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WHO IS TO SAY RHEE IS RIGHT?

MONG Americans who fought for their

own jndependence and who adnfire any-

one else willing to fight for his, it is only

. matural that there should be strong sympathy

. for Syngman Rhee in his efforts to. clear

Korea of all Chinese troops and reunite his
nation.

And this sympathy leads to the next step

—a belief that the truce agreement, as

| planned, is wrong. and that the fighting
should be continued until the Chinese are
defeated.

We doubt that persons who hold that
wiew have thought the thing through. In the
first place, the American people don't have
access to the global information on the basis
of which important international policies
must be set. And without information. it is
a risky business 1o advocate this course of
action or that.

Furthermore, it will be remembered that
the Truman Administration, after carefully
ealulating all the factors, came fo the
conclusion that an armistice in Korea would

' best serve this nation’s purposes, and those

of the United Nations. That decision was
not popular. Dissatisfaction with the mili-
tary stalemate was one of the factors that

overturned the Democratic Party and sent *

the Republicans to power.

And what happened? A Republican Presi-
dent, with a vast military background, and
a Republican Secretary of State calculated
the same global factors and came to precisely
the same conclusion—that an armistice in
Korea is in our interest.

How is it, then, that anyone who does
not have access to toplevel secrets can
possibly say that bofh the Truman and
Eisenhower Administrations were wrong in
their conclusions” That we ought to stand
oehind Syngman Rhee? That we ought to
continue the war until the last Chinese has
been chased across the Yalu and Korea
reunited?

Perhaps the armistice, coming after a
fruitless and indecisive war, doesn't make
much sense. But it makes even less sensa
10 leap 16 the conclusion that it would be
better to continue the fighting.

KAISER’S GOLD-PLATED CONTRACT

P THERE REMAINS any doubt about
; waste and extravagance in the armed
forces, the startling of Kaiser-Frazler's
contract to build the big C-119 Air Force
transports should dispel it.
The story, as related to a Gena!nml
stretches
The C-119, called The Packel, was dﬂl‘md
by Fairchild. In early December. 1050, Henry
Kaiser talked the Air Force into authorizing
him to build some of the planes, and a few
days later wheedled an RFC loan of $25
million. His first contract was signed on
Dec. 15, 1050. and it authorized Kaiser-
Frazier to build 176 Packets at an estimated
‘ cost of $467.000 per plane.

From that date on, the story grows more
- § incredible. *

5 September, 1951: the contract was in-
creased to 200 planes, at an estimated cost
of $713,000 per plane.

« May, 1952: the loul cost of the 200 planes
was increased to $180437.399—an average
of §902,000 per plane.
Later the number of planes was reducea
to 159 without'a cut-in the cost. On Dec. 4,
1952, the Alr Force repriced the planes at
$1.300,000 eac!
And still h\er Henry Kaiser requested an
| sadional $10 millon that would run.(he

per-plane cost up to $1.500,000

And all the while, Fairchild iwas produc-
ing 440 of the Packets at an average cost of
$263.348—one fijth of Kaiser's cost!

Yesterday, the Air Force announced it
was canceling the contract with Kaiser for
the C-119's. The Air Force claimed the Sen-
ate probe had nothing to do with its decision,
a claim that belongs in the believe-itor-not
category.

This much is clear. The Senate committee
ought to keep digging into the C-119 com
tract until all the details of the incredible
story come out. And it should also look into
other military contracts. If tax money Is
being wasted like this generally, the new
Republican Administration can really put
its broom to work.

HOW'S THAT AGAIN?

The current issue of B exs Week says
{hat “The Eisenhower Administfation might
well take its place in history on the record
of having (1) straightened out the budget
(2) contained communism through
foreign aid.”

And we thought the containment -policy
was passe.

A BETTER SOCIAL SECURITY PLAN

OW THAT THE Republican leadership

in Congress has agreed to postpone until

next session any action on expanding Social

3 Security, there is not much point in debating

{he issue at this time. Nonetheless, we'd like

o give it one more lick before the hiatus
becomes official.

