such letters come
so infrequently that, as 1 learned, from time to
time certain USIS employees have been tipped
handsomely to write a few of them, sign them
with pseudonyms, and mail them to Vesnin Street.
Thus the U.S. Government pays with the taxpay-
ers’ money for such letters praising the magazine.

In the same manner Soviet “reactions” are
collected for the Voice of America radio pro-
grams.

Not even the most optimistic leaders of the
Embassy believe in Amerika’s effectiveness. The
radio program, however, was looked upon with
great hope by the leading clique. They valued it so
highly that Charles Bohlen, Special Assistant to
the Secretary of State and one of the leaders of
the Russian affairs monopolists, arranged for the
assignment of his brother-in-law, Charles Thayer,
to direct the editing for the Russian language
broadcasts.

In the vision of these “experts” on Russian
affairs this radio program was to become the
bedtime lullaby for millions of Russian families.
It was to “sell” American “culture” and Amer-
ican foreign policy to the Soviet people the way
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the American networks sell soap to the American
public.

The essential difference between the American
radio public and that of the Soviet Union, how-
ever, was overlooked by the State Department.

An American turns off one program selling
soap and—to his disgust—tunes in another
which is also selling soap. In fact, most of the
programs on the American radio advertise soap,
soft drinks, cigarettes and other such items, so
the radio listener has very little choice.

In the Soviet Union, however, it is always
possible to tune out the American program sent
by the Voice of America and to tune in an oper-
etta, concert, lecture, news program, play, etc.

No normal person will listen to naive and
second-rate American propaganda spoken in
antiquated Russian, when he can hear a concert
by his favorite Soviet artists.

The fact remains that the Voice of America
is not successful in the Soviet Union. It has prac-
tically no audience, although anyone can buy a
radio and listen to it as long and as frequently as
he pleases.

This is known to the Embassy and is concealed
from the American public. Congress is told in
confidential talks by State Department representa-
tives that the program is popular and that it is
listened to all over the Soviet Union.

It is true, of course, that the U.S. Government’s
program of official propaganda directed at the
U.S.S.R. has its more absurd aspects and wastes
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American money. But it would be a mistake to
conclude from these facts that it does not have
more serious implications.

The USIS program is a part of U.S. official
policy towards the Soviet Union. It is a weapon
against the Soviet Union and its people and it is
controlled by the same people in the State Depart-
ment and outside it who control the whole pro-
gram of official American relations with Russia.

Therefore, through this relatively small area
of the total activity of the State Department it
is possible to see American official policy as the
officials of the State Department and the U.S.
Embassy in Moscow themselves conceive and
execute it.

In furtherance of their principal task these
broadcasts intentionally are designed to propagan-
dize false pictures and concepts of American life
and subtly suggest to Soviet listeners that only
under capitalism is such a “heaven on earth”
possible.

For instance, the Voice of America presents
an interview with an American worker who tells

- of his new five-room home. He does not say

that the house is mortgaged for ninety per cent
of its wvalue, that it will take him thirty
years to pay for it, and that if in the meanwhile
he should become unemployed, he will lose
his home and everything that goes with it and
be thrown out in the street. He does not speak
of the millions of American workers who pay
thirty to forty per cent of their incomes for rent

8—332 113




and often live in slums the miseries of which are
difficult for a Soviet person to comprehend. He
says that he owns a new Ford car. He does not
say that he bought the car on installment pay-
ments and that when he becomes unemployed he
will lose his car and all the money he invested
in it. He does not relate that most American
workers do not have new Ford cars.

In short, the Voice of America “interview”
gives a distorted and doctored version of Amer-
ican life. The State Department broadcasts pic-
ture an America which never existed and never
could exist under capitalism.

The Amerika magazine gives its readers the
same distorted version of American life. That is
why its articles picture an effortless and carefree
existence filled with the finest luxuries, complete
for the asking.

The Voice of America presents a deliberately
false picture of American foreign policy. The
State Department is depicted in these broadcasts
as an angel of peace constantly rebuffed by a
“warlike” Soviet Union.

Of course even the bland liars of the American
propaganda program have found it difficult to
explain why the U.S. Government is so unwilling
to sit down at a council table with the Soviet
Government and actually settle American-Soviet
differences. It is also difficult to explain the other
features of current American foreign policy in
which one aggressive fact is bound to speak loud-
er than a million insinuating words.
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The fact is that not even the most optimistic of
the American officials who have conceived these
“clever” programs believe that they have any
chance of convincing any large number of people
in the Soviet Union either that American foreign
policy at the present time is “peace-loving,” or
that capitalism is better than Socialism.

They realize that Soviet people are patriotic
and loyal and, above all, politically educated, that
they believe in their Government and in Social-
ism. They realize that the overwhelming majority
of the Soviet population are completely insuscep-
tible to American propaganda and are not in the
slightest deceived by their necessarily naive “line.”

Nevertheless they maintain the USIS office in
Moscow not so much for propaganda as for in-
telligence work.

It is no coincidence that most of the directing
personnel of the USIS office in Moscow have been
men with intelligence training.

Joseph Phillips who managed this office for
Ambassador Harriman (at that time it was
known as OWI—the Office of War Information)
is a graduate of West Point, a regular army
officer who “retired” and took up journalism in
the Soviet Union, Italy and other countries during
the °thirties, and who resumed his army commis-
sion as a full colonel during the war. Phillips
apparently maintained close connections with the
military throughout his career. It is well known,
of course, that “retired” army and navy officers
are frequently important espionage agents for
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American Intelligence and it is extremely prob-
able that Phillips falls into this category.

Elizabeth Eagan who directed the USIS office
in Moscow for a considerable period after Phil-
lips’ departure was an extremely active person in
seeking contacts among Russians Under cover
of “love affairs” with Russian men she obtained
information which she reported to certain indi-
viduals in the U.S. Embassy.

Eagan was replaced by Armond Willis who
headed USIS in Moscow until he left in early
1947 Willis was trained in the Russian language
at the Naval Intelligence School in Boulder, Col-
orado.

Manning Williams who was the Assistant Chief
of the USIS office was trained in the same school.
He was forced to leave Moscow in 1947 after
the “Willis scandal.”

Joseph Hanson who replaced Williams was at
one time connected with the Office of Strategic
Services.

Melville Ruggles, who replaced Armond Willis
and who until recently was head of the USIS
office, was sent to Moscow by American in-
telligence organizations to “purchase Soviet
books.”

Thus, apparently every person who has occu-
pied a directing position in the USIS office since
it was set up here during the war has had close
connections with intelligence operations, or at
least has had intelligence training. In view of the
nature of the USIS program this is, of course, not
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surprising, but in any case it is a vivid comment-
ary on the United States Government’s idea of
“cultural relations” between the United States
and the Soviet Union, even at a period when these
two countries were intimately associated in a
joint war effort against Hitler.

I have pointed out that such persons as Willis
and Williams “did not understand their task well”
and had to be gotten rid of. The fact remains that
they were picked apparently because of their
qualifications. including intelligence training, and
the fact that they did not pan out indicates only
that the persons who chose them made mis-
takes—mistakes which were quickly rectified.

I have also pointed out that the persons whom
| have mentioned were engaged in fulfilling or-
ders given by other people on top. But these per-
sons on top also have close connections with in-
telligence operation and with the intelligence
organizations. Davies, Durbrow, Thayer, Allen are
themselves spies and closely connected with other
spies. The American Foreign Service as a whole
is an intelligence organization.

During the period of my work in the USIS and
in the State Department in Washington I dis-
cussed with many of the most important figures in
this propaganda program, including both Durbrow
and Davies, the function of the Voice of America
and the Amerika magazine. | saw how material
was edited and saw the comments on USIS work
sent to the State Department from Moscow. I
saw how close the connection was between Amer-
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ican espionage and the Voice of America broad-
casts. [ was not the only one to see this. Armond
Willis made a statement which contained not only
the facts I have mentioned, but which showed up
some of the other aspects.

The case of Armond Willis throws light on the
methods and the objectives of those Embassy and
State Department officials who control the Voice
of America and Amerika.

Willis, who was dispatched to Moscow by the
State Department in 1946 to head the USIS office,
naively thought that he had been sent in order to
further cultural relations and contacts between
the Soviet and American peoples.

It is difficult to understand how Willis could
have misunderstood his task, how he could have
thought that he would be allowed to do his job as
he understood it. how, in short, he could have
come with such inadequate “political preparation”
and indoctrination. It is only possible to conclude
that someone in the State Department had made
a serious mistake which evoked a veritable
storm in the Embassy. It revealed very completely
the hand of the Embassy leaders. Willis was
dismissed and sent home.

Willis was presumably selected for propaganda
work because it was thought by those who
chose him that as a former naval officer trained
in the Russian language at the Naval Intelligence
School he would understand discipline in terms
of executing Embassy directives on USIS activities
and the intelligence aspects of this work.
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Willis, however, although an altogether conserv-
ative person in political views, was of an mdg-
pendent cast of mind and refused to ghrect his
activities towards the disruption of Soviet-Amer-
ican friendship as he was expected to do. He
made the extremely serious mistake, from the
point of view of his career, of believing the public
utterances of State Department spokesmen that
they wished to further mutual understanding and
culfural contacts between Russia and America.
He thought that these statements were more
authoritative than the instructions given him by
the U.S. Embassy authorities in Moscow (instruc-
tions which ran absolutely counter to the “friend-
ly” public statements). He did not comprehend
that these statements were actually just a smoke
screen to hide from the American people the
preparations for aggressive anti-Soviet pc?hcy.

