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- 951,

Mr. F‘RITCI-IEI stated he had. knorvm DREW PEARSON for abou‘c. ten

| "years a.nd visits him periodically: averaging, perhaps , -once a monthe -

" He did not believe he had seen PEARSON since the vis:.t on December 12

..\

on- December 18 1951, Mr. FRITGHEY was reinterviewed by Agents

‘and« at which time he was:. shown the DREW PEARSON ¢olumfi
e cember 14th, which appeared in; the: "New York Daily’ Mifror! of .

5w Decémber .15, 1951, and.the DREW PEARSON column, which appeared in the.: -

» WPhiladelphia Bulletin®™ of December 15the = Mr. FRITCHEY examihed both'

' columns, and stated they are reasdnably accurate accounts of the - - =~
. material, ‘which ANDERSON had displayed to him on the night of . December 12

| _at the. home of PEARSON, : He stated that tabloid papers have a: tendency

i .%o condense and rewrite, and he. thought, perhaps, the article in the:

7 'wpulletin,® which is slightly different. from the Mfirror® column, wou.l@

‘ 'be more likely to be an exact or nearl;r exact, copy as furnished by

‘ Asematter oi‘ bs . Mra. FR Y advised that on’ the'g.
"'evem.ng of December l?th, of. ARSON,: - =
! phohed. him and invited him to play. bridge the night ‘of Dec r’18," . -
- 1951, at the PEARSON residence. ‘Mrs FRITCHEY expressed the :thought.’
. that, perhaps, Mr, PEARSON ccntemplated making some discreet inquiries
'of him’ eoncerning development.s growing out o:f:‘ the instant leak.
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g "?.'7. - - DRE, PEARSON AND Ronea'r S. ALLEN OOLUMNS

Tl The eolumn under the by-line of DREW PEARSON appearing in t-he New\ o
York Deily H:eror for December l5, 1951, reads as follows. » - A

L "Washington, Dec. lh‘.'. - The world sat up over Pres. Truman's ol
"publicized meeting with-the Joint. Chiefs of Staff when he returnéd . .

7 from Key West, but it was routine.  The highlight was. an assurance . -

i‘rom Gen. Omar Bre.dley that a oease-fire could be worked out in Korea.{‘.

| “The diplomatic and military chiefs were walting when HST strode '.'
S ¥ grinning.: He' shook ‘hands all e.round, said 1%, was 'good to'be
.‘1_back' esked how they liked his tan.-' el

e "He let the JOint chiefs do. most -of the telk:.ng, and here is &
.’:-brief accoun‘b of what happened: o T

"Truman sat. back, celled for views s and made such comments as:
V.'That's a. tough one' L e
| "qudley led thh a snmmary of the Korean situation s reported

‘the Red,e geemed: ready to ‘come to terms, that a cease-fire agreement
could be worked out if both sides mede coneessions. Do

L ﬂGen. Va.ndenberg, A:Lr Chief, opposed ma;or concessions, was
;adamant against allow:.ng the comuunists to build airﬁelds dunng
; ‘t.he cease-fire. T : R PR v . NS

: nGen. Gollins, Arnw chief opposed giving in on troop rotation.._ ’:':.. :
. The' Ghinese ‘propose a’freeze on all troops entering Korea, blocldng '

replaoements for combat vet.era.ns. Thie would be a blow to morale
b _lcollins warned.}:' . R

| "cellins agreed 'minor conoessions' should be -made to win some

_, I J.n* return Truman commented ’qhat no. concess:.om should be granted
; that e 'would later regretv' i ‘ ‘

"Admirel Fechteler made only a ha.lf-mnute epeech, pledged that
he Nevy is prepared to carry out 'any misslon a.ny time e.ny plaee'

"l MRop: the Army,. Collins pledgedthe Army- couldn't be blasted out SR
' of Koree., could hold on 'un‘eil hell freezes over' : PR




UYL _L"'One concession discussed was. yielding to the Reds on inspee- o

L tien behind. the lifies:.; We have been holding out for it by U.N.- ,
“'-.;~“",5'Gomumst teams, but.the Reds want it by 'neutral' nations --‘amnd. .° ..
- J%'that meant Poland and: Gzechoslovakia. ‘Later they agreed to con-’ e P
- " gider Denmark, Sweden: and SntZerland. These would be acceptable =~ . .
to us.» Bradley proposed giving ground here and it has been done. BRI

o "The principal theme was that a cease-fire may be close, nth R
v ey settlement w:.thin 20 days.»_ Some details will be lei‘t to 1ron " o
. oub later AL - ‘. _ A .

‘.,.

S “Another matter discussed was, the question of mthdramg UsN.
S 1troops altogether - ai‘ter ‘the ermistice.; The .facts rega.rding this
MR Imust not be published BOW.M T L S :

, Through inquiry at the Bell Syndicate, Inc., 229 West h.Brd Street, .
‘New -York City, it was ascertained that' in the -original column as dispatched by

~ PEARSON “to ‘Bell Syndicate there appeared under the caption "Silent Admira.l“ '
. the followingt T ol R . -

"Pres:.dent TRUMAN's cnly coment was that every effcrt should be

made to reach @ cease-fire y but no concessions should be granted that we |
o 'would later regret”' . D , S

the basis oi' the "same inquiry it was ascertained that i‘cllowing -
the dispatoh of the original article to. Bel'l. Syndicate > PEARSON requested that
the above paragraph be changed’ to read' B , o

.‘{4,

SRR "Pres:.dent TRUMAN comented that no’ conoessions should be granted
that "we would later regret. e : Do

g Lk It was further determ.ned from the Bell Syndicate that in the original
_ di patch s:.gned by DREW’ PEABSON"the follouing was containeds ' o

e .?!"The chief theme of the meeting was that a cease-fire agreement may
' be .close at hand.: “All signs point - t0 - a:seéttlement within the next 20 days. . .
: Though some details will 'be.left . to ircn otit after the December 27 deadline ) /
we are sure to grant a short extension to clean them up. A

] Subsequent to th', filmg of the original dispatch and before publication,
PEARSON requested ‘that - the:last. sentence’: of the above paragraph be changed- to
, . resds MSome" details -will 'be" 1eft to- irén out after the. December- 27: dead]ine. _
In makirg the request for this change PEARSON stated in addition,” "In:‘other words s

/omit the word. 'though' and the words 'we are sure to grant a short extension to
clean them up' P S :
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1o The -N@i ‘xfork Poet :l’or December 13, 1951, in its "Blue Final“ edit.ion - )
v .f attribu'bed the"'.following colnmn 1o BOBERT S ALLEN: , IR AT o T

a e

"t

real]y want one'