The Eisenhower Administration has not
yet made it clear precisely what it will pro-
pose. During the campaign, Mr. Eisenhower
spoke in-general terms of extending the cov-
erage. But he was silent on the details.

If he wants an excellent plan, he might
profitably put into his files the program

adopted by members of the Chamber. of
Commerce of the United States in January.
The vole was overwhelming—a 16 to 1
majority. There were four major points to
the program:

1. Pay old-age and survivors' insurance to
all of today's retired aged, ending what the
C of C calls “discrimination” against some
5 million persons over 65.

2 Bring under Social Security all gain-

By Carl Kesler In The Quill

fully employed persons, including farmers
and professional people. After 18 years of

Social Security, there are still over 12 milllon
employed persons not covered.

3 Put the prozram on a 5-y0u.20
basis, with annual payments made out of
annual receipts. This would put the cost of
the program on a frue, understandable

basls

4 End all Federal grants for oldage
assistance (direct relief, now administered
by the states)

The Chamber of Commerce proposal
would not use up the current reserve of some
$1¢ billion, The, reserve would be kept as a
cushion 1o take care of any changes in pay-
ments and receipts that cannot be antici-
pated. 3

This is a constructive, forward-looking
plan that would eliminate those deficiencies
of the Social Security system that have
brought widespread criticism. It merits
favorable consideration by the Eisenhower
Administration and the Congress.

THE RIGHT TO KNOW

T seems to me that even in the last year
or 50 1 have more and more {requently
encountered misunderstanding of the very
meaning, let alone the importance, of the
group of basic freedoms that include the
press. There is certainly confusion about
freedorh of the press as such and the newer,
more embracing term, freedom of informa-
tion. . .

1t is casy to oversimplify such definitions,
1 frequently explain. for example, that free-
dom of the press is the constitutionally
guaranteed right to publish it if you can get
it, while freedom of information involves
access to news (and other forms of knowl-
edge. of course) as well as the right to dis
seminate it

I could follow this up with a current
illustration. Recently the North Carolina
legislature, faced with a record state budget,
rushed through a bill providing secrecy for
appropriations committee sessions. - Actual
Yofing, of eausse, remained open.

1 could understand, if not approve, the
budget-makers' desire for privacy. It is
‘hard enough to apportion a state's income
pressure gmups snapping at your heels,
without having the press bring down the
pack in full cry. But it is better to bave an

honest legislator embarrassed for thinking

:

So it is with considerable interest that
1 read, in the current Nieman Reports, a
talk by Arthur Hays Sulzherger at an Alex:
ander Hamilton dinner at Columbia Univer-
sity. Recalling Jefferson’s insistence on
“spelling out” the Bill of Rights. which
the New York Times publisher thoroughly
approved. he also quoted Hamilton

“What signifies a declaration. that ‘the
mu-ny of the press shall be inviolably pre-

rved’? What is the Jiberly of the press!
\\ ho can U\v it any definition which w\uld
not leave the utmost latitude for evasion®
1 hold it to be impracticable; and from this
1 infer that its security. whatever fine
declaration may be inserted in any consti-
tution respecting it. must altogether depend
on public opinion, and on the general spirit
of the people and of the government. Here,
after all, mtist we seek for the only solid
asis of our ‘rights.”

Hamilton was at least partly right. The
Argentine constitution was copied after ours,
including freedom of expression. But con-
sider what happened to its press when “the
general spirit of the people and of the gov-
ernment” became that of Juan Peron.

We have the First Amendment and other
laws and thank heaven for them against any
sneak thieves who might attempt to steal our
freedoms but would never dare make a
frontal attack on the Constitution. But in
2 day where freedoms tend more and more
to-be traded for an illusion of security, con-
stitutions and statutes can be little or no
better than the public will behind them.