The Embassy, of course, was unable either to
understand or tolerate this “absurd naiveté.”

In the first place efforts were made to undermine
Willis' position in the Embassy, set .hls own
employees against him and prevent him from
directing his own office. In the second place
action was taken to “arrange” his “transfer” out
of Moscow at the earliest possible opportunity.

Willis sensed what was going on around him.
He was neither a meek person nor a coward and
fought back to the best of his ability.

When the Embassy finally told him that he
had been transferred to Budapest, he sensed
their intention—namely to get him ont of
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Moscow to a quieter spot from whence he could
be fired without risk of scandal. Instead of going,
he resigned from the State Department and be-
fore departing from Moscow made a scathing
statement to an American correspondent, criticiz-
ing the Embassy leadership and revealing that the
career officers in the Embassy were making their
careers on “anti-Sovietism” and “Russian hating.”

The State Department at this point, as is well
known, made great efforts to prevent the dissem-
ination of the Willis statement on a wide scale.
They also threw into action machinery for slan-
dering Willis.

Ambassador Smith took the position that Willis
had been transferred because “he was not good
enough for his job”—a strange statement since
Willis had never been given a chance to do his job.

He tried to laugh off the Willis case publicly.
Privately, Embassy officers took the line that Wil-
lis was actually a “Communist” and spread this
rumor among the numerous correspondents who
had come to Moscow for the Council of Foreign
Ministers meeting which was going on at the
time.

Simultaneously, the Embassy, in “revenge,” took
steps to blacklist Willis with U.S. security author-
ities so that he could never hold a job for any
length of time with the U.S. Government again,
Leading Embassy officials even admitted in pri-
vate conversations with me and other persons that
they had done this in order to thoroughly frighten
any other possible “Willises.”
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I personally was fully acquainted with the Willis
case since I was in the USIS office in Moscow at
the time, and saw in the day to day instructions
which were given me by John Davies, First Secre-
tary of the Embassy, how the USIS was being run
without reference to Willis. I also saw how Davies
over a period of many months devoted a major
part of his energy treacherously attemptmg‘ to
“put Willis on the spot” and blacken his reputation.

Time and again I was closely questioned by
Davies about my knowledge of Willis’ activity in
the office and about his personal life and political
views. Other employees of USIS underwent the
same questioning.

Davies was working on several lines as I sensed
from his questions. In the first place he was
attempting to get data to prove that Willis was
“lazy and a poor worker.” In the second place, he
was attempting to get material which would
enable him to report to Embassy authorities that
Willis was pro-Communist or actually a Commu-
nist. In the third place, he was adopting a com-
mon tactic with persons of his type of mentality
and was attempting to get someone to assert that
Willis was either a homosexual or engaged in
irregular sexual relations with Embassy employ-
ees. This last was a desperate attempt and ex-
tremely futile, since Willis lived a normal family
life, as was obvious to everyone.

Davies finally picked on a report which Willis
had written on a trip he took to Kiev. Willis had
in this essay reported everything exactly as he
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had seen it. He did not add anything to what he
had seen and heard in a visit to a collective farm
and in interviews with various prominent persons
in Kiev. Handing in this kind of report was like
waving a red rag before a bull. Davies was beside
himself with fury, since he had always insisted
that every report be “interpreted”—of course in
an anti-Soviet light—before it was transmitted
to the State Department. Davies slandered this
report with the assistance of some of the syco-
phantic “experts” from the Embassy staff and
pictured it as incompetent and pro-Soviet. This
particular trick actually played a major role in
arranging Willis’ transfer.

Direct and indirect pressure was brought on
Manning Williams, Willis' Assistant Chief of
USIS in Moscow. Williams was given to under-
stand, in so many gentle and not so gentle hints,
that if he were to furnish information which could
be used against Willis, he could expect to be
appointed to Willis’ position after Willis was
transferred.

Williams made the mistake of trying to be neu-
tral. As a result he, like Willis, was later dismissed
and lost his opportunity to make an “excellent
career” in the State Department.

Personally I did not like Armond Willis and I
was not one of his friends. I cannot, however,
help but admire him for his courage in issuing a
statement to the press which threw light, or could
have thrown light, on Embassy intrigues and
“Russian hating.”
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Willis’ statement cost him his career in the
government service; he has had to look for work
outside the government to make his living. This
was the price of his attempting to cross swords
with the State Department monopolists on Soviet-
American affairs.

The Willis’ case is one of the best illustrations
[ can think of—and one of which [ was an eye-
witness—of the sordid intrigues and vilification
to which the Embassy leadership was and is willing
to stoop in order to impose their policies and
crush dissent within the State Department.

Willis was replaced with a personal choice of
John Davies—Melville Ruggles who occupies
this post at the present time.

Ruggles is a person with the mentality of a
combination of bookkeeper and private detective.
He was sent to Moscow, as I have already point-
ed out, in order to buy books for American intel-
ligence agencies working on the Soviet Union
and to acquire all sorts of available literature, in-
cluding, particularly, technical literature, which
was to be thoroughly combed in Washington for
possible intelligence information. Very likely he
had been given other assignments as well.

Ruggles was an ideal selection from the point
of view of Davies and Durbrow because he has
no independence of character. He is a petty career-
ist who possibly could not find worl outside the
State Department, and would never do anything
except what he was told to do.

His function was to act as a figurehead, keep
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out of everyone’s way, and execute such orders
as Durbrow chose to give him directly. He was,
of course, to have the right to make suggestions.
It was felt that his intelligence experience might
make his comments useful.

Once Willis had been evicted the Embassy vent-
ed its spite on Williams for not cooperating with
their anti-Willis slander campaign. About three
months after Willis left, Williams was called in
and told that his job was “abolished” and that he
must return to the United States.

He was not told that at the same time he was
being sent home another person was being sent
to take his place and do exactly the work to which
he had been previously assigned. Just how a “re-
placement” could be sent to take a job which had
been “abolished” was never made clear. Every-
one, including Williams himself, understood, of
course, that this was simply a device to get rid
of him.

Williams, who had witnessed what had happened
to Willis, saw the handwriting on the wall and sur-
rendered. Without making any undue scandal, he
left and went to Germany where apparently he
has a job in the American Military Government.
By keeping quiet he saved his career. He had
thoroughly learned his lesson.

The person sent to take Williams’ place was
Joseph Hanson, a close friend of Ruggles. Hanson
had previously worked in the U.S. Embassy and
was well known to the Embassy as a person
from whom no resistance could be expected.
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The replacement of Willis by Ruggles, and Wil-
liams by Hanson, finally established directly and
beyond the possibility of any dispute the control
of the Russian affairs monopoly of the State De-
partment over the Moscow USIS office.

Indeed, Willis was never any actual barrier to
Embassy leaders in exercising day to day control
over all USIS affairs. Orders were simply issued
directly to subordinates and they were told not
to pay any attention to anything which Willis
might suggest. Willis’ very presence, however,
was a daily reminder of an America which Da-
vies, Durbrow and Co. wished to .forget——'an
American people, large sections of Whl'(‘h are in-
dependent, form their own opinions w1thout' any
particular respect for their government’s political
aims, an American people, which even with many
conservative elements among it, deep!y desires
friendship with the peoples of the Soviet Union.

As I have already mentioned, the Office of War
Information of the Embassy, and later the USIS,
from the beginning of its work in Moscow, a'lway-s
gave cover to a great number of regular intelli-
gence officers. .

Such operators in the past were Colonel Phil-
lips, Elizabeth Eagan, Armond Willis, and until
quite recently, Melville Ruggles and Joseph Han-
son. The latter two are former regular employ-
ees of the OSS. Their work in the USIS was

only a cover for their active intelligence yvor_k

In 1944 Ruggles was chief of the Editorial
Reference Section of the OSS in which were
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concentrated all official publications dealing with
the Soviet Union.

According to rumors circulating in the Em-
bassy, Ruggles arrived in the Soviet Union with
special instructions to work in the field of techni-
cal intelligence.

During my work with Ruggles as his adminis-
trative assistant in USIS [ became quite con-
vinced that he used his official position as a cover
for his main work.

On the basis of my observations I can state that
he took steps to collect intelligence information on
the Soviet Union for transmission to Washington.

The attitude of Ruggles, as of all leading mem-
bers of the Embassy, toward the Soviet Union
and its people was extremely unfriendly. I recall,
for instance, a conversation in which Ruggles pre-
dicted that there would be war between the U.S.A.
and the US.S.R. and that America would be vie-
torious. He said that in that case he would like
nothing better than to return to the USSR. as
an “occupation mayor” of some Russian town or
city. Then he would show the Russians what he
really thought of them! In speaking of the Rus-
sians Ruggles did not hesitate to refer to them
in most disrespectful terms.

This is a short profile of an American intelli-
gence operator who was supposed to direct Amer-
ican information work in the Soviet Union and
bring about “closer cultural” relations between
the Soviet Union and the United States.

