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T W O  C A M P S  

KOWCAN Wbi 

J&xc,ow S i ; ~ = e o & ~ a t r i  a t  ion ?r inc &,j& : 
on thz principle of repatr ia t ion of a l l  prisoners of w a r  and denunciation 
o f  the  ti.S. advocacy of no forced repatr ia t ion relnain the dominant 
elements In  Moscow comment on the U.N. debates on Korea. 
position i s  made expl ic i t  in the 'Jishin6ky speech on 24 November in which 
tha 1nd:Lan draf t  reoolution it3 denounced. Communist objeation t o  the 
17 November rercolution becme evident i n  a 20 Novemher TASS review of the 
propocei r e p r t i n g  the s imilar i ty  between the 'Indlan reoolutiun and the 
U.S. posttion. TASS reports the %mea(iineGsll of other delegations as a 
r e s u l t  of the Menon epeecb, but there is no emphaeis on Western disunity. 

More expl.icit Communist opposttion t o  the reoolution was contained i n  .a 
commen-i;a,ry on 22 November wh:!ch Wmored31 tha t  the U.S. !'has decided t o  
take a favorable stand on this draf t  resoli:tion& I f  This broadcast charges 
t h a t  the rear,lut.ion Itis based on the principle of f o x i b l e  screenhg and 
detention of war prisoners" m,d declmes that the functions of the pro- 
pooed repatr ia t ion comission would. consist Itof running the concentration 
camp6 where the war prieoners would Jquish. The I1doom1' awaiting 
these was priso.qera is likened t o  the Iltrbgic f a t e  of the displaced 
persons who; a f t e r  tbe 6acos,d world war wexe forcibly detained ... and 
t3en becam2 +,he olaves of lmdomners and capi ta l is ts ."  This may be an 
a t t e q t  by Moscow t o  discredi t  the posit ion of the 'viest i n  granting 
politic;i-.>>+asylum t o  war p,nicsmers, Previous Mcccow com.ent has re jected '  
the conce$i of asylu! for PWs and has insisted tba t  the prisonero were 
being detairsd t o  provide cannonfodder f o r  the armies of Chiang Kai-shek 
and Syngmm ilhee. 

p t te9 t io2  t o  C O ~ ~ & V & & J D O S  ed Cosiseionpades:  
C o r ~ ~ l i l 3 . i ; . . ~ , : o ~ o ~ e ~  Korean Cumission--which had been touted as making 
p o s ~ i b l e  peaceful settlement of the Korean qu.estion--disappears as. the  
Inaian y~upms3 corns under attack. The 10 November Vishlnsky spesch 
endo:ts!.ng and elaborating on th i s  commiesion was broadcaot 87 t b e s ,  
conynred t o  the 167 and 101 devoted t o  his f i r o t  two U.N. speeches. A 
comsntsry by Rx~~anov on 16 Nwenber--broadcast to. the UK only--continued 
the trend toward greater  spec i f ic i ty  on tUs proposed commission and 
seemed . t o  indicate the hqortance placed upn it by.the Co!muaiEits. 
Romanov called for tlactionll as opposed t o  the Ittalk of prinoiples," f o r  
"only action c w  aavauce the Korean truce ta lks ."  He a l so  8uggeRted that 
''the only WRY t o  continue the ( t m c e j  ta lks  i s  t o  t ransfer  them t o  a 
hlgher level ,  presmably the Kcresn commisslm. The inrportance of a 
resumption of the truce ta lks  is enpbas$eed by Romanov's statement t ha t  
"it w i l l  not be possible to .  make anotb.er step t owrd  ending th i s . .  .war 
un+,il the  tm.ce t a lks  are  resumed.14 No explanation of how f i n a l  agreement 
can be achieved is made however. 
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That t h i s  commentary was intended t o  prompt favorable Bri t ish at tent ion 
t o  the Communist proposal seems indicated by t h e  following: (1) the 
British U . N .  delegat,ion was taken t o  task f o r  Cismissing the Vishinsky 
pro::wal fop a Korean commission Ilwithout taking t h e  trouble t o  examine it 
a t  a l l  im?artially;If and (2) the favorable response evoked by the proposal, 
even from those %ho cer ta inly cannot be suspected of leaning toward‘the 
Soviet viewpointIt was cited.  However, h4osoow has not directed a s imilar  
carmnsxitaxy t o  any other nations which might. be considered especially 
receptive t o  a compromise settlement of the Korean issue. 