Most parents are kind enough in allowing
their children to have pets—until the pets
have children—Greemwood (Miss) Common-
wealth.
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Technical School Needed
CHARLOTTE
Editors, T News:
UR able Npl’eu"l!l:luu tried to get an engi-
eering college located in Charlotte. For once
ina IMII Ihll! the public is told through a news
account that the Raleigh b"mh of the Universily

really has more than agric taught in the
lﬂrll:llllurll institution, I say “agricultural insti-
tution” as papers are filled each week with agri-
cultural news sent out by the news bureau at he
Raleigh institution until one wonders if the Chan-
cellor pays any -l\cnllon to textiles and engineer-
ing in its many phases. The main interest appears
to be agriculture smce readers are rded
with Monday news which they heard the \N‘ek be-
fore in the agricultural broadcasts.

There is a lot of feeling, lnd bilier com-
ments from graduates in textiles and engineering,
a growing unrest at the differences shown in the
many departments. The feeling may not be voeal
but sooner or later, State lnl|cgc can have its
agriculture, its experiment stati s cxtension,
and we will have our college of Itxlllu and Engi-
mrmg. Piedmont Tech.

en we will have our technology editor
who llll not show his bias.

W. TAYLOR.

kA
Stretching ‘Justice’
CHARLOTTE
Editors. Tne News:
HE recent Rosenberg case is a vivid example of

the flagrant use of technicalities that are in-
dulged in by lawyers in an attempt to defeat
Justice,

The “Cat and Mouse” extension of this case
over a period of two years is a disgrace and ¥
distinet injustice to those two ecven though they
were convicted spies,

1t is very .pnmm the legal profession needs
to “clean hou

—R. C. BOLEN.

Ex-Teacher Backs Courses

Editors, Tre Nrws:
T WONDER if our omniscient God is looking into
future generations and secing good come from
this controversy arisen {rom the teaching of Bible
in public schools? Good—such as a sprinkling
of private schools operated because of pareats,
teachers. and children who were so zealous in
their desire for Bible knowledge they were de-
termined to include it in daily formal education—
in addition to the religious viewpoint taught by
the horae and church. Does it make sense to any-
one else?—this looking into the future for an cra
of private schools rather than state-operated ones”
In the meantime | do hope that those who
desire it will have the privilege of continuing their
study of the Bible in our public schools. 1 do
not know what my own church will say. but 1
cannot conceive of the Bible courses being re.
moved. with nothing to take their place, from

ARLOTTE

Drew Pearson’s
Merry-Go-Round

WASHINGTON
n OST Americans don't realize it, but Sen-
ator McCarthy’s name is featured more

and

tions won Mr.
he also helped
formation against

schools in America, .a leading nation of the world
with a reputation of being both free and Christian.
However, 1 admit 1 may be a little one:sided
in my thinking as I once taught Bible in a public
school along with other high school subjects, and
I recall some of the happiest experiences of my
life in those day: w some students learning
correctly for lht (lr‘( llmf the Lord’s Prayer, the
Ten Commandments, simple facts about the Ille
of Jesus, the meaning of everyday Bible words
such as Edodus, Judsiym, Messiah and Gethse
others going much deeper in their
lludy n( Blble characters and great passages. And
one {eacher, at least learned much and was ifed,
inspired, bl
At least nnul T can be convinced that more
barm than good is being done by the Bible coures
in our schools, I feel compelled to fight for them,
even though our Baptist ministers are ieaders of a
church 1 love and surely have prayerfully con-
sidered their decision. Imperfections do exist, I
know, but as a Christian, 1 would not dare to
take the Bible from our schools—nor the daily
study of the only Perfect One.
—CATHERINE A. CROWE.