At the same time as the dispute over Willis
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lace in Moscow, a struggle for control over

“Eﬁgklj).s. propaganda program was being waged
i ashington. .
mT\?{e mo%opolists on Russian affairs won one
major point when they obtained the asmgnm.er}t
of Charles Thayer to the direction of the Russian
language broadcasts. ]
aAgnot%er victory, and a more seriotis one, was
scored when they obtained the appointment of
George Allen, who had been U.S. Ambassador to
Iran, to the post of Under Secretary of State in
charge of the USIS program as a whole all over
the world. o

Allen had distinguished himself while in Tehe-
ran by writing telegrams more bitterly anti-So-
viet than anything which was coming out of
the Moscow Embassy at the time. Having proved
his talents as an anti-Soviet diplomat in Teheran
by personal intervention in Iranian internal polit-
ics, Allen was rewarded with this job. William
Benton, who had previously occupied it and who
had failed to meet foreign service requirements,
was relieved. ‘

The secret, and to some degree personal, in-
trigues of the American Embassy in Moscow, or
of groups within the State Department in Wash-
ington, would not be of importance or worth telling
if they did not have political significance, or if they
were not a weapon for strengthening the power
of a self-willed and ambitious clique of men who
are determined that there shall never be peace
between the Soviet Union and the United States.




CHAPTER SIX

AMERICAN EMBASSY SPECULATORS

ln America there is no boundary between
business and speculation. Indeed, to buy at the
lowest price and sell at the highest price, legally
when possible, or illegally when necessary, hon-
estly when useful, but dishonestly and with a
maximum of deceit when more profitable, is called
not speculation, but business. It brings with it
a high income, and in the United States income
brings with itself social position.

The important thing in America is money,
regardless of how it was come by. And for every
American who came by his gains by “honest
effort,” within the framework of the law, there
are three who became rich by means of what in
any other society would frankly be regarded as
piracy or banditry.

It is well known that the descendants of John
Rockefeller, who obtained his wealth by means
of hard-bitten, dishonest, scoundrelly chicanery
and theft (which not even tens of millions of dof-
lars devoted to charity can wash away), rate
higher in the social register than the descendants
of Thomas Edison, though the latter are not
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poor either. In America a man is considered a
fool if he can sell something for twice as much
as he had paid for it and does not.

Speculation penetrates into the heart of the
Government in Washington. Last year it was
revealed that some of the highest-placed men in
the nation’s capital (including Pauley, whom
Truman had intended to be Secretary of War, and
also the President’s own personal physician, as
well as hundreds of “small fry”) used confidential
information on government grain sales and pur-
chases to speculate in the grain market. These
persons were criticized by the Republicans since
election year was approaching, but not one has
suffered any punishment or any real inconvenience
as a result of his activity.

Americans abroad are given particularly to
speculation. In the United States itself specula-
tion is, to a certain extent at least, a profession
and is restricted to a relatively small percentage
of the population. Abroad, the speculative fever
seems to seize all Americans, old and young, high-
ranking and low, government workers and em-
ployees of private firms. This has been true all
over Europe since the beginning of the war and
still continues.

Some of these Americans deal in coffee and
cigarettes; others purchase whole firms, buying
cheap or for nothing and selling for fortunes.

Every Italian knows who supplied the black
market in Italy and who supplies it now. Cer-
tainly every German knows who makes use of his
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difficulties and hunger in Bizonia to force him
to sell his family heirlooms in return for ciga-
rettes and coffee. Many Austrians know who is
buying up their whole country, again literally for
cigarettes made in Virginia and North Carolina.
American businessmen of all types seem to be
seized with a fear that if they do not steal it all
today another American will steal it first.

Honest and decent Americans abroad who see
all this going on about them are disturbed and
concerned with this situation but are powerless
to do anything about it.

Those who attempt to interfere with it are
usually caught from behind, even before they get
started, and dismissed or transferred somewhere
else. Those who try to resist the system, often
end up by joining it wholeheartedly and specu-
lating overtime in order to make up for the time
they lost getting started.

In this atmosphere it is hardly surprising that
American diplomatic personnel, from top to bot-
tom, are also engaged in large- and small-
scale speculation, and it is not at all surprising
that they have attempted to import this type of
American morals into the Soviet Union.

Nearly every person in the American Embassy
_in Moscow has engaged, in one degree or another,
in speculation, either by means of illegal impor-
tation of Soviet currency under diplomatic lock
and seal, or by importing tax-free goods such as
liquor and cigarettes under diplomatic tariff ex-
emptions and selling them at an immense profit.
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Some Embassy officers operating on a large
scale have literally taken home with them tens
of thousands of dollars worth of illicit profits,
oftentimes concealed in the form of valuable art
objects (exported under diplomatic immunity),
sometimes in the form of cash or checks.
Although this is generally known to everyone in
the Moscow Embassy, it is also known that no
person has ever been fired from the State Depart-
ment for such speculation, certainly not the big-
gest operators who travel on diplomatic pass-
ports.

It is impossible to break this up by action with-
in the Embassy at Moscow despite the nominally
rather severe rules which have been proclaimed
from time to time. These rules are meant for
face-saving, and no one expects that speculation
will be abolished in the Embassy.

Why is this so?

One instance will suffice to show why specula-
tion still continues on a large scale.

Late in 1947, an investigation was held in the
Embassy to find out who was speculating, with
what, and with what results. The investigation
took place, it ought to be noted, at a time when
the Soviet currency reform had in itself made
speculation much more difficult and therefore
less attractive. It was, in other words, an ideal
example of “locking the barn after the horse had
been stolen.” And hesides it was held not for
the purpose of finding out anything real about
speculation, except about a few small-time opera-
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tors who could be made the goats for the whole
Embassy, but particularly for the purpose of
whitewashing the top personalities of the Em-
bassy who hiad been up to their neck in big-time
operations.

A board was set up consisting of representa-
tives of the Embassy, the Navy and the Army.
This board called in all the Embassy employees
and officers and questioned them concerning spec-
ulation, encouraging them to tell on their fellow
Americans (particularly if the latter were low-
ranking employees).

The Embassy representative on this board
was the highest-ranking diplomatic career offi-
cer in  Moscow, Counsellor Durbrow. Many
employees of the Embassy knew that he was
one of the most active speculation operators in
the Embassy.

For instance, it was definitely known to certain
of the employees that Durbrow came to the
Soviet Union through Warsaw and purchased
there on the black market a whole suitcase full
of rubles at rates ranging up to about one-tenth
of the legal rate of exchange. He brought these
into Moscow under diplomatic immunity and used
them here for his own purposes, and also prob-
ably for sale and conversion into dollars by var-
ious means open to a man who was close to the
Embassy accounting system.

A girl who lived in the same apartment with
me for a considerable period not only knew of
this transaction directly, but had reported it to
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the State Department. The girl was feared by
Durbrow because of her knowledge, and he even-
tually was able to arrange her transfer out of
Moscow.

Other phases of Durbrow’s profiteering activ-
ities were known to many of the Embassy em-
ployees and it was hardly surprising that under
these circumstances the investigation did not get
very far, nor inspire much respect.

When questioned by this committee I declined
to give any information on the subject, since it
was clear that they would try to pin some charge
on some very minor and defenseless individ-
yal and inform the State Department that the
investigations had proved that no “diplomatic
personnel” were involved in speculation.

In fact that was the result. The victim selected
was a rather likable and harmless person, the
dentist’s assistant He was officially accused in
the report of being the chiel agent for specula-
tion. One or two other persons were also accused
of being implicated in similar activities and all
were sent home. All persons with “diplomatic
rank” were exonerated of any blame and remain
in the US.S.R. or elsewhere today to continue
their speculation.

[ cile this example because it illustrates the
extent to which the highest levels of the Embassy
are involved in this speculative activity and
are unable to prevent its being stopped because
of their personal interest in its continuance. Since
these persons speculate, and it inevitably becomes
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known to lower-ranking personnel, they must
tolerate speculation by the lower-ranking person-
nel, too. In fact they often use lower-ranking
personnel in their own machinations.

Even Ambassador Smith is not [ree from guilt
in disgusting speculative operations. He was en-
gaged in certain shady deals that were extremely
unbecoming to the high position of Ambassador
of the United States to the U.S.S.R.

Once the “jack-of-all-trades” of the Embassy,
Bender, who also ran personal errands for the
Ambassador, told me of certain failures in his
business ventures, stating that there was no spe-
cial demand for the suits, fountain pens and ciga-
rettes that Ambassador Smith gave him to sell
on the market. Nevertheless his boss was demand-
ing payment for the stufi.

Another employee of the Embassy, Zagorodny,
who worked as a messenger, told me that he
frequently, on the personal orders of Ambassador
Smith, disposed of gold coins—American ten-
dollar pieces and Cuban ten-peso coins—as well
as watches. Zagorodny bragged that he had re-
cently disposed of twenty-five thousand rubles
worth of gold coins and watches that W. B. Smith
gave him for that purpose.

This is known to many Americans in Moscow
and, of course, sets the pace for the whole group.

What are the methods of speculation among
Americans in Moscow? ©

The first is (or rather was, for since the cur-
rency reform this has become almost impossible)
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the illegal import of currency under diplomatic
immunity. Prior to December 1947, diplomats
could travel to Teheran, Warsaw, Bucharest,
Budapest and other capitals where they could
purchase Soviet rubles, most of them counterfeit.
The rates ranged from sixty to one hundred rubles
per one dollar, as compared with the legal rate
for diplomats in Moscow of twelve to the dollar.
These could then be imported under diplomatic
immunity and used for personal expenses here
and also resold to other Americans at the rate
of twenty to thirty-five to the dollar. Some Amer-
icans in the Embassy had various means of turn-
ing these rubles back into the State Department
at twelve to the dollar. The result was that
many Americans made large sums of money in
dollars.