N "‘Uhat. do they want?‘ aeked the President.. 'The d'eadleek gete
down o, t.his,' ;.eg;plained Bradley. e are. demanding the right to
continne to- ro‘bate ‘ourtroops as we have ‘been doing for months. ‘l‘he
Reds arg’ flatly- refusing to- 'dllow thats They are insisting on a. - ..
complete ‘freege:'on replacements and: weapons. . But they -have mdicated
they would: make ‘condessions on that if ‘we'will allow them to build” .
: Some airfields i North Korea.' We have refused to do t.hat. Obvioualy,
they are using the ret.at.ion ieeue 40" try to wrest concessions from us :
on the airfleld dema.nd. La ‘,;, Lt . : - S

: nGen. Hoyt Vandenberg vigorouely opposed g:Lving eny ground on G
that. _ ‘-__» F ] - . .‘--_’

ol ’“I want a. cease-:h.re, if one can ve worked out that is fair ‘and
e proper,' declared thie Air Chief of Staffs ‘But I don't see how-we
o cant safely do anything that will enable the Reds to build up ‘their
: alr, gtrength. ‘That is’ what permi‘b’oing ‘them to build airfields m.ll
amount to? .Such basee “in; North Korea 'will -be of great combat valus-
- to:- them, if they decide te break the truce next- spring, whieh I wonldn't
putpaetthem. RN SRS e , e .

.,.‘

oL

: "Gen. J . Lawton Celline wae inchned to favor some terms on the

_ airﬁeld dispute. .He- thought something ‘could be worked-out on that., T
But ‘the Army chief of Staff was adamant’ Ain insisting the Gommunists A :
be required to agree to rotation ot‘ U.N troeps. : B

S '"That would ba,-_a'serious blow te the morale of outr men',' Gollms
argued.: VI am: ‘strongly. opposed to any. concession on that. It is-ah P
L " unfair demand, -and’ the only ‘reason the Raeds are making it is to. try to o

force us to. giv'e in on’ eirfielde. - . , _

.‘\'




. "'Our A.nny can hold the preeent, l:.ne until hell freezes over, and
‘,I -am flatly opposed to .giving. the, slightest ground on the. replacement
7% " igsus.. The Reds would have ‘the ‘same right as us on that, and I don't ;
. ;,;,see uhy they should ob:jeot to it, except for 'brading purposes. '

~

soe "Bradley agreed with COIlins s but emphas:.zed the importance of
e T :;‘not allowing the Gonununists to build up. a poweri‘ul Air Force. AR

TS “Pres:.dent Truman. listened intent],y to the military leaders and
) said nothing until they finished. Then he told them - - .

o ‘"Ae you lmow I am very anxious to bring the fighting to an end e et
B '-fif that 4is possible. But:I will not agree to ¢oncessions to the Commu< *
'niets that we may regret later on. -We want. to be very careful that "

i ‘ “Also discuased was the question of building up the South Korean e
o Army as this column he.e report.ed waa proposed by General Ridgway.'" . ; s

H

‘ Through .the Post- Hall Syndieate, Inc. ’. 295 Madison Avenue, New Iork ) o
City, it was ascertained that the mimeographed copy of the quoted ALLEN  article '« . o
";'efleeted that the article,- ae filed by ALLEN 5 ‘akso included the i‘ollow:.ngz o el

o nHe. wante to :mcreaee tha ROK divisions from 11 to 20. No
. ~d601810n was reached on- -the. matter, but President Truman- strongly
', approved the plan. ..'I am for prompt action on that,' he said.
‘It seéms to me a very” sound thing. to do.! Sim:.larly, the Pres:.dent ’

: a.pproved moving to Korea one ‘of the two National Guard divisions '

. .:-1OW, in Japan. This has been ‘suggested by Ridgway in order to per- T
;. 'mit the transfer of one of the ‘battle-experienced divisions in Korea S
“'.to Europe. : General Eisenhower has reqnested that. ' . o

S LT The original dispatch filed by PEARSON with Bell Synd:ucate In— T
o corporated was received by wire at’ epproximately Iy P.M, on December:-1l, 1951.

‘. “The chahge in the PEARSON column wag received at Bell Syndicate from PEARSON. -

. ."'by wire on December 12,1951, " ‘The.. dispatch from ROBERT S, ALLEN to the: Post
Haé,l Syndioate Inoorporated was’ received by them by mail on December ll, :
19 e g L _ e '
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NEWS DISPATCHES

. In order to ehow what detaile of the President's conference of RN
T December 10, 1951, were reported in, general news dispatches, the items e.ppear- o
.o ingtin several publications were.examined, ‘and the following’ quotations there- .-

ol _from are eet forth as being of poseible int.erest te this investige:bion. '

Lt

i'msanm'i'ou s December 10, 1954 IR LR R -_
S——“'?%&_y JOSEPH RAFCX R LA

RN ,;., : “Korea was among t,he subjects discussed but the meeting was not
T confined to that subject ", (Mr. JOSEPH SHORT)

; ’Jg’ ...,.ofi‘icials here indicated tha'b he (the President) wan'bed a -
' detailed first-hand account of recent developments in Korea with fuJ.l i
reports on. peseible new moves :m ‘bhe armistice talks.®

. 0y
PRGN,

"The deadline for the Korean truce negotiations is December 27 "

"Mr Short said that. the meeting took up Europea.n affairs... vott
”President Truman eleo eaid yesterday that one of- the reasons
for hie return was to talk trith people recently in Europe.

A NEWSWEEK December 17, 1951.

- Natlon A ar

et "The actue.'l. situat.iom General Hatthew B. R:.dgwa,y wan‘bed in— A
E structions about what kind of truce conditions he could make s pa.r’oicu-
n 1ar1y concerning excha.nge of prisoners and inspection. )

WASHINGTON TTMES HERAI.D, Becember 10, : 1951. .
Evenggjd?ﬁion L :

e "One of the matters presnmably discussed wes what course the o
RN United States should follow if the present Korean truce failed: to';: R

) R produce a complete armistice by December 27, the deadline set by AT
' truce negotiators.....“ (Associated Prese) ' ‘ _ Jpett




. "There wag ealdpto be a strong bellef that the Chinese and North
;*”';‘.Korean ‘Communists had ‘concluded that it was’ militar1ly'imp0831ble to -
"+ expel United. Netmon foreessfromfxorea and now really'wanted 8" cessation,rz‘
‘A.of the fighting there... - P

~,3 ”In quarters that have'followed oloaely the long drawn-out nego- e
;‘Jtiations..... there was speculation that a ‘compromise’ might be near on

... the: controversial inspeotion-enforcement issue, which has deadlocked
(i'the truoe talks since Nevember 27..... ‘ e .y

EE believed that all ths odds ‘snd. ends ‘of an armistice could be
e bargained out and agreed to by'Deoember 27, the present ‘deadline. for .
‘.1;4:the negotiators to reach complete agreement on-an armistice....."",_

Lo "There eeemed general agreement that the United Natlons polioy-"'
Ul hakers weald not -oppose. a’ further extension of this time limit, now -
,,,,only seventeen deys off, 1f the present battlefront lull continued. ‘

. “In the cautiously optimistic reports of 8 poeeible Korean ceeee-l

. fire in the not distant future; which follgowed im the wske of" this .