Resolution Adopted

Editors. Tue Nrws:
HE Elders and Deacons of St Paul Preshyterian
Church, in a jnint meeting yesterday_after-
adopted unanimously the foilowing™ Resolu-

CHARLOTTE

“Be it resolved. by the Elders and Deacons of

St. Paul Presbyterian Church, taking note of the
recent criticism of the teaching of the Bible
the public sthools of Charlotte, that this group
of church officers communicate to the Charlotie
School Board and the Committee for the Teach-
ing of -the Bible in the Charlotte public schools,
our support for (I\( t ching plan_ now in use in
these schools and our belief that the Bible should
be taught to the ('h||drl‘n in these schoals,”
W. A. GAMBLE, Moderator,

E D. JACKSON, Clerk.

One Hundred Percenter
= CHARLOTTE
Editors. Tur Nrws:

T AM 100 per cent in favor of the teaching of the

Bible in our public schools. To me most
regrettable that some- of ‘our Baptist pastors are
opposed to

The home and the chirch are ldul places.
for the Bible to be taught, but hom days
are not even filling stations by day or parking
grounds at night cre is no one to fill and no
place to park. And church leaders are busy with
other things—building great buildings at the ex®
pense of buikding great character.

Sunday School teachers, for the mon part,
are not paid or trained, whereas our you
ple in our public schools have the best lnehen
from our best schools and colleges.

—REV. AARON R. MOORE.

Andrews a Pulitzer prize,
unearth much -
Alger Hiss. Also tem-

dore Kaghan who calied McCarthy's two
junior - G-men
After he was

Eiseuhower leeiy Tum\r
Surrender To Taft On N'm

lymtmamwmm

WASHINGTON
TB! Eisenhower .dminmnﬂm
has just added another
mmndnxnlhelnhlukulu
mrrcmhn to the rum. or anti-
Eisenhower wing of th

can party. -

The story Is curious indeed. In
q brief, ‘Auhhnl Secretary Frank
* Nash is shortly leaving the Defense

White H speaking
with the lvﬂwrluﬂv- volu of pres-
!dcnlhl assistant Robert Cutler,

refore nominated the lwmr

dicated that Nitze would be pro-
moted to Assistant Secretary when
Nash left, if the ar had

&g ln-tlommm

unteered to m
-nn!m[:ﬂ:hlrvﬂﬂ'
:'mmelunlmnv\ed-ll

it Ei b
SIGNAL )

The 1 for the attack on the
Nitze appointment was given

e M press, in an &-
ticle showing

White House has
removed McCarthy

‘ministrati —
ernment workers who were
ing to the Wisconsin Senator
the daily doings of the

highest sul tes.
Thus the President had long had
the clearest warning

clearest proof of Nitze's
The fact is that Nitze was u‘eﬁ,

proven satisfactory in the interv:
Nitze accepted Wilson's offer,
took up his new dutics ten days

azo.
TAFT'S VETO

At this point, however, a veto
was interposed by Sen. Robert A.
Taft. Ordinary Republican patron-
age hunger, plu- the prejudices of
Sen. Joseph R. McCarthy's special
Republican clique, drove the
Ohio Senator {o intervene. Taft
admitted that he had nothing what-
ever against Nitze, a registered
Republican who made a large for-
tune as a banker before becoming
a brilliant civil servant. Taft only
argued that Nitze could not have
the job because he was a “hang-
over from the old regime,” to use
the current phrase.

Efforts were made, through \m
President Richard Nixon, to get
the veto withdrawn. But Taft was
determined to prevent any repeti-
tion of the case of Charles E. Boh-
len, when the Eisenhower admin-
istration was nhnlly forced, for
once in a way, to take a stand
and make a ln.hl “Clear it with
Bob s now 8 firmer rule_than
“clear it with Sidney."

Nitze, hearing ul um uuuble, vol-

hower's great speech Bee
aims to the American sodi:. 8
Newspaper Editors. This

was the President’s sole mlhr nlc-
coss in the foreign field mwe ut~
ing office, and the Presi
(enermuly ncknowledled Hllnl
part

Finally: the sacrifice of Nitze ds
also a sacrifice of the vital priaci-
ple of continuity and experience in
American policy making. Hlu s
a conspleuatis, Usim nod-
partisan  meml lmlll
group of high il m;uau who
alone supply these indispensible in-
gredients, expericnce and conli-
nuity.