Secondly, there was the illegal sale of imported
commodities which were tariff-free. For instance,
a carton of cigarettes could be purchased for one
dollar postpaid to Moscow—the equivalent, at the
diplomatic rate, of twelve rubles—and resold in
Moscow for about one hundred or one hundred
and fifty rubles—the equivalent of from eight and
one-third to twelve and one-half dollars. The
rubles could then be converted back into dollars,
or could be used to purchase antiques and objects
of art, some of which were very valuable.

Americans in the last decade have illegally
exported many Russian ikons in violation of So-
viet export regulations. The ikons were later sold
at tremendous profits.
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It is not an exaggeration to state that some
Americans—many in fact—leave the Soviet
Union with from two to three dozen trunks and
large bags, often totaling a ton or two. All of
this baggage is under diplomatic immunity and
not subject to inspection by Soviet customs
authorities,

I know of practically no Americans who have
been in the Moscow Embassy that have gone
home without valuable books, jewelry, antiques,
cameras, etc.

A third method was the illegal sale of dollar
currency in Moscow among Americans them-
selves, or among the personnel of other foreign
missions, who engaged in such operations. Dollar
bills usually brought from three to six times the
legal rate before the currency reform was intro-
duced in the U.S.S.R.

How can these charges be proved? In the first
place, any honest American who has been here
can confirm this situation. Everyone who has
worked in the Embassy knows about it or knows
Americans who were always able to offer rubles
for sale at half the legal value in apparently
unlimited quantities. But there is other and more
concrete proof.

For instance, an inspection of Embassy officials’
accounts, up until the late summer of 1946, will
show that throughout the war and for nearly a
year and a half after it, Americans working in the
Embassy in many cases purchased no rubles at
all through official agencies (the Embassy and the
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Soviet bank), and in some instances purchased
only nominal amounts to keep up “appearances.”

This is sufficient proof of international black-
market operations, since the only legal source of
rubles at the special diplomatic rate was through
the Embassy and the Soviet bank. Consequently,
the rubles were being obtained elsewhere (it is
well known that Embassy personnel were liberal
spenders) at better rates. This means that the
United States taxpayer was being filched, since
the government was paying very high special
allowances all this time to Americans in Moscow
on the basis of a twelve-to-one rate for the ruble.
In other words the Embassy personnel were get-
ting special grants on false pretences, of which
everyone in the Embassy was aware.

In the late summer of 1946, all employees were
ordered to purchase rubles to the extent only of
their living allowance. The records since that date
will show that at least until the end of 1947,
practically no one purchased more than he was
absolutely required to buy.

The amount of legally purchased rubles was
not sufficient for Americans to live on at this
time. This can be proved by a check with the
cost of living reports submitted by most Amer-
icans to the Embassy in order to enable it to de-
mand from the State Department still higher
allowances to personnel in Moscow. These reports
listed expenses of most individuals in the Em-
bassy, and if studied and compared with the
amounts of rubles they actually were purchasing
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individually, they will show that approximately
from one-fourth to one-half of their ruble needs
were being met by legal purchase, and the
remainder through speculative operations. At the
present time speculation by foreigners in Moscow
continues, but these activities have been made
more difficult by the Soviet Government.

Another check can be made by an examination
of the itineraries of diplomatic personnel, includ-
ing the military, during the last two or three
years. The record will show that a very large
portion of officers possessing diplomatic immu-
nity came to Moscow through Warsaw or other
points where currency black markets were operat-
ing. Almost all of these diplomats took frequent
trips to Warsaw, Budapest, Bucharest and other
points where black market currency was avail-
able. The diplomats worked in groups. One would
be sent out to buy rubles for three or four
individuals. This was well known to lower-
ranking employees in the Embassy who did not
possess diplomatic immunity. It was a source of
great dissatisfaction and caused ill feeling since
low-ranking employees had to buy rubles from
these diplomats at higher rates.

Still another proof is provided by the immense
quantity of goods shipped to Moscow, addressed
to the Embassy and to members of its staff.
Soviet customs would undoubtedly have interest-
ing figures on these shipments. They would show
that until recently Americans in Moscow were re-
ceiving goods at the rate of several tons and more
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per year for each man, woman and child in the
Embassy. They would show, furthermore, that on
the average, Americans were buying over one,
and possibly two, cases of liquor per month, and
probably from two to three cartons of cigarettes
per week. They would likewise show that despite
extremely liberal rations of foodstuffs granted all
Americans while rationing was in eflect—rations
averaging from twice to three times the rations
granted in Great Britain, for instance, and above
the average per capita food consumption in the
United States—the American Embassy was im-
porting a quantity of food much larger than its
Russian rations, perhaps twice as large. It is
clear that Americans were importing for specula-
tion purposes and selling enormous quantities
of liquor, cigarettes and food on the market.

In addition, tremendous quantities of furniture,
clothing and other personal effects were being
imported. Customs records will also show that
practically no furniture and automobiles were
being taken out of the Soviet Union when
Americans left, despite the fact that the State
Department pays the freight on these items. In
other words, they were being sold on the market.

During 1948, these operations sharply declined.
This, it should be stressed, is not the result of any
initiative on the part of the American Embassy,
despite show-window investigations and trumpet-
ing of drastic rules which no one wishes to
enforce, or can for that matter, as long as the
top diplomats are the chief figures in the specula-
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tion ring. The decline of speculation is the result
of the initiative of the Soviet Government which
took steps to prevent the unlimited duty-free
import of goods into Moscow by Americans

At present the Embassy has an import quota
and within that quota it can Ireely import what it
pleases. It is a large quota, amounting to nearly
two hundred thousand dollars a year—over one
thousand dollars for every man, woman and child
attached to the Embassy.

The Soviet Government has not interfered with
imports within that quota, but it has introduced
measures to stop the tremendous illegal imports
that formerly took place.

In addition to quota imports, which are duty-
free entirely, every new arrival is permitted to
import his total household effects which may
run to five or ten tons, also duty-free. Besides,
diplomatic personnel can and do bring in usually
at least one ton of goods under diplomatic seals.
Lastly, the diplomatic pouches coming to the Em-
bassy every month often amount to several tons,
over fifty per cent of their contents consisting of
clothing and various items intended for the
private use of the Embassy personnel.

This has not prevented the Embassy from at-
tempting to make a big international issue of
the question of the Soviet Government's refusal
v permit unlimited duty-free imports to the Amer-
icu» Embassy for purposes of speculation. Sev-
eral n.'"viduals were heard even threatening to
break off diplomatic relations, using these defen-
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sive measures of the Soviet authorities as a pre-
text. Others complained that they cannot live
without duty-free imports and have even ventured
to try to make the matter an issue in the Amer-
ican press picturing themselves at the point of
starvation. .

The issue is, of course, not one of any hardship
for Americans in the Embassy, since they have
the privilege of living in one of the few de-
rationed nations of Europe where food is plentiful.
The question is whether Americans in Moscow
shall be allowed to carry out unlimited black-
market operations and speculation with duty-free
contraband imports, and thus try to operate their
capitalistic system of morals and practices in a
socialist state where speculation is punishable as
a crime.

The difficulties of Americans in their specula-
tive operations at present are also due to the
currency reform in the Soviet Union which de-
prived them of the opportunity to purchase large
quantities of counterfeit rubles abroad for illegal
import and resale in the U.S.S.R.

However, American diplomats are s_tubbor_n
and can be expected to do everything in their
power to resume their speculative activities on
the former scale. Throughout their careers they
have drunk tax-free whiskey and smoked tax-free .
cigarettes and enjoyed tax-free living allowances
and lived in rent-iree apartments. But in addjtson
to that, they want to engage in speculativz ~‘busi-
ness” transactions. American diplomats engage
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i speculation in all countries of Western Europe,
the Middle East, South America and Africa, where
they are able to force the governments to consent
to their import of unlimited amounts of Amer-
ican goods for resale. They consider this their
sovereign right, and are attempting to carry over
this practice to the Soviet Union.

I write mostly about American practices in
Moscow because | have been in the Embassy and
listened night after night to what are called “black-
market conversations™ on the prices of cigarettes,
dresses, automobiles and flour in retail and whole-
sale lots. It is a sad fact that this goes on in every
American Embassy throughout the world in vary-
ing degree.

It is worth devoting so much space to this
problem, if only because it illustrates the moral
degeneration of American diplomats. It shows
the depths to which even a highly selected and
generally well-to-do group, raised in a country
where such banditry is honored. has fallen. These
people cannot discard their native psychology
even when on socialist soil. The facts I have cited
show how little these men care to be worthy rep-
resentatives of the American people, and how
top-flight diplomats are seized by the speculative
fever to an almost incurable degree. Such are the
moral standards of official U.S. representatives in
the Soviet Union.

CHAPTER SEVEN

WHY ARE AMERICA’S RULERS
BRANDISHING THE BIG CLUB?

When I recall life in the United States, one
sad and somber impression overwhelms all
others. I remember the large black newspaper
headlines predicting a new war, preaching a new
war, calling for a new war. I still hear the
speeches of the shameless war propagandists who,
following in the footsteps of Goebbels, glorily war
as the happiest and most profitable business. Re-
gardless of how bitter it may be for me to do it, 1
must acknowledge that the postwar United States
is in the grip of an unparalleled war psychosis.

I am not an economist or sociologist hy
profession, nor do I even pretend to be an “ex-
pert” on United States society and economy. I
can talk only about the same facts which are
known to any ordinary person who can read and
observe objectively and independently. From the
position of an ordinary individual, I will attempt
to explain what is taking place in the United
States today.