... " gessiony the talk of compromlse on the controverted inspection- T
.. enfércemént .issue centered.on. elaboration of a Communist proposal.....
oAb that time the commnnists suggested Poland and Gzechoslovakia, both

, ~-members..of ;the. Soviet. bloo,- as two. !neutral' nations qualified to .
ug,gjsupervise enforcement of ‘an armistice..... At the same session,: however,
- - the; Communist negotiators oonceded, in response ‘to Allied questionnng, oo
nyg;:that ‘they would also consider Switzerland, Sweden and Denmark as. : -

- 'neutral' nations qnalified to superviee the behind-the-llnes inspection.....j
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B "".-‘ "INTERVIW*WITH' ADMJBAB ‘ROBERT‘ -L; DENN‘ISON- '
Lo ; : ST be
IR Admiral DENNISON wae iuterviewed at his residence on December 17, - b7C
1951, by Inspector CARL E, HENNRICH and SA[| ] He advised =~ -
,that in pursuance. of -the: ‘decision of ‘the President to have the. Dscembei 10, "
1951, .mesting, he telephonically advised: Admir;#@ of the Joint Chiefs
of: S‘baff, of the fact the meeting was. to be heldtand Turnished similar ade’

. vice to Mr. WEBB of the:Department of State, and informed he’ made both of
these t.elephonic contacte on December 8, 1951, from Key Weet. IR ,

o mj'.'.Jéiz Fol
- With reference to the question a5 to whether an agenda had bean .
repared and’ distributed 16. those who attended the mseting,. Admiral DENNISON
B advised that none had been. prépareds -He said that in a general way -those
- .- who attended the: conference- would know of problems which had arisén regarding
o - world -affairs ‘and ‘would cértainly be prepared to present. the views of the
particula.r depar'hment involved in.a conference of this type.' He said ‘that
“the persons he had called would be aware of the fact that certain questions:
regardmg cease -fire negotietu.ons would come up at.the conference by reason.-
of a prev:.ous exchange of redio meeeages referring to unresolved questions. 3

R Admiral DENNISON etated that at t.he time the conference broke up
no particular gioup was observed by hinm 16 be gathered in any sort of a .
diecu-sion to the extent that. euch a fact was: brought to- his attention. - He .
;-advised he- recelled that-the President desired to see Mr, WEBB folloning the
conference and it is his. recollection thet. -at the end of the conference, Hr.
' WEBB went o’ the" office of ‘the Presidents When WEBB léft the.Cabinet Room,
- he; left by a. door- which siould take him out to the corridor where the press.
- wotld be ‘aware of the fact that he had gone to the President!s office. .The:

" remainder ‘of ‘the - persons attending the: conference left through another door -

*,and’ ‘the press ‘would not: neceeearily be. aware of.-their specific presence at
the times - Admiral‘ DENNISON- advised that he does not recall that anyone- o
arrivod at’ the, conference follow:.ng ‘the arrival of the President. He like= -
wise is unable- to reoall ‘$hat :anyone:left before the end of the confersnce -
and dig not ‘recall’ any: secretaries or other persons having occasion. to enter. the ,
conference room' during its: progrese. He:stated that he took no material to-
t.he conference 5 £00k no. notes. whatever and informed that he recalled.seeing . -
no-one’ take notee with the exception oi‘ Hr. JAM}B m, who t.ook no’oes for -
the President. S o o ) _ ,

v
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L Admiral DENNISON advised that upon the conclusion of the conference ’
SRR in view of the interest of the préss_in the meeting, he. instructed Mr. JOSEPH
© " | 'SHORT of. the White House ‘staff to advise the press that at the meeting the .
... 'President’ had discussed world affairs and no policy decisions had been reachede
"', DENNISON stated he might not have used these. exact words, but- the words do
.. .. reflect the sense of what he told SHORT. He stated he did not furnish Mr.
~,.-" - SHORT any further information as to what had tre.nspired at the conference,
i7) -This ‘statement was made aftér conferring with Admiral SOUERS. . He was advised
"4t has Been indjcated that SHORT had stated to ‘the press that Korea had -been”
7.7 glscussed at the meeting, He said SHORT" may . have made such a sta'bement, but
S ,_,he does not reoall authorizing him to .80: state. o .

Adnural DENNISON was requested 'bo furm.sh the identity of. all
co individuals with whom he had discussed the conference,  He replied he had
7. discussed the conference with no individual who had not attended it. He "
“ . further advised he has made no written record of any type pertaining to any,
© . matter under discussion at this conference, He stated he does not know DREW
£t ~PEARSON, does not know JACK ANDERSON and does not know ROBERT ALLEN. ., He- ad-
-7 vised he has not had contact with any of these individuals or any employees
. or representatives or associates of these persons in any way concerning the
‘subject matter 'of this investigation. He does not know whether anyone who

. . would have any connection with these persons was present at the White House - .
on’ December 10. RS c

- Admiral DENNISON read the colmnn under the. by-line of DREW PEARSON a
‘appearing in the New York Daily Mirror for December 15, 1951, and furnished

- "his comments concerning the relative points of accuracy and inaécuracy as -
_appearing in the article. He advised that the statement concerning the fact

. that the diplomatic and nilitary chiefs were waiting when the President walked .

into the conference room, is obviously corrects.. He advised that the -statement

. +that the President shook hands all around is true and that in fact the Presi-.

o dent to the best of his recollection, shook hands with all individuals in- ..

Ce . “the Cabinet Roome Concerning the ment:.on appearing in the PEARSON ar*bicle o

. -of ‘the President's tan, he stated he doubts that this is true and informed he

© + i unable to recall any comment. concerning whether the President had a suntan,

With regard to the statement that the President permitted the Joint Chiefs: -of

© Staff to do most of .the talking, he stated he believes this is accurate. .

. In the. same: regard, - he advised with respect to the comment attributed to. the

- President "that's a tough one,” that while the President probebly did not’

L o use these exaot words, ‘he- might from time to time have made cornments identical
' "‘,_:=in‘sense. ' , _ _ A :

v
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. Admiral DENNISON advised the statement that Generel BRADLEY 1ed
f‘w1th a summary of the. Korean satuatlon 18 ‘accurate and informed that -in .