-- Self=Stge~t,S~ib-~ect of Explicit  Cornen$: 
becomo more tqeoif tc  concarning the strength of t?ie Chinese and Xorean 
forces. A r u e  r e v i e w  of mili tary events i n  Korea by Col. Tolchenov-- 
broadcast t o  the hame audience only--refers i n  u ~ l l l R ~ ~ l l y  specif ic  term8 t o  
the  imp;ovsd tschnica’l equipment, especially artillery, t o  the powerful 
fo r t i f i ca t ions  and strong It jo in t  defense 8yste1n~~ es-kablished acroos Korea, 
t o  the plentitiide of weapons and ammunition wid t o  the generally improved 
capabi l i t i es  of the Korem and Chinese troops. 
TASS csrreqwadim% Tkachmlo i n  Pyongrang who quotes a downed U.S. p i lo t ,  
Captaiq Rfibert IIenry, AS admit.ting the growing d i f f i cu l t i e s  faced by the 
U.S. A i r  Foi’ce &!?-,:?e “the Koreans and Chinese h2ve now acquired a great  
many ant i -a i rcraf t  trst teriea and planes. I t  This specif ic i ty ,  unusual i n  
Moscow comment t o  date, has been foreehsdowed by Peking comment on recent 
mi l i t a ry  events. Reference t o  the increased mili tary and a i r  capabi l i t i es  
has not been broadcast t o  the Koreans however. 

Recent Moscow canment has 

The theme is echoed by 

Mew Tlq~g~s>,.&iz;Pd BY Iaherent &-&nesses: 
audiencc.z.&@er of the contirded t.fireat raised by U.S. aggressiveness. 
The horn2 audience is told tLat despite our Ildisgraceful mil i tary failures” 
i n  Korea, R campaign is now i n  prcgress i n  the United States cal l ing for 
increased mil i tary pressure on Korea, the  bombing of Manchuria, the 
blockade of China and the use of the A-’mmb. The blackmail which t h i s  
campaign rezresents however is ternied Itthe weapon of the weak against 
the cowardst1 and Ivbscow--in its f i r s t  reaction t o  the announcement of 
hydrogen bomb experiments--im?l.ies that %idrogen blackmailft w i l l  be no 
more succescful than was atomic blackmail. 

Moscow reports t o  its Korea l i s teners  that  inasmuch as the United States 
has failed t o  get  suff ic ient  troops from $ts  s a t e l l i t e s  and is unwilling 
t o  provide more i t s e l f ,  South Koreans are t o  be armed i n  increasing 
numbers. Listeners are  reassured however tha t  the South Koreans hate 
t h e i r  ttoppretxorsff and are considered t f w e l i a b l e l t  as mil i tary a l l ies  
by the United States,  while other comment reviews the record of South 
Korean resistance operations. 
the United S ta tes  that if  it persists i n  its plan for  mobilization of the 
South Koreans, much the 681318 resu l t  can be expected as took place i n  
China when wholesale desertions weakened the conscripted Chiang army. 

The Soviet home and Korean 

A t  the same time a warning is extended t o  



a' 

JVAR: 3Wpiaence  on 

Comment on the  United Nations debate on Korea r e f l ec t s  the continuing 
Communist intransigence on the PolJ repatriation issue, The following 
points sum up the Communist position: 

1, The r ea l  issue is  the forcing of prisoners tg refuse t o  
, go home, not forcing the prisoners t o  go home as the  

United States  claims, 

U 

2. The Geneva Canvention does not recogrhe any choice on the  
p ~ r t  of prisoners regarding repatriation, hence discussim 
of ! 'poli t ical  asylumlf i n  t h i s  context by America and its 
a l l i e s  confuses the r e a l  issue, 

The compromise proposals of Peru and Mexico are  contrary 

prisoners t o  deny regatriation, 

3. 
':+,to international law since they predicate the r i g h t  of 

This posit ion is mads clear  i n  Noscow comment on the qeeches of Soviet 
delegates a8 well as  in  cri t icism of the speeches supporting the U.S. 
position, The United S%ates is charged with "dadgirg the issue i n  an 
endeavor t o  whitewash i t s e l f  i n  the eyes of public up;lnScn,!8 while those 
delegates who fiupported the U S ,  stand on repatr ia t ion are accused of 
being '!tedious and boring," 

Peaceful Settlement Tlwowh New Commission Stressed: Originally. proposed 
by Poland as part of, its omnibus resolution on 17 October, the commission 
plan received no at tent ion from Moscow u n t i l  specif ical ly  endorsed by 
VishinsQ on 29 October, Comment during the past  week, as well as the  
VishinsQr address of 10 November-Wwhicn has been broadcast 54 times t o  
date--states t ha t  the new commission should extend 11as6istmce t o  the 
repatr ia t ion of a l l  prisoners of vrarl l  but there is no expl.metion of how 
t h i s  llassistancett would be f ac i l i t a t ed  G r  on what principles it wduld 
be based, A t  the same time, MOSCOW drops a l l  reference t o  the campromise 
proposals offered a t  Panrmrnjom on 8 October by the Communist delegation 
a d  ignores recent Peking hints  that rspatr ia t lon oovere some form of 
reclassification. 