Three years have passed since Germany and
Japan were defeated and the war ended. But the

143




United States army, navy and air forces are
maintained at mobilization strength. Our troops
are literally all over the world.

Postwar America is spending tens of billions of
dollars on munitions. Atomic bomb plants continue
to operate. Enormous new funds have been voted
for the air force. The U.S. navy is at wartime
strength in many respects. A draft law has been
voted for the first time in the peacetime history
of the United States. War expenditures eat up
most of our huge budget.

Lastly, it is widely known that propaganda
for a new war has reached unheard-of propor-
tions in the United States. Warmongers not only
go unpunished, but are encouraged in all ways
and manners.

I am not speaking only of such newspaper
gangsters as Drew Pearson, Walter Winchell,
and the Alsop brothers, who daily praise and
advocate a new war in the press and over the
radio. Leading United States Government of-
ficials, including leaders of the armed forces,
openly call for “dropping atomic bombs” on
“enemics’ without warning as “preventive” meas-
ures. Listening to the speeches of our generals,
one is surprised to learn that the treacherous
examples of Port Arthur and Pearl Harbor are
now part of American, rather than Japanese,
traditions.

I am quite sure that my Russian friends will
understand that all this dangerous play with fire
is in no sense in accordance with the spirit of the
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American people. 1 am positive that my Russian
friends will be able to draw a dividing line be-
tween the American people and the clique of loud-
mouthed adventurists who have the insolence to
speak in the name of all the people of the United
States. That is precisely the reason why I want
to tell the whole truth about the war psychosis in
the United States as well as to show its actual
motives.

All this sword brandishing and armament build-
ing is publicly justified by the warmongers by
reference to a would-be “threat” to world peace
on the part of the Soviet Union, which, they claim
is aiming at “world supremacy.” And yet even the
most renowned “Russian experts” in the United
States, including some of the most reactionary
journalists and State Department representatives,
who are ardently supporting the American
program of militarization, know perfectly well
that the U.S.S.R. does not want war. I happen to
know that this has on many occasions been
acknowledged privately by the most rabid
anti-Soviet elements in the American Embassy in
Moscow.

Indeed, who can deny the fact that the Soviet
Union has demobilized its war armies and that
demobilized veterans are at work in fields, facto-
ries and other peaceful pursuits? How can you
hide the fact that the Soviet Union, for three
years running, has reduced its military budget as
against the previous year and has not voted
special war credits? How can one fail to appre-
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ciate that the Soviet Union has announced its
economic plans in broad outline for fifteen to
twenty years in advance, and in detailed outline
for five years in advance?

The ruling clique of the United States knows
perfectly well that the Soviet people are devot-
ing every effort to economic restoration and de-
velopment—despite the myth circulated by U.S.
Government leaders that the Soviet Union is de-
voling a large part of its national income to war
preparations. The Soviet Union’s armed forces
are not scattered over the world, like the Amer-
ican forces; they are at home, in the U.SS.R.
Only some Soviet occupation troops remain, for
the time being, in Austria and Germany, in keep-
ing with international agreements. The Soviet
Government has formally proposed to withdraw
its forces from these areas in the very near future,
after the conclusion of the peace treaties—provid-
ing American and other occupation forces follow
suit. Lastly, Soviet leaders did not make, and are
not making, threatening public statements against
anyone, either in the press, radio, or at meetings.
Nor do ordinary Soviet citizens make such
statements.

Thus, the Russians do not want war and the
U.S.S.R. does not want war. No one in his right
mind can doubt this. Then who does want war?
Why the feverish armaments drive in the United
States? The answer to this question should be
sought in the evils of the American social and
economic system.
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For ten years, from the crash of 1929 through
1939, the United States was in a state of unin-
terrupted depression. Industrial production was
low. All industries were operating at a fraction
of their productive capacity. On the other hand,
agricultural products could not find a market and,
}he prices paid to farmers were disastrously
ow.

Throughout the whole ten years there was
continual unemployment. Five to fifteen million
able-bodied persons, who wished to work but
could not, even at the starvation wages typical of
that period, were affected. The country was going
from bad to worse. Crops were plowed under at
a time when many were hungry, and production
was limited at a time when everyone needed
consumer goods. Only the advent of war set the
economy of the United States running at full
speed and full production capacity. War was a
blessing for the American capitalists, for they
made hundreds of billions of dollars. Hundreds of
newly built plants were flooded with war orders.
The industrial capacity of the United States had
grown tremendously.

What happened, however, when the war came
to an end? The war plants and factories lost
their military orders. Production was cut down.

Some naive reader, not knowing the laws of a
capitalist economy, might ask: “What of it? The
only thing that has to be done is to switch over
from war orders to peacetime civilian orders. Let
the war plants produce goods for the people in-
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stead of cannon!” That precisely is how the So-
viet Union solved its reconversion problem. But in
the U.S. a capitalist country, things are quite
different. The capitalists are chiefly interested in
their profits. A capitalist wants to produce only a
certain amount of goods, and at only the specific
price that will guarantee him a fat profit. When
prices rise and the incomes of the common work-
er and farmer fall, there is no market for
produced goods. The result is the specter of
a new crisis, another depression, worse than
the one we went through during the years of
1929-1939.

These are the roots of the adventurist schemes
of those in the United States who have plunged
the country into a new armaments drive, of
those elements that are nursing plans for the
attainment of world supremacy.

The Wall Street magnates would like to become
the undisputed masters of all the trade markets
of the world. They dream of finishing off their
competitors and flooding the whole world with
American goods. And, last but not least, their
profits are climbing thanks to the tremendous
war orders that the U.S. Government is turning
over to the industrial concerns at the expense
of the American taxpayer. Their profits are
rapidly rising as they did during the “good old
" war days.”

Another thing that should not be forgotten is
that the advent of militarism presupposes a direct
change to a semi-fascist, or even a purely fascist,
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internal political system under which “radicals,”
“Communists” and other dissatisfied elements,
actively protesting against the adventurist poli-
cies of the United States ruling circles, can be
energetically repressed by police action and ar-
rests.

It is well known that never before in the his-
tory of the United States was this point better
illustrated than at present. Postwar America is
characterized by wild spy hunts, numberless ar-
rests of progressive-minded Americans, the pass-
ing of a series of anti-labor laws, the de-
nial to American citizens of elementary political
freedom. It is with a feeling of bitterness and
shame for my people that I must admit that the
postwar course of the United States resembles
in every horrible detail the course which led Ger-
many to World War I

1 might be asked why the activities of the prop-
agandists and organizers of a new war go ui-
punished in the United States, which likes to
broadcast to the whole world that it is the sanc-
tum of democracy.

To answer that question we will again have
to consider certain specific aspects of America.
As 1 have already noted elsewhere, America
made a lot of money out of World War II. The
wall Street magnates were, of course, the first
to enlarge their riches. But it would be wrong
to close our eyes to the fact that other classes
of Americans, too, received a certain share of the
wartime profits. This circumstance, to some
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degree, influences the whole political situation in
the United States.

II will try to illustrate this by concrete exam-
ples.

John Jones is a banker in New York. He and
his partners have their fingers in all sorts of en-
terprises throughout the United States. John Jones
himself sits on the board of directors of an auto-
mobile company, an aircraft manufacturing com-
pany, and a large motion picture company. He
has close personal contacts with the advertising
business and with newspapers to whose owners
he extends credits. He is a close personal friend
of Senators and Cabinet members for whom he
frequently does various “favors.”

During the depression, John Jones’ firms were
losing money and John Jones himself felt the
effects of the depression. His personal income
dropped from a million dollars in 1929, to a few
tens of thousands of dollars some years later.
During the war he recouped his depression losses
and is wealthier than before the fatal year 1929.
Firms in which he had personal investments,
and which his banking firm controlled, sold bil-
lions of dollars worth of goods to the govern-
ment.

He is now again operating at an immense profit
and expanding his operations abroad, buying up
interests in England, France, Germany and getting
a strong foothold in Japan and the Middle East.
John Jones is in favor of militarism because
every dollar spent on guns and ammunition

150

means more profits for the companies he repre-
sents and for himself. He is naturally in favor of
the Marshall plan because the Marshall plan
guarantees him freedom of action in Western
Europe, for expanding his financial and com-
mercial activities there. He is in favor of U.S.
economic and political expansion abroad bepause
he is personified in this expansion. He is not
against the idea of war with the Soviet Union,
because he knows that the Soviet Union has the
greatest natural resources in the world and he
would like to lay his hands on them.

He knows that only by building up a war
psychosis in America can the idea of milita-
rism be *sold” to the American people. And a war
psychosis is being built up by the newspapers
Jones and his firm finance, by the motion pictures
which the company he has interests in produces,
by radio programs from stations financed by
Jones’ banking firm and existing on advertising
provided by Jones. His opinions are reflected in
the actions of Senators and Congressmen' to
whose campaign funds Jones may make contribu-
tions.

And Jones is not alone, for there are thousands
of Joneses, some larger and some smaller, who all
think the same way, who live in terror of an
economic crisis and see the way out in a policy
which will lead to war. Jones and his friends in-
fluence public opinion.

Let us now leave Jones at the top of the social
ladder to study some of the “lower echelons.”
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John Smith works in a factory. He reads pa-
pers which reflect the views of banker John Jones.
He is confused, and cannot find his way about in
politics. But he knows that he walked the streets
for years in the 1930’s, hungry and bitter.