'Tﬂj fact General BRADLEY did ‘so-at-the’ direction of the President..and spent '

o perhaps as mich as eight minutes: in” covering the Korean military situation, . )
":incéluding in his briefing,- the. use: of- maps prepared. for this purpose,.. He:

' .gtated he; is reasonably certain General BRADLEY did not, as .reported in

. .the PEARSON column, say the Reds .seem: ready.to come to terms, but believed

“that from the.'sumary furnighed. by General BRADIEY it could be sccurately’
- concluded” he ‘did state a cease:fire:agreement could be worked out if both
. ‘gides made’ concessions. In explainlng this, he advised he does not recall
. Geheral BRADLEY dctually making such a statement, but informed that a .

ﬂ‘m: conclusxon based on,what he d1d state to this effect would not be erroneous.

A I&th regard to the comments attrlbuted to General V!NDENBERG in.
-, the- PEARSON article, Admiral DENNISON ddvised he could not recall General ;-f

diﬁngNDENBERG commented particularly on the“subject matter of major conceselons.

In connection with the statement attributed to General GOLLINS

. 'concerning the: opposition to. making concessions in connection with the rota-.
- tiod of troops, Admiral DENNISON advised he saw no particular reason to

j;”,attribute this comment specifically to COLLINS, adding that COLLINS did not

lf take. ariy stronger position in- this regard than anyone else at the conferenceo
" He stated the. statement does accurately reflect the view held: by many
‘individuals. He did state General COLLINS did comment on the matter of

-'fe_troop rotation. - He: commented particularly ‘that the wording of this’ portion

of the PEARSON article in his opinion implies that some individuals at: the.

uf.conference favored the making: of -éoncesbions with respect to-this point

~. and he- stated such ‘was hot: the caee. Stil1l1 in connection with the statement'

"f; attributed to Géneral COLLINS, Admiral DENNISON informed he could not recall’

o COLLINS making the comment that we should make minor concessions in order .

';ﬂ: to receive the same, In the same regard in connection with .the comment

P .
oot

'attributed to the President, to the effect no concessions should be granted'~

~ that we would: later regret, Admiral DENNISON advised the Presidént .did make
a statement to this effect but not necessarily in the same words.n S

, Relatlng to the comnent concernlng Admlral FEDHTELER, he stated
: FECHTELER did speak very ‘briefly, but he cannot recall that he made ‘the"

g;"any mission any time: any place” statement and. informed .that according to
. --his recollection, such a statement: doés not- appear at all to<fit in with
:-Qwhat the Admiral was actually talklng about.

= ﬂith respect to the Muntil hell freezes over® statement attributed
to General GOLLINS, Admiral DENNISON stated he does not feel. that General

. ,"
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COLLINS would have used this 1anguage at this conference, but informed that
at.the conference COLLINS expressed an. optimistic attitude as to the ability

e .of. the UN' forces to stay .in Korea. and .to. the best of DENNISON's recollection,-"

-put some sort of a time’ limit on the ebility of these forces to stay in

o Admiral DENNISON, commenting in connection with the section of the ~
PEARSON article dealing with inspection behind the lines, advised he cannot .

't ‘récall that General BRADLEY -offered the proposal attributed to him. in the

article, nor can he recall specific mention in the conference of the countries.
mentioned in the articles - : : : L

PRI Admiral DENNISON stated the conclusion in the PEARSON article
that the principal theme was ‘that a cease fire may be close, with the
. settlement within twenty days), is. an insccurate statement and. commented

: ‘:similarly ‘concerning the statement there was- discussed the question of -
'--A 'thdraWing UsNe troops altogether after the signing of an armistice.-vv,

- Admiral DENNISON advised thet to the best of his recollection,
there Was no discussion concerring the December 27th cease fire. extensions o
(This ‘relates to an item which JACK ANDERSON agreed 40 -delete from the column
after he discussed it with General BR&DEEY and attributes the particular .

,'_ statement to the President.)

Admiral DENNISON 1ikew1se read the article attributed to ROBERT S.

ALLEN, as appearing in the New York Post for December 13, 1951, He stated

the statement that the Joint Chiefs told the President the U,N, could have

a cease fire in Korea at the cost of important concessions, is’ inaccurate
and-no such statement to his knowledge has been made by the Joint Chiefse

He advised General BRADIEY. did-not use the words attributed:to the effect
"that a few concessions on both sides ccould bring an agreement if the - + =
.Communists really want one, but did advise that during his comments, BRADLEY -

ﬁy] undoubtedly made statements from which such a conclusion could, be inferred.

"With further regard to the statement attributed to General BRADLEY, Admiral
DENNISON .advised he would describe this portion -of the article as generally

accurate as to the sense of what was actually said by General BRADILEY.

added ‘that he cannot, of course, say that these were the exact words used
by General BRADLEY. . , o .

Admiral DENNISON commented on- the statements attributed to

GeneraI'VANDENBERG by advising he could not recall General VANDENBERG-

stating “46-the effect he desired a ceass fire., He beliéved the General had
made a statement with respect to the potentialities involved in the build
up of Red air strength. - He stated he. did not recall the General using
the words "which I wouldn't put past them.

L

e




ca Concerning t.he comments attributed to General COLI.INS, Admiral
L j;'_DENNISON felt that a read:mg ‘of the. ALLEN article would suggest that the

S 'matter of rotation of. troops was: in d:\.spute and informed that. such was not . .-
. the case., -He.stated he. does not believe that General COLLINS said "it is - ‘
©+ - an -unfair. demand,. and the only reason the Reéds are making it is to try to. -~ '

- force us to give in on.air fields." -He stated that the comment attributed R
n' oo %o COLLINS concerring- the. ability of the'U.N. armles to hold in Korea-is = '~
e -:essentially corrects - He informed that- the ALLEN article is accnrate in ;

- indicating. the oppositiofi of  the President to" the agreement on a com~ .o
:—f{plete freeze w:i.th reepec'o to- replacements and weapons. U

’__.-.

- Admiral DENNISON commented vith respect to the statemerrbs : o

A attributed to .and’ comments-made concerning: the President, and’ advised. that R
. the Président: did not; .as commented in the article, listen intently to. the .+

- Joint-Chiefs and thén make:-a- final ‘statement, but during the’ ¢onferénce

n '-,,did, in at. leest a. gene:ral way, express the viewe attrlbntcd to him ' -

R “In summarizing his views concerning both the gEARSON and ALLEN
art-icles, Admiral DENNISON informed he felt it is. 1ikely both columns were
5.0 “prepared from the same basic material, He commented that it appears some~.