The clean sweep of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff, also made at Sen.
Taft's behest, has already estab-
lished the rule that our highest

m

political appointee:
:Imillr]y ﬂubluhe‘ the rule that
the American government does riot
need knowledge, or training, or
previous acquaintace with  the
tacts, in nrder to tackle the hardest
probiem the world has ever knowh.
Althogether, lhh is a surrender the
President is likely to regret before
long.

Anti-lke Republicans Plot
To Regain Control Of Party

By MARQUIS CHILDS

WASHINGTON
JEARLY a year has passed
since General nhower was
chosen by the Republicans as their
Presidential candidate. The vic-
tory for Eisenhower was interpret-
ed as a defeat for the forces of
extreme reaction, isolationism, and
narrow nationalism both in and
out of the Republican Party.
The fact that those same forces
are consolidating in_opposition to
Eisenhower and his foreign policy
is, in the view: of this observer,
the most important political news
since the Eisenhower victory of
last Novem! So far, this is
happening outside the area of the
front page headlines. But before
100 kmg it is likely to be reflected
there,

To \khll degree the President is
aware of this development and its
meaning for his Administration,
its policies and programs, one can
only surmise. But his close ad-
are becoming concerned
the development and the
threat inherent in it to Republican
hopes to stay in power.

PLANS MAPPED

At a meeting in New York re-
cently, according to reliable infor-
mation, mz decision was taken to
op| election of any Repub-
lican bﬂcﬂng the foreign policy of
senhower.  Present

financial resource:
cording to information reaching the
White House, Senator Joseph M-
Carthy of Wisconsin was warmly

praised for efforts that have
,caused increasing emblrru.lmenl
to the Administration. The meet-

ing was held, of course, in Srict
secrecy.

This fits with the report In this
space of the decision of a group
of wealthy Texas oil men to back
McCarthy with unlimited funds,

“junketeering gumshoes.”
fired. Kaghan's American

have

part.of which would ln to b\lﬂdul.l
him up before a national
sian audience. In the hcuan nn'
coming together are ardent be-
lievers in General MacArthur and
his prescription for-the Far Esgt.
They feel that Einnhuvnr has gome
directly against the counsel iof
their hero. e
They are actively supporting the
Bricker amendment which wnllld
greatly curtail “the treaty-making
powers of the Chief Executive.
In this and in other developments,
one can see first of all an effort
tn take control of the Republican
Party and isolate the Presidefit.
This move derives in Ilrgn part
from the men who sought to pre-
vent Eisenhower's mmlmtlun t
Chicago a year ago. Some are sijil
keeping quiet in public. Others,
like McCarthy himself with his
praise for Syngman Rhee's de-
fiance of President Eisenhower
and the United Nations,  are fn-
creasingly outspoken, \
NEW PARTY SEEN

1f the effort to capture comtrol
of the party fails, as it did a year
ago in the bitter fight over the
nomination, then another develop-
ment is a possibility. That is the
formation of a nationalist, Ameri-
ca First party with Senator Mec-
Carthy as its central figure, 'n-u
is, of course, for the longer fu-
ture. The outcome will be deter-
mined hy the succm or failure of
the pla::nl Admi
nhower’s lvyll supporters
see the forces of opposition begin-
ning o consolidate, they must be-
gin to wonder when a little con-
solidating is going to start on their
own side of the fence. Wiley does
not come up for re-election until
1956. But other Eisenhower Reptb-
Ticans up next year are beginning
to be nervous,

Europeans Fear U. S. Is Going Fascist

Carthy are the enemies of America; They

not forgotten that the man who,

in the European press than that of Presi
dent Eisenhower. Furthermore, every de-
tail of our bookburning. the purges of
State Departmint employees and the
cavesdropping 6f government officials on
other officials is well publicized
Euroj

Reason for the headlines may be sensa
tional journalism on the part of certam
newspapers. but in the responsible papers,
which report just as fully, it boils down to
the fact that Europe has been tied to
America’s apron strings and they want to
know if the person whé wears the apron
has changed. They arc afraid she has.