He remembers that he found a job only in
1940, alter the outbreak of war. He worked full
normal time and received high wages, with double
pay for overtime. He is now working thirty-five
hours a week, but he knows that if his factory
gets war orders he will work fifty or sixty hours
a week and nearly triple his income. He is against
war in principle, but he is definitely in favor of
seeing his income tripled even if it means harder
work. He prefers, therefore, not to think of the
uses the guns his plant is turning out in peace-
time can be put to.

Jane Doe’s husband is a farmer. In the 1930’s
they lost the farm they owned and became rent-
er-farmers. They worked hard and struggled, but
never got ahead of the tax collector. When the
war came, however, food prices went up and
there was a market for all the farm could
produce. Farmer Doe did not go to war; he
was exempted from conscription as a produc-
ing farmer. They bought their farm, bought
new farm machinery and put $10,000 in the
bank.

After the war, farmer Doe and Mrs. Doe began
to wonder whether they would be able to sell
their wheat. They are for the Marshall plan be-
cause they are told it means a market for their
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wheat. Like John Smith, they read the newspapers
reflecting Jones’ views and asserting that Russia
wants to start a war. They are not for war, but
during the last war wheat was fetching such a
high price! So they vote for people who carry out
a policy leading to war.

[ do not by any means want to give the impres-
sion that all American workers think along the
same lines as John Smith, and all farmers—as the
Doe family. But it would be wrong to ignore the
sad fact that we still have quite a few people who
think as they do. These ignorant and deceived
people, by their passivity, let the Joneses run the
show.

It goes without saying that there are in Amer-
ica millions of other people who comprehend
that in this atomic age war for the United States
would be equivalent to national suicide. Every day
more and more people in America are beginning
to understand where the fatal policy of the Wall
Street adventurers can lead them. They are begin-
ning to raise their voices. I am positive that this
other, progressive America will still have its say.
Nevertheless, in the America of today the Joneses
give the orders. They are the real masters of the
country, and run it like they run their own offices.
The political power is theirs and it is used by
them to urge the United States along a road that
eventually may lead to national suicide. I think
that is precisely what took place in Germany in
the 1930’s, when Hitler started the program of
militarization.
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That is the principal impression which comes
to my mind when I think of America now. That
is the main reason I do not want to live in Amer-
ica today. the reason why I have chosen to stay
in a country which is striving in every way for
peace throughout the world, which has found it
possible to maintain a continuous and rapid rate
ol progress along the path of peace, despite all
difficulties.

CHAPTER EIGHT

MY IMPRESSIONS
OF THE SOVIET UNION

[ had been told in the State Department before
I came to Moscow that Russians would be afraid
of me and unwilling to talk with me.

Within a few weeks of the time I arrived here,
[ found that not only were many Soviet citizens
with whom I came in contact not afraid to see
me and to talk with me freely, but that they were
cordial, friendly and openhearted people. They
were, in fact, as I came to realize, much more
hospitable than I or any other employee of the
American Embassy in Moscow had any right to
expect, considering that the Embassy was daily
directing its policies toward the disruption of
friendly relations between the Soviet and Amer-
ican peoples and spending great sums of money
on espionage and hostile propaganda directed
against the Soviet people and their Govern-
ment.

I had been told before I came to Moscow that
once I arrived in Moscow it would be impossible
to travel outside the city, and that the Soviet au-
thorities were doing everything to prevent Amer-
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icans in Moscow from seeing the Soviet Union
and becoming acquainted with Soviet life.

When I arrived in Moscow I found that not
only was it possible to travel outside Moscow
freely and without interference, but also that local
authorities, the administration of hotels, museums,
cultural institutions, historical monuments, etc.,
outside of Moscow, and in Moscow itself, were
helpful and hospitable to foreigners who sought
their assistance.

I found that many Americans had been taking
trips in various regions of the Soviet Union with-
out interference, and that they had been given
every assistance by the authorities and met with
hospitality on their journeys. I myself visited with
Soviet and American friends many of the cities
and cultural monuments about Moscow. I stayed
in hotels, visited museums, monasteries and
churches and never was refused admittance or

treated with anything but the greatest of consid- .

eration. I visited country schools and the teach-
ers always invited me and the other members of
our group to partake of their hospitality and told
us of their work and problems.

I remember well sitting at the table in the
home of a collective farmer near Moscow. We
had sought shelter in his house when we were
caught in the rain. He had invited us in and
offered us a lunch of black bread, bacon, toma-
toes, cucumbers and tea and vodka.

He told us his son had been killed at the front;
he himself had also fought the Germans, and then

156

returned to his village to rebuild his house de-
stroyed by the Germans. He told us of his hopes
for a better life and how he was going to
achieve it. He raised a toast to friendship between
America and the Soviet Union. When we were
about to leave he invited us to visit him again.

| remember, as if it were only yesterday, my
visit to the Black Sea shore near Odessa in the
summer of 1947, and the hospitality which I en- -
joyed in a Ukrainian home there for several
weeks, the heartfelt farewells bade me when 1
left and the request to return again.

Soon after my arrival in Moscow 1 found that
many Americans were abusing Soviet hospitality
in the grossest fashion, using their freedom
to travel outside of Moscow for espionage pur-
poses. Their trips were made on government fuqu
specially allotted to bring back information which
was later sent to the State Department. These re-
ports were slanderous to a people which had en-
tertained and assisted their authors as friends.

To my indignation | found that the very Amer-
icans who were travelling freely about Moscow
and on longer trips were the oncs who were
spreading the lie that they were “not being al-
lowed to travel or to become acquainted with
Soviet life.” And if some of these Americans now
find it less easy to travel than in 1946 and 1947,
they have only themselves to blame.“ Sov1e’t,
people evidently understand that these ‘“‘guests
visit them in order to fabricate foul slanders and
worm out intelligence information from them.
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I was told in Washington, and in the U.S. Em-
bassy in Moscow, thal Russia was preparing
for war against the United States to attain world
supremacy.

I found that every Soviel citizen with whom |
talked had, without exception, a fervent desire for
permanent world peace. In talking to Russians
from every walk of life I found that members
- of the Communist Party and officials of the Soviet
Government were just as intense in their desire
for long-term peace and friendly relations with
the United States as all other Soviet citizens,

I found that Russians were unanimously friend-
ly towards Americans, notwithstanding the frank
hostility of anti-Soviet-minded U.S, Government
officials towards the U.S.S.R.

In Washington, as well as in the Embassy, I was
often told that Soviet citizens were being system-
atically misinformed about the United States and
the American people.

I discovered that many Russians had an inti-
mate knowledge of American life, culture and
politics. 1 found that many American authors were
as well known, and as frequently read, in the
Soviet Union as in the United States,

The other day a sixteen-year-old girl, my
friend’s daughter, visited us. She asked me about
life in America and about American literature.
She discussed such authors as Mark Twain, Fen-
imore Cooper, Theodore Dreiser, Upton Sinclair,
Sinclair Lewis, John Steinbeck, with a facility
which really surprised me. She went away disap-
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pointed, I am sure. She had expected to learn
about American authors whom she had not read,
but instead she found herself explaining to me
authors whom | had not read. N

I found that the ordinary Soviet cxjttxzer? lfms an
incomparably larger fund of accurate informa-
Eti(fn OI’[]) the Jnitengtates, and far less misinforma-
tion about American life, than has the average
American citizen about Soviet life. I found that
in the Soviet Union there is no press campaign
designed to compel the Soviet public to hate thg
American people, while in the United States—as
we all know—the entire power of the press and
radio is being directed against the Sov1et‘peoplg.

I was told in Washington that all Sovre,t’ citi-
zens “hate and fear their own Government.” This
turned out to be a falsehood. In talking to dozens
of Soviet citizens 1 discovered that they had the
utmost confidence in and respect for their own
Government, the Communist Party and their
leald\?vr:ﬁt lo note in particular that Soviet citizens
are the most ardent patriots in the world, that in
many cases they had risked their lives for their
country at the front and in the rear, and that they
are prepared at any time again to defend the
Soviet Union against any enemies, no matter
where they might come from.

I discovered that Soviet citizens had a tremen-
dous love and respect for their legder, Generahg-
simo Joseph Stalin, and that this reverence is
based on the fact known to every Soviet citizen
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{hat Stalin has dedicated his whole life to the
Soviet people, that by his insight and decision he
saved the Soviet Union from disaster at the most
critical moments of history.

On a sunny day a year ago I visited a girl friend in
Moscow. The large and spacious room in which her
family lived was furnished very simply. On the wall
was a picture of Generalissimo Stalin. It was the
only picture in the room. I asked her father just
what feelings led him to hang that picture there.

He answered with firmness and pride: “Com-
rade Stalin and I—we stayed in Moscow during
the trying days of October 1941. Many weak-
nerved people were frightened. Some of them
were saying that Moscow was certain to fall to
the Germans. We all knew what that would mean
to us; we had heard from others, who had fled
from the Germans, what murder and robbery
other Soviet cities had suffered at the hands of
the enemy. I don't mind saying that I was nerv-
ous too, but I stuck to my lathe for I knew where
the munitions I was making were going.”