7 what -strange that. practically no mention was made:of the’ EurOpean situation, -
Lo L:;whereas ‘dn fact more than one hslf of the. time of the conference wag expended -
.. " in adiscussion of the European situation. He advised that in his’ opinion, :

.+ it appears quite.unlikely that' either article could have been written by -
.- - an indlvidual who did not have-at léast limited access to the agenda of the
.- conference. He described the two articles as relatively accurate as to thé .
. subject matters.under discussion, 10 the extent to which they were raported
in the columns, but as inaccurate in attributing the views indicated. to the
.. persons mentioned in the articles. He corménted without et‘baching any L
" .y~ ‘significance- to this fact, ‘that both articles purported to’ ‘mention only. the :
*. .views ‘of armed. forces personnel, mcluding ‘the President, ‘and failed'te . -
R mentien the views of civilian’ persons in at‘hendance, some of whom hael very
: .»;f-sj-‘deﬁnit.e views a.nd expressed t.hem. R

, N

‘-..( ,.;‘ .-

S C Admiral DENNISON observed that he was unsble to see from & perusal -
R -';»of the ' PEARSON” ‘and ALLEN columns why amrone from the conference would dis~ .-
:% " elose information for ‘the press, - He particularly stated he saw ro’ interest -
o Y be: sérved on behalf.of - any ‘agencies represented. - He commented ‘that’ t.here .
._-was a.remarkable ‘degree of -dgreement on-the part of all present’ concerning ‘

oo ithe, items described and advised ‘that such disagreement +that did’ ex::.st was -
Lt -primarily with respect to’ details or timing rather than substanée, Admiral
.. DBENNISON was requested %o -furnish anyinformation in his possession which. -

i would reflecb upon the question et issue nemely, *ho of 'bhose at.tending S
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the conference may have furnn.shed informatmn to the press or who may . have
- ~‘been responsible for information getting to.the press. DENNISON stated-
- .that be had absolutely no facts upon which to base any opinion as .to who
. ‘might have been responsible for any information.being furnished to the press. -
. He did state that because of his intimate knowledge of certain. individuale,
_he would state that it would be, in his opinlon, psychologically imposeible
.:‘for them to be responsible. In this group, he placed the follow:mg: :

L SN The Pres:.dent, General BRADLEY JAMES LAI, Admiral SOUERS, :
.- Secretary LOVETT, Admiral F’ECHTELER, General LANDRY, General V.lUGHAN, and

' He FREEMAN MATTHEWS.

e DENNISON specifically pointed ou’o that there should be no inference ,'
."a'that others might be. suspected by him, informing that his degree of associa— '
_tion vrith the remaining individuals has been less extensive. '

Admiral DENNISON, ‘after receiving the approval of the President,

- reviewed for the benefit of the interviewing agents, on December 20, 1951,
. the notes which had been made at ‘the December 10 conference by Mr. JAMES

LAY, . In conducting this review ‘and analysis, Admiral DENNISON discussed

' . the-various points of accuracy and inaccuracy of the material. appearing

.- in the PEARSON and ALLEN columns; a substantial portion of which he had

.+* already commented on-in the.interview conducted .on December 18, 'He in= =
. .formed upon the completion of the review of the notes, that t.his review

had served more definitely to confirm his previously expressed opinion that;

both the PEARSON and ALLEN articles were written by an individual who had

" had.access in some form to- at.least a limited account of the conferences. .
' Admiral -DENNISON in comment:mg on the relation of the. columns to the con=-

férence notes, pointed out that certain matters actually ¢overed at the

conference of partlcular eecurity eignlficance, ‘were not covered in either

o of the columns.
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" General VAUGHAN was interviewsd ecember 15, 1951, at his .~ - e
y residence by Speoial Agents and AAJ St

x General VlUGHAN advxsed that he had ' attended the conference
‘of the 'Joint Chiefs of Staff in the Cabinet Room of the White House .- .
.on December 10, 1951, General VAUGHAN.stated he had made no prepara=.
tions for the conference and had taken no notes.while at the conference. N
He stated,he observed that JAMES TAY had taken notes. at the: conference,
" but he was unable to say whether Mr. LKI's notes were voluminous or .
~‘nots . He stated that he had ‘not prepared any memoranda on' the. conference -
..and that he had not discussed ‘it with anyone with the exception of - .-
: ;;,~u ;. 'General LANDRY, ‘at which time he. remarked to General LANDRY the wide - .

LT difference of opinion .of. General VANDENBERG and Ceneral ' CQLLINS with

- respect to the withdrawal of our troops in Korea in ‘the event of a.

‘f»”'cease fire order. S :

- He ‘stated after the President left the room he, VIUGHAN,
immediately ‘started for his own office and outside of the Cabinet .
. Rooni he. stopped for a moment, and kidded Mr. WEBB about a red-tie he ..
- Was. wearing, and. that, thereafter, he went directly to" his own n
Of.fieec . A S . .

.‘.,

o The article appearing in the “New York Post . 'Blue Flnal'“ ,
2 edition for December 13y l951,.under the byaline of ROBERT:-S.,- ﬁLLEN,
was read t0 General VAUGHAN, He was asked to comment as to whether - - -
". this -column accurately reflected the statements or v1ews expressed at .
the conference by the 1ndiv1duals mentioned.

: »‘“ L ‘General VAUGHaN stated the material eppearlng in the article -

S wae substantzally that which transpired.at the ‘conference, “:He - stated R
_ {.-'-"j f ‘he could not, of course, recall the exact. verbiage of ‘the. various . - "
.o AL speakers at the conference, but. the theme’ set.forth in the article was .

-”.a;f::" subetantially the same, and. the statements attributed to the various, .
individuals attendlng the conference were substantially the statementS" o

made by these individuals’ at the conference. g . coE e .

r




S General VAUGH.AN stated 1t was remotely possrible, in hie opinion, L
that a person not in attendance at the: conference could -have prepared the.
.. article, but he thought it was miraculous if this was done in the absence of.

e detual attendance or access to an' oral or wntten account of the proceedings.

" General. VAUGHAN pointed out the person preparing ‘the 'ALLEN a.rticle conld have"

’n : discussed.the conference with someone, who had. talked to a person attending .
U ‘the conference and who had possibiy’ d:.vulged what transpired at the conference
w:.'bh no intention of dJ.v'ulging .thesé matters. - In explaiming this, General .

i _VAUGHAN stated it was possible some person attending the conference may have -
i dd:scussed what - transpired at the conference with one of ‘his subord:l.nates and

B ‘the subord:.nate was responsible for the leak.-

o General VAUGHAN etated the portion of the art:i.cle attr:.buted to
the President was "pretty near on the nose®, and that this could not, have

" ’beeii gotten out,of thin air. Hé pointed out Gensral BRADLEY, at thé.cone .
CA ‘ference, had mentioned the building up of the forces of the South Koreans, :
e '.,:__j and stat.ed At would be .some mont.hs before those forces would be eelf-suffz.cient..