They also remember far better than
we the Gestapo tactics of Hitler and Mus-~
solini. France, Belgium, Holland. all were
occupied by German troops, know - first-
hand what Nazism is. and they want no
vart of it. And while the picture appear-
ing in their newspapers is exagzerated,
nevertheless. the whole wave of “McCar-
thyism™ has caused us incalculable harm.

Here are some of the things that worry
our friends abroad and please our enc-
mies:

Book - burning — Included among the
books which have been banned f{rom State
Denlmeﬂt shelves is “Washington Witch

unt”* by Bert Andrews, staunch Eisen-
horrr nppnru: and top Washington cor-
it the New York Herald
Hh on loyalty investiga

porarily banned was a book by John Fos-
ter Dulles himself. together with a book
by Walter White, anti-Communist Negro
leader: Walter Duranty. formerly of the
New York Times. and Clarence Streit,
former l«m‘lmw correspondent of the New
York Tim as advoeated union be-
tween the i (1 States and Great Britain,
Furopeans sce this as the same kind of
idea-purging that preceded Hitler's rise to
power, They have always thousht of the
United States as the symbol of freedom,
the country whose people were so well-
rooted in democracy - that they were not
afraid to- read anything, even Commu-
nist books. - Now that we seem afraid of
such mild books as some of those men-
tioned above, the impression has grown
that we are a Fascist state. Weird as
thif impression is. a lot of people actually
believe it. and_Western Europe doesn’t
‘anl to follow F.\‘cM leadership.
Tactics—When Scott McLeod,
new State Department - security officer
a !rir:g’ of McCarthy's. either ordered or
an order whereby German ser-
vants were, asked to spy an American offi-
cials for whom they worked. it shocked
Europeans. These were exactly the tactics
employed by Hitler.
They also noted the manner in which
State Department officials have been fired
use they displeased McCarthy,
Most noteworthy case was that of Theo-

{riends in Germany threw a farewell party
for him and security officers slipped
around afterward to sec who was present.
Among the guests they discovered thé U.
S. High Commissioner of Germany hime
self. James Conant.

To Europeans this so\vdcd like Hitler
all over again.

Some of this news played a part in the
recent Italian election. Middle-of-the-road
Italians who have heavily supported De
Gasperi in ghe past, hate Fascism, and
when word got around that McCarthy's
men were using the German and Italian
secret police, were also paying for evi-
dence from European underlings to use
azainst their American employers, were
planting secret ‘microphones in American
offices, middle-of-the-road Ttalian
friends began to cool off. America was
the chief issue in the Italian election and
there's no question but that McCarthyism
mﬂnenrrd the unfortunate vote against De
Gasper
Enemies of the ‘ule—Furnpe:'m also

stamped

have not forgotten how Hitler
out those who disagreed by br:mdmg them
enemies of fhe stale: how Stalin purged his
opponents. by calling them enemies of
Russia. To under Hitler and
Stalin was to bo an enemy.
'nuu why Europeans view with alarm
new doctrine that the enemies of Me-

cleaned most Communists out Ger-
many was Adolf Hitler—and that thou-
sands of Communists later jumped on his
bandwagon.

Twisting Definitions — Europeans are
also familiar with the totalitarian tech-

munist and has
cott against the htxer,
Post he has called the W
of The Daily Worker, the Milwaukee Jour-
mll1 which _als criticize him
ca
Worker, while the
tor, the St. Louis Post-Dispatch and the
Portland Oregonian he lumps in the same
category

Eumpeam pnd little ntmiinu 1o these
mouthings u recently wl have
seen the Ilun Iho makes th-
to a position of great power, a pasition
where he can and does ucm‘;:um

111