He continued: “We knew that Comrade Stalin
was with us. He headed the delfense of Moscow.
[ was in the factory when I heard the news, and
[ remember how I and the other workers in my
shop reacted. We knew that Comrade Stalin was
lcading us and millions of other workers and sol-
diers in the delense of our capital. We worked
twelve, fourteen, sixteen hours a day produc-
ing shells. We worked until we dropped in our
tracks, slept a few hours right in the shop, and
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started again. We knew that Comrade Stalin was
leading us through the greatest ordeal to victory.
He led us to victory in the war. He is leading us
to victory in peace. He saved us from German
slavery. 1 am not a member of the Communist
Party, but to live under such a leader is a privi-
lege of which I am proud. That’s why Comrade
Stalin’s picture is always in a place of honor in
my home.”

1 was told in the State Department that all
Soviet citizens live in constant mortal fear of the
Soviet secret police. This too was a falsehood.
I discovered, from my own observations and from
conversations with many Russians, that they con-
sider themselves free, and that they are free; that
they consider their Government just, and that it
is just.

I discovered that an infinitely small percentage
of Soviet citizens, who are endeavoring to enrich
themselves at the expense of the welfare of fellow
citizens, do not sleep peacefully at night because
they know that Soviet justice will inevitably catch
up with and punish the guilty.

I found that citizens who endcavor fo betray
the interests of the Soviet state, although such
individuals are rare, are also severely punished.
And I found that honest Soviet citizens, constitut-
ing the overwhelming bulk of the nation, sleep
very peacefully and feel very secure in their rights
and freedoms because the Soviet state vigilantly
guards them against treason and exploitation by
criminal elements.
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I was told in the State Department that in the
U.S.S.R. the Russians exploit all the other nation-
alities. I saw for myself that the Soviet Union is
the only nation in the world which maintains, ac-
tually as well as in law, complete racial equality.

All Soviet citizens, regardless of religion, na-
tionality or color, have the same rights, the same
privileges and the same obligations. I found that
people of all nationalities have the opportunity to
engage in any kind of useful activity without dis-
crimination or favoritism.

I found that the Soviet Union is a state in
which dozens of nationalities live together in
peace and enjoy every opportunity to develop
their national cultures.

[ remember an evening spent in a Moscow
restaurant celebrating the birthday of a Soviet
friend. Sitting at the tables were Mongolians and
Kazakhs, Estonians and Ukrainians, Jews, Rus-
sians and Armenians, dining in one room and en-
joying themselves in their own way. Each felt
himself a part of one whole, and the doors to this
restaurant were barred to no one because of black
or brown skin, or because of racial prejudice. An
Armenian who was sitting alongside a Russian
friend started an argument about the merits of
the climate in Moscow and Erevan. He spoke in
loud tones and could be heard in every corner
of the room. The argument progressed to the
relative merits of Russia and Armenia in general,
and as the ardor of this patriotic Caucasian made
itsell felt I was convinced that they would come
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to blows. The argument had become so healed
{hat it attracted the attention of the entire restau-
rant and alarmed even the management of the
restaurant. Then I turned round and saw the two
“opponents” shaking hands..Thc_ Russian, with zx1
olass of Armenian cognac in his free hand, and
the Armenian, with a glass of Moscow vodka,
were proposing a loast: the Armenian to Moscow
and the Russian to Erevan.

I heard the famous singer and actress Tamara
Khanum, in her gorgeous costumes, sing the folk
songs of sixteen nationalities. She performed egch
song in the picturesque costume of the respective
nationality. For me, Tamara Khanum was a syn-
hol of the place which the peoples of Central Asia
have attained in Soviet life. The applause which
her songs aroused in a predominantly Russian au-
dience was eloquent eviderice that the people of the
Soviet Union regard the cultures of all Soviet na-
{ionalities as their own. 1t was also proofl that they
admire and respect the culture of other peoples.

I myself saw that in the cinema, in arts and
lelters, in science, in sport, in political life and
covernment activities, non-Russians from all
over the Soviet Union had the same opportunities
to apply their creative abilities and to perform
responsible work on a par with Russians.

[ was told in the Embassy that Soviet women
are driven by force into the factories and plants,
that they are exploited.

I mvself have scen, particularly since I left the
Imbassy and began to take my own place in
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Soviet life, that only in this country do women,
in fact as well as in law, have the same rights as
men. Only in the Soviet Union do they receive
equal pay for equal work and only here do women
in practice have the full opportunity to rise to
the most responsible posts. Nowhere in the world
is there such a high percentage of women in the
field of medical practice, science, arts, letters, yes,
even engineering,

I have met dozens of women here who occupy
responsible positions in various fields of life.
Among my friends there is a woman scientist,
a Stalin Prize winner, possessor of the Order of
Lenin and the Order of the Red Banner of Labor.
She has won renown throughout the Soviet Union
by her research, but she also finds time for her
family of two children. She is perhaps exceptional
because of her brilliance, but she symbolizes to
me hundreds of thousands of women doing im-
portant work in Soviet science, technology and
the arts.

I saw that the Soviet Government has set up a
system of care for children of working moth-
ers which permits a woman to be both a mother
and follow a profession.

I myself am personally acquainted with the care
which the Soviet Government takes of mothers.
When I was expecting my baby I received free
medical prenatal care for several months. When
[ was unable to go to the clinic during the last
weeks, a nurse was sent to my home as to the
homes of other mothers-to-be with whom I was
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acquainted. When it was time for me to go to
the maternity home, a car was sent to my apart-
ment. This car is especially attached to the ma-
ternity home for the needs of expectant mothers.
In the maternity home I received complete
medical care, hospital facilities, and food—all
free of charge. My baby was delivered and looked
after for ten days, along with myself, and I did
not pay a cent. This was not some special provi-
sion being made for me, but the right of every
mother in the Soviet Union. In what other country
in the world could one find such splendid care?
My friends in the United States who had babies
paid for their prenatal care, paid for the taxi to
take them to the hospital, paid for their hospital
bed, paid for their food, almost paid for the very
air they breathed while they were there. When
they got home, at the very time they needed
most to be free of worry and care, they were
sent bills running to about five hundred dollars.
Some months ago [ visited an orphan home in
Moscow. The director, a woman of about forty
who had a family of her own and who loved chil-
dren, showed me her flock and introduced me to
the small boys in her charge. I have rarely seen
such a healthy and happy group of youngsters,
fat, sturdy, busy, playing, building, and, yes,
fighting occasionally. They were growing up with
all the advantages of children with parents,
getting perhaps even better care than many
children living at home. They were a symbol to me
of the care of the Soviet state for its children.
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I have found from talking to many Soviet
women that they are not condemned to lives ol
futile and empty ennui like the wives of the rich
in America, nor to the lives of drudgery led by
{he wives of workers and farmers in America and
every other capitalist country. Soviet womern
know that wherever they are working, whether
in factories, on farms, in offices or institutes, they
are not being exploited, that they themselves will
enjoy the fruits of their labor, and that they are
making a great contribution to the building of
a great nation and a new society.

I was told in the State Department and in the
Fmbassy that only the children of the “privileged
classes” in the Soviet Union can get a higher
cducation.

I found that any Soviet youth able to pass his
examinations can receive a higher education, and
that in practice the vast majority of students are
being educated at state expense and can concen-
trate on their studies without the fear that eco-
nomic need will force them to abandon their
education halfway towards their degree.

I found that only in the Soviet Union can work-
ers attend school in their own factories after
hours and become engineers and technical special-
ists at state expense.

There is a woman who comes to help me
with the housework while T am taking it easy
after confinement. She is a simple, pleasant
and honest person, from a peasant family. Her
hushband works in a Moscow factory. They are
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an ordinary Russian family like thousands of
others throughout the Soviet Union. She has
three children, two daughters and one son. After
returning from the war with several decorations,
her son is studying physics in Moscow Univer-
sity. He is determined to be a research worker.
He has before him a long road of hard work, but
he receives a state scholarship, he supports
himself and is not a burden to his family. He will
support himself throughout his course of study
on his scholarship like thousands of other Soviet
students. One daughter of hers, she tells me, has
completed musical school and is now about to
enter the Moscow Conservatory where she aims
to become a concert pianist. The second daughter
is still in secondary school but plans to go to
the Institute of Foreign Languages and is already
highly proficient in English. She called on me one
day to practise her English.

I have observed for myself that citizens of the
Soviet Union have the incentive to education
which comes from the fact that they know that
when they have fully prepared themselves for
qualified work there will always be a place for
them. They know that they are wanted, that the
state guarantees them work at their own profes-
sions. They need never fear unemployment and
the dreadful feeling of uselessness which comes
to those in America, and all capitalist countries,
who lose their jobs and are forced to live on
meager government allowances or on private
charity, or else starve.
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I could see for mysell that only in the Soviet
Union can elderly workers continue in their
jobs in the full confidence and knowledge that
they will never be fired to make place for younger
and stronger men. Only here does everyone know
that there will always be a job for him as long
as he is willing and able to work.

I have scen for myself that in Russia every
citizen is able to receive medical care and hospi-
talization without cost. It is clear that Soviet
workers live secure in the knowledge that no ill-
ness nor accident can deprive them of their home
and savings and throw them into the street desti-
tute and in debt. No worker in the U.S.S.R. is
ever forced to rely on charity for medical as-
sistance.

In the Embassy and in the State Department in
Washington I was told that the standard of liv-
ing in the Soviet Union was one of the lowest
in the world. I was also told that war devasta-
tion in the Soviet Union was so vast that it would
take whole decades to repair it, reconstruct the
ruined cities and villages and put the vast country
on its feet again, unless it received credits from
the United States. I was told that the Soviet Gov-
ernment was directing its major energies to the
production of munitions with which it planned to
start a new world war.