IR C Generel VAUGHAN s‘bated tha'b durlng his years of experience at the - . -
... White. Houee, he had found the security of the State Department was:hot’ ‘good,

nainly because of their peculiar adnri.nietrat:.ve set-up and described it as

" .. not as éffective as the security mainta:.ned in other Government agencies. -He
: expla:med this by saying that perhaps due to their. administrative set-up,

_ ‘_ /matters of highly. confidential -nature -are filtered down within the State De- .
partment. ‘from high level to lowetr level subordinates. He stated he felt it

was, undoubtedly, due to this filtenng process in the State Department that -

. the. Department had been respons:.ble on many occagions in'the past for. the un-

o -timely or premature release of. confidential matters. General VAUGHAN. speci-
“ ficdlly.pointed out he was in no way stating the State. Depa.rtment or any . -
* member of that Department was responsible for -the leak involved: -in this in- R

. quiry.  He d:x.d ‘state that if he had to give a quick answer as to the: source
- .of this lesk, he would say the State Department. ‘He stated he could not' con-,‘

' ceive of the leak emanating from the White House. He stated he had the. higheet -

. regard for the White House -staff, and he knew of no one on the staff whose

; ect:.ntles -gave ‘him any cause fcr suspic::.on. L LTy
" "General VAUGHAN stated he is-of the opinlon thet, if the’ leak‘oc-

curred through an individual in the military ‘establishment," 1t would not be

. an. accidental divulgence but rather a deliberate divulgence,. and he contrasted ;

this . type of divulgence to that which he had offerred in connection mth the _ ’
-Stat.e Department. . _ - o R

General VAUGHAN s'bated in his opinion, thie would be true of a

].itary ‘establishment because’ ‘it -is-'his belief that DREW PEARSON has on’ h:!.s el

‘7~p§§r011 st lesst one individual highly placed in each of the.three establish-
; ts whc serves as an infomant for him. He eteted he. bases this on’ the




o

maxv art:l.cles which have been written by PEARSON on confidential military end ‘
~.political matters in the. past which: certsinly, in his opinion, could only: = .
- havé_tome from the military establishments iny >lved. In this’ connection, e

. Gensral VAUGHAN pointed out that when  LOUIS¥JOHNSON was Secrstary of Defense. .
. he knew Mr. JOHNSON was: &' cloae friend of DREW PEARSON [_and_EEABS_QN_l vigited ' . igc :
‘Mr.-JOHNSON in his office about twice g week, and that a 1eg-man~ o
“for- PEARSON, was -in Mr.. JOHNSGN's office almost every day.’ He stated it was K
his opinion that JOHNSON wes PEARSON 's pipeline to the Department of Defense.

Vet With respect to DRE’d PEABSON General VAUGHAN pointed out he was -
naturally pre;judiced to PEARSON because of the. continned, unjustified eriti-

;o rcigm he had received: from PEARSON in his newspaper articles. General VAUGHAN
‘wag agked’ when he Had-last seen PEARSON or any of his employees. ‘Gerieral :

VAUGHAN stated that he had first met PEARSON about two moriths ago at a dinner

. in the Carlton Hotel when he was introduced to him in the lobby by Comissioner

"F. JOSEPH DONAHUE of the. District of colmnbia, at which. ‘time he- merely ac-

knowledged the introduction. He ‘said he had ndt seen or talked to PEARSON or

an;r of h:.s employees since the conference occurred on- December 10, 1951. o

\'\ S L .
Iy - P During the »J.ntemew with General VAUGHAN, with relat:.on to DREW
PEARSON, he adviged: ‘in- ths past he had become acquainted with other. 1eg-men _
working for PEARSON ‘but’ had hadno contact with any of ‘these individuals with
relation to the conference -on’ December 10, 1951. o AR :

) '-;;-f- General VAUGHAN was asked if he knew JACK ANDERSON .. He stated that
he did kmow-him and that hé believed the laat time he saw ANDERSON. or .spoke
. to him was -at the Argentina Embassy; he believed in about 1948, ‘when. he: (VAUGHAN)
received a decoration from the -Argentina Govermment, pointing out thet ANDERSON ,
was present at the ceremorv a8, PEARSON 's "inside man®. PR -
s ’_ General VAUGHAN was asked to furnish, on ‘the' basis of his long ox-
perience in theé White House and ‘association and contact with the persotmel at=
tending va.rious Presidential conferences of the type involved, any suspicionsi U
“op suggestions which, in'his opinion, might be of any possible aid to the FBI =~ '
_in carrying out " the instructions of the President 'that the source of the leak .- L
:+in this matter be identified. He replied that the information attributed to s
: him hereinbefore constitutes all that he is able to offer. o R




INTERVIEW WITH GENERAL ROBERT LANDRY

TR - General ROBERT LANDELY,--A:Lr Force Aide to ijeﬂe_amem‘,_._me__j ""f}};g o
. "finternewed by Special Agents |e.nd : R
" in his office at the White House on December 14, 1951, General LANDRY .
-adviged that he had attended a meeting of thé Joint Chiefs of Staff w:i.th

~ the Pres:i.dent on December 10, 1951, in the Cabinet Room at the White
e Houee. : .

A General 'LANDRY stated he made no notes at the oonference, nor
'.did he recall seeing anyone else making any notes, He stated he had -
.not. beén briefed on the agenda for .the conference and that no printed
.. agenda was prepared, -He stated as soon as the’ conference was over, he -
" -+, 'himself d4id not stop. to talk to anyone but .started towards his pwn
" .. officeé and while te, he stopped in the office of Mr, MA NNELLY
" and that Mr, JOE ORT and Admiral DENNISON were there and Mre 'SHORT °
.-=.a8ked General RY if the President had designated someone to see
- " SHORT about giving out a press release, General LANDRY stated that he
. ‘told SHORT, “No" » and suggested that he see Mr, LOVETT or ‘bhe Pres:.dent.

General LANDRY etated at no t.lme ‘has he prepared a memorandum
_ concerning what' transpired at the conference noér has he seen.any memoranda
-prepared by anyone else, He: further stated he has not heard of any
-, memoranda being prepared on this conference. General LANDRY stated he
. -had not discussed this conference with anyone other than the Preeident.

- Generel LANDRI stated he did not know JACK ANDERSON and that .
he had never met DREW PEARSON and that to his knowledgs, he knows no one
in the employment of DREW FEARSON, He: etat.ed,of course, he knows of
DREW PEARSON and’ knows him when he sees him, He stated he has not talked
: 40 him on the telephone and that he did not see him in the White.House at
. ¢ ‘the time of the conferénces He stated the last time he saw PEARSQN wa.e
“i 2t about a year agoe B ‘

.;eneral LANDRY was asked if he ha.d any suepiclone about anyone o
who would have had any connection with,the alleged leak of information =
e of what transpired at the .conference. and he replied in the nega.tive, .
L . ahd stated he was unable to furnish a.ny 1nformetion, whateoever, :m thie
RN regard. e . _ ,
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T Admiral STDNEY W, soms Was interview on Decaber 19,18 1,~j- e
by Inspector CARL E. HENI‘RICH .and" Special Agent SR
- At the beginning of the interv:i.ew, Admiral SOUERS indicated that he was
already aware of the fact that thé’ President had requested the Federal :
~ Burean of: Investigation 'eo endeavor to identify the reported 1eak involved
in this matter. S PR R o _ . :

E Admiral soums advised du.ring the conference he ma.de no- notes;"‘ AR
' and subsequent to the conference did mot'dictate .or récord in any form . .. .- T
" any of the-matters discussed ‘at the donference.. He likewise advised he o bE
‘has not:discussed the matters considered .at the conference with anyones - bic -

He -adviged that he’ ‘diqd not. know posibively tha.t- the meet.ing was to bc A
held until the morning of the meeting. Fo I o
j.f?.'u‘ He advieed, t.o Ahe. best of hie recollection, that he received,f- e
ephone call during ‘the evening -of December 8, 1951, from a SRR

of the New Yori News, who: called him in relation to the rumored . -

n cf the President'tn Washington. 'He .advised that he furnished _' .

- no information: and recalled that. following the conclusion of the, . -
~conference on:December, 10, 1951, again called him and wanted %o = '

+ know what had happenéd; - to which 'al SOUmS responded, lie could not.

furnish him any ini‘oma.t.ion what.soever. L P

: - Admiral SOUERS advised that he did not know -of the meeting in S
advance, nor the specific matters’ which would be discussed. He advised,
 however, that due to his _knowledge -of currént conditions and his position

-that’ he could sumise a8 "to the’ matters which would be on the agenda. -

- In: t,his regard, he commented that newspaper reporters and journalists

- possessing an awareness of’ political conditions and particularly with

*-regard to the. existing situatior- in Korea, and having knowledge. of the

‘fact a meeting wag to be held, ‘could likewise engage in specumation as’ - v
_ to the matters which would be- discussed at’ such a- meeting and do so with f_.

‘& relatively fair degree of accuracy. S o ‘

’ f'}' Admiral SOUE%S advised tha'b upon the t.ermination of the- donference
and acting on instructions redéived by him, he. and Admiral- DENNISON in«
“structed Mr. S8HORT, with respect to the making of a press release, that’
the reporters “should: be - -told. the’ President discussed world ai‘fairs and -

‘N0 decisions on, policy were reached.

. tu . P . . - .
A 'k l".'." o . ) . . R R




'.1'f by ROBERT S. ALLEN sppearing in the "New York Post" on December 13, 19515

: _Admiral SOUERS read the article by DREW PEARSON which appeared
. in the fNew York Mirrori on December 15; 1951, and the article prepated

<+ In commenting on these columns, Admiral SOUERS advised that in: his oplnion2555;<“;?i;
" ‘both represented poor reportings: In-explanation of this, He pointed out . T e

" that. ‘according to his understanding of the matters actually discussed at

- © . the conference, four key points were’ 1nvolved. He stated that none of -

. the key -poimnts is covered in either of the newspaper articles in qnestionc .
* He.advised that both articles.rather accurately reflect the atmosphere-

" . which prevailed at the conference, He did comment that it is his belief .. ‘.

‘that a considerable portion of the views expressed in the two, articles e

. i,had ‘already appeared in some form or other in the press prior. to ‘the-

- “conference, 'In support of his _statement that the two columms are con-
. ‘siderably inaccurate, he stated that_to. the best of his recollection - R
.- General VANDENBERG did not express. opp031tion to major concessions. Along
. -the same line, he advised that the comment appearing in the PEARSON columi -
. .with respect to Admiral’ FECHTELER is not only inaccurate but fails to:, ‘

.- . make reference to &n extremely . important. position expressed by FECHTEEER
. .+ . 'at the conference. He stated that he is reasonably certain that General

e COLLINS did’ not make the statement, Muntil Hell freezes over®, .and with

;l’-"further regard to the columns, -advised that the articles did not set
. forth an. extremely important comment made by COLLINS at the meeting,

" the publication of which would have beén. of widespread interest. . He 9?"'

‘"T_fstated it was’ particularly ‘significant to note that whereas considersble -’ .

’ discussion was held at’the ‘conference with relation to the Furbpean situa- . -
T tiony- neither . column commented in this regaid. ' He stated that the. portiop ’

::of the PEARSON article relatlng to yielding to the Reds on inspection’

‘~~beh1nd the. lines is. untrue .gince‘this discussion was not engaged in at"'

'['“fj}jthis conference, to the best of: his recollectlon. 3

e

LT "':‘4 Admiral SOUERS commented that there is nothing unusual about theij .
. faot that- the President shook.hands with those gathered at the conference,w
:[\since it is frequently his hablt to do so: at meetlnge of this nature. S

AN w1th further relation to the PEARSON .article, Admiral SOUERS com-
jmented that 4n his opinion the Statement ‘that the #principal theme was that .

" "a cease=-fire may be '¢lose + « o o o7 WS inaccurate. On the othér hand, in

- commenting’ as to the last: paragraph of -the PEARSON article pertaining to the ‘
fdlscussion -of the withdrawal. of UuNe troops, he -advised in his opinion the -
inclusion ‘of this- ‘statement. in .the PEARSON article definitely lends some- . .

;credence to the viewpoint that at.least some of the information: reflected in .

' ‘g:fthe article was obtained from a’ person having knowledge of the conference. )

.-\_ _A'I".A . ,..;. ,-.,.‘—.~. . 'x,.
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In analysing the. quality of the 1nformation contained in‘the

o ,cholumns, Admiral SOUERS advised that it appeared to him the major portion - ,

..~ of the two articles could have been written by an individual sufficiently
- knowledgeable as to international’ -affairs, who had at-least some degree of.

. ?Aﬁaccess to what was actually. covered gt  the conferences In the same regard,}ff 2
e he advised. it appesréd to him from a study of the two colwms:that the-in= =~ -
i Urformation’ perhaps was made, .available through a subordlnate of .an; individual"”

PN

. Admiral. SOUERS was asked -a8. to whether he recalled any mention at

4;*;ﬁthe conference by the President as to possible extension of the December 27 e
'v'cease-fire deadline. He stated he d1d-not recall this.:

.<~

o Yiﬁfsuggestion ‘that he felt would assist the Federal Bureau of Investigatlon .

'1}f .in carrying out the reqpest of the President. I

. o
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Admiral SOUERS advieed that he was unable to furnish any specific |




WFO 65 6060
KTD/TJJ DDJ/LEH o

- INTERVIEW WITH SECRETARY OF THE ARMY, FRANK C. PACE B
. : Secretary PACE was in ‘ er 15, ,
l_iaﬁ._s_q_m;_e_lby Special -Aserits and Rl

N Mr. PACE advised that he had attended the conference
at the Cabinet Room of the White House on December 10, 1951.

e Mr. PACE stated he had not been briefed on what was
to be discussed at the conference, but he had taken no notes
at the conference and had not noticed anyone else at the con-
ference taking notes. Mr. PACE stated since the conference he
had prepared no memoranda, nor had he seen any memoranda pre-
pared by anyone else pertalning to the conference, and, likewlse,
advised that he has discussed the conference with no one, with
the exception of Mr. LOVETT, Secretary of Defense, and Mr.

- FINLETTER. - He pointed out that he does not speclfically recall
discussing the conference with Mr. LOVETT or Mr. FINLETTER, but
since the three of them returned to the Pentagon from the White
House in Mr. LOVETT's car, immedlately after the conferencs, it
is quite possible that the three of them did discuss or at least
mention certain itemS'whiCh‘had been brought up at‘the con=-
ference. .

The ‘article attributed to ROBERT S. ALLEN, as published
by ‘the "New York Post 'Blue Final!'" edition of December 13, 1951,
was read to Secretary PACE.  Secretary PACE was asked 1f the
-material appearing in the article was discussed at the meeting,
and he replied in the affirmative. He polnted out that he could
not recall the exact verblage used by the various individuals at
the conference, but that the materlial appearing in the article
reported subatantially -the views of the individuals mentioned
as expressed at this conference. .

Secretary PACE was asked if, in his opinlion, the ALLEN
article could have been prepared by anyone who had not been in
actual attendance at the conference or had had access to a sub-
stantially complete and accurate written or oral report of the
conference. He replied that it was within the realm of possi-
bility, but during his discussion of this point, indicated his
view that the article could not have been written without aid
.of some type._

| | Ay
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L " -~ He pointed out, however, with respect to the views

of General COLLINS as reported in the article, that these were
substantially General COLLINS' views, but that he was positive
that the verbiage used in the artlicls was not accurate, parti-
_cularly where General COLLINS is quoted as having said "until :
hell freszes over'. He stated that he knows that General COLLINS
did not say that. Secretary PACE stated that he is not certain
that General COLLINS, at the conference, made as complete a
statement of his views as i8 reported in the ALLEN article, and
doubts that COLLINS did do so.

. Secretary PACE, with respect to the statements attri-

" buted in the ALLEN article to General BRADLEY, advised it 1s his
recollection that, during the conference, General BRADLEY did.
comment on airfields in North Korea and rotation of troops.
Secretary PACE stated that he can't recall that General BRADLEY
tied these two items together in meking his comments at the
conference, He stated that he cannot recall whether, at the
conference, General BRADLEY agreed with General COLLINS or not.
With respect to the remarks made by the President, as quoted in
the Allen article, he stated that this was substantially what
the President said at the conference, although he could not
recall the President's exact words. He stated that, with respect
to the build-up of the South Korean Army, this matter wae dlecussed
by himself at the conference.

Secretary PACE advised ‘that he did not know JACK

ANDERSON, and that he had met PEARSON only on about two occasions,:
both at social functions, and that on both of those occasions,
the only conversation he had had with PEARSON was of a social
nature. He stated that the last time that he saw or spoke to
DREW PEARSON was six or seven months ago. He stated that. the

only employee he lkmows of DREW PEARSON is| whom he ¢

hag met on about two occasions, and haf) never discussed with b7C

éany matters concerning the Depa®tment of Defense. df;:]

stated that he would say -that he had not seen or talked to
Tor at least three months, He stated that he does no
know -and has never talked. to ROBERT S. ALLEN.

Secretary PACE was asked whether he could furnish any
information or make any suggestions which would assist the FBI
in carrying out the desires of the President in this matter that
the source of the alleged leak of information be identified.
Secretary PACE replied that it was inconceivable to . him that. ‘anyone
who attended the conferenee had passed on or divulged anything that

45
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wag discussed at the meeting. However, he stated that 1t was his
opinion that the material appeering in the ALLEN article came
from someone who attended the conference or someone who knew why
the President had called the meeting. Secretary PACE stated
that, otherwise, he was unable to be of any assistance. Secre-
tary PACE was asked if he knew of or was suspicious of any
security weakness in the Departments represented at. the con-

ierence which might suggest a source for this leak, and he .

) responded negatively. - :

B Y
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INTERVIEW WITH THOMAS K. FINLETTER

THOMAS K. FINLETTER, Secretary of the Air: Force, was

" 'interviewed on Deﬁgmben_lhl_lgﬁg‘_LT his office in the Pentagon.
" by. Special Agents and | i» ~ bTC
Mr. FINLETTER advised he attended & conference held in the -

Cabinet Boom at the White House on December 10, 1951.

-Secretary FINLETTER advised that prior to the commence-
ment of the conference, he was not briefed concerning the agenda
in any way. He recalled that General VANDENBERG came to his office
‘sometime before the meeting on the morning of December 10, and '
said something about the meeting at the White House, but he did

not recall exactly what was said by General VANDENBERG or discussed
in this connection.

' Secretary FINLETTER advised he head gone from his
office to the conference with Secretary PACE. He stated that
upon conclusion of the meeting, he went downstalrs from the con-
ference room with Secretary LOVETT, He stated that Secretary
~ PACE was detained a minute or two and joined Secretary LOVETT

and him downsbtairs and they all three rode together back to the
Pentegon in LOVETT's car. ,

'He stated he is positive he took no notes of any sort
‘at the conference, and advised that during the conference, he
could possibly have made a single note. He stated that if he
dld meke such & note, he left it behind him at the conference
or took it with him and destroyed it later., He advised that any
note he did make was extremely brief and in no way could be con-
sidered to be approximate full notes. He stated he can almost
‘positively state he did not put pencil to paper., He advised he
. cannot recall seeing anyone else at the. cenference taking notes.

He advised that following the Presidentisal meeting, he
met General VANDENBERG at 12:00 Noon, and then at 1:00 P.M., had
Juncheon with the Secretary of Defense and a group of labor
representatives., He advised that he dictated no memorandum or .
~writing of any sort with direct and immediate relation to the
meeting. He advised he has seen no memoranda or material of any -

_ sort written by anyone relating to the conference concerned with
this 1nvestigation.
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' a new memorandum for Mr. LOVEIT pertaining to the same matter.

= ' He advised he is positive he has discussed the meeting
only’ with VANDENBERG and LOVETT. In qualifying thls, he advised

- that even these.discussions were:not as to the sctual conference

‘but pertinent.more to matters which were logical follow=~throughs
and outgrowths of the items discussed at the conference ‘and the
views expressed of those in attendance. :

‘ Mr. FINLETTER stated. that on the day of the conference,
General VANDENBERG came to his office asbout 12:00 Noon and

'At:LQtahad_n_ngugh draft memorandum to Mr. FINLETTER's| ] Lo
concerning the views on the withdrawal of troops b7C
rom Koresa in the event of a cease-fire order. ‘