When I arrived in the U.S.S.R.,, I saw what any
other American in Moscow could see for himself if
he wanted to. I found that despite the most serious
effects of the war, already in 1946 Russians were
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getting more to eat and were better off than the
other peoples of Europe. [ found that Russians
were nowhere starving, that they all had warm
clothing and a roof over their heads, that they
were all employed.

I could see for myself what tremendous effort
had been devoted before the war to the build-
ing of Moscow, to the transformation of what was
obviously a large and sprawling village of wood-
en huts and cobblestone streets before the rev-
olution into a vast, modern city with magnificent
boulevards and squares, with large and beauti-
ful apartment houses, with the most modern sub-
way in the world, with great educational institu-
tions possessing the most up-to-date laboratories
and equipment.

[ found that already in 1946 great progress had
been made towards recovery from the war.
[ could see the rapidly increasing production of
goods, though the Soviet Union was restoring its
economy without outside help. In late 1946 I saw
how the Soviet people met the hardships which
resulted from the unparalleled drought of that
year with fortitude and confidence in the future.l
saw how these hopes were justified and how since
then both industry and agriculture have progressed
at a pace unknown anywhere else in the world.

I saw how in 1947 the Soviet Union abolished
ration cards and became, at one stroke, the only
large nation in Europe without a rationing system,
without black markets and with plentiful food-
stuffs for all.,
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I have seen how prices have been reduced
frequently in the Soviet Union while they are
continually growing in every other country in
the world.

Not long ago I visited a village near Moscow,
in the Istra district, which the Germans had burned
to the ground. When they departed, not a house
was left standing. Now it is hard to find a trace
of destruction. With the help of the Soviet Gov-
ernment a new house was built for every house
that stood previously, and in most cases better
than the house it replaced. Passing through
Ukrainian cities, I saw how rapidly wrecked
buildings were being rebuilt. In many cases city
dwellers worked voluntarily on reconstruction
projects in their spare time.

) In Moscow I can see something new every day.
From my window 1 can see new streets being
paved. All over the city trees are being planted
and parks laid out. A new section of the subway,
much of which will probably be opened this year,
is being constructed not far from my home.

~ My friends tell me that they now have gas
in theis apartments. They have discarded their
Primus stoves and electric hotplates which
they had to use in the past. A new apartment
house is being built down the street; dozens
of these buildings are going up all over the city.
Hundreds of families will soon move into com-
fortable, modern apartments. New modern motor

t‘:use}s run on our street and more and more new
Soviet cars can be seen.
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I have seen the concrete effect of the recon-
version of war industry to the manufacture of
peacetime goods—Soviet cars, tractors, new lo-
comotives—all made in factories which during the
war turned out tanks, guns and munitions. I
have seen how rapidly new consumer goods
appear on the market. I see what tremendous
attention is being paid by the Soviet Government
to the expansion of peacetime production.

Several months ago as I passed by the Byelo-
russian Railway station | saw veterans arriving
from Germany, boys released from the Soviet
Army there. They were returning to work in
factories and on farms, and many of them will
go to school. All of them had smiling faces.

On the other hand, while I was in the Embassy
[ knew that the Americans, by constructing bases
all around the Soviet Union, by continually threat-
ening the Soviet Government with war, by con-
tinually increasing the tremendous American navy
and air force and by introducing conscription for
the army were trying to force the U.S.S.R. to
devote a continually larger portion of its pro-
duction to military purposes and thereby slow
down the progress of peacetime industry. It was
obvious even to such an inexperienced observer as
myself that this blackmail is not succeeding. The
Soviet Government is able o maintain such armed
forces as can bring this brandishing of arms to
naught, and at the same time carry out its five-
year plan for postwar recovery and the further
development of civilian industry and agriculture.

171



Western European nations, which suffered only
an infinitesimal fraction of the terrific war de-
struction that took place on Soviet soil, go
whimpering like poor relations to the United
States for “aid.” They accept that help on condi-
tions which will for ever subject their peoples
to American economic exploitation. The Soviet
Union, on the other hand, goes its own proud
and independent way not only meeting its own
problems successfully, but even finding resources
with which to assist its allies who also choose to
be independent of the U.S. State Department.

While Britishers and Frenchmen reach out their
hands like miserable beggars for the charity of
the American Congress, Russians forge ahead
with heads high. I personally would prefer to
starve than stand in line at someone else’s soup
kitchen, and I like and admire the Soviet people
for their courage, independence and resourceful-
ness. They not only refused to receive ‘“assist-
ance” from abroad on conditions unacceptable to
free men, but are feeding and clothing themselves
better than the less proud nations which have
accepted the American handout.

I was told in the Embassy and in the State
Department that Russians were “uncultured” and
“barbaric” and that they do not “understand
Western civilization.” I found the contrary to
be true. Not only is the intellectual development
of the Russians whom I met considerably higher
than that of the average American, but it is in
the Soviet Union that the real values of Western
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civilization are being preserved and developed.
Russians are not only thoroughly familiar with
Western art, literature, science and culture, but
have for centuries been making some of the most
vital contributions to Western civilization. These
are continuing in an ever-increasing stream. With
their profound knowledge and understanding, So-
viet citizens are adding rich contributions to West-
ern civilization, originating in the great unique
civilization of the peoples of the Soviet Union.

It is in the Soviet Union that in art, liter-
ature, music, architecture, philosophy and other
branches of culture, the intelligentsia has re-
fused blindly to accept the degraded standards
which are current in Western European nations
and in America. Only in the Soviet Union these
branches of human endeavor are not in a blind
alley. The care with which in the Soviet Union the
classical values are being maintained against all
attacks is best seen in the recent pronounce-
ments of the Communist Party on Soviet music.
What is expected of composers is that they re-
turn to the heritage of the great Russian and
Western composers and write real music, rather
than follow the path of formalism which might
result in their becoming writers of meaningless
music like that of the Hindemith cacophonies.

If there appears a new Beethoven or Chaikovsky
in world music, it is clear that he is certain to be
from the ranks of Soviet composers, and certainly

- not from the musical decadence of America,

Britain or France.
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Ouly in the Soviet Union the popular means
of culture and propaganda, the press and the radio
are not used to hammer into the heads of the
readers and listeners the esthetical standards of
cultural trash.

Nowhere in the world do the radio programs
altain as high a standard as in the Soviet Union.
While ill in bed I listened to the Soviet radio nearly
twelve hours daily. Hour after hour of excellent
concerts, many interesting lectures, programs for
collective farmers, request programs for Soviet
children, plays from the stages of Moscow thea-
ters, operetta from my hushand’s theater. All
this in my room. There are three different pro-
grams most of the day-—without advertisements
or cheap music, nobody trying to sell soap, hair
tonic or Ford automobiles; no sentimental dramas
of confused family life, no need to take headache
tablets after listening for two hours, as one must
in America.
~ The inpressions which 1 have described are
just a few of the things which I have noticed in the
Soviet Union during my relatively short stay here.

I do not pretend to be an “expert” on Russia,
as they are called in the United States. I do not
pretend to be anything but an American woman
who came here to see for herself and to become
acquainted with the Soviet people. 1 speak of
things which any other open-minded American
or other foreigner can observe here and under-
stand, and write about il he or she has the cour-
age to tell the truth.
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My deepest impression of my comparatively
brief stay in the Soviet Union does not relate to
any one branch of life, but is a general feeling
about life in the U.S.S.R. as a whole.

| feel that I am now living in a type of society
which is a far greater advance over capitalism,
than capitalism was over feudalism.

1 can see for myself that the Soviet Union is
a new type of society at the very dawn of its
development and that the horizons of human prog-
ress under Socialism are obviously limitless.

It is a fact that the United States of America,
for the time being, produces more automobiles
than the Soviet Union.

It is a vasily more important fact that the
Soviet Union is developing culturally and economni-
ically at a more rapid pace than the United
States ever developed even in the boom years
of capitalistic growth.

It is a noteworthy fact that the Soviet Union
is young, healthy and vigorous with a capacity
lor continuous growth, that it is developing, while
the United States is confused, decadent, politically
rotten, having fallen into the hands of leaders
who are determined to lead the nation to ruin,
repeating step for step the mistakes of Germany.
Unless they are stopped in time, all this may lead
the United States to suicide.

Lastly, it is an important fact that in the So-
viet Union every citizen, no matter what his
position in life, has the right to look forward to
the future, calm in the knowledge that every
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year he will live better than the year before, that
he is helping to create a new age for the human
race which his children, and perhaps he himself,
will see.

As a mother I look ahead to what sort of a
world my son will live in. and as a mother | know
that the future belongs to the Soviet Union and
that my son will live a richer, a better and fuller
life than he could live anywhere else in the world,
I'know that here he wil] grow up to receive the
best of education without having to struggle for
it the way I did; that he will not have to tramp
the streets looking for a job when times are bad,
because there will be no bad times in the Soviet
Union, despite all the efforts of its enemies to
create them; that he cannot be turned into can-
non fodder for munitions kings and oil monopo-
lists; that he, like his fellow Soviet citizens, will
be a free man, a participant in the greatest
progressive movement on which the human race
has ever embarked.

I'am glad to be here. ] am happy that my son
was born in the Soviet Union, for his inheritance
will be a rich one. | appreciate the Soviet hospi-
tality so generously extended to me for my own
sake, but even more so for his.
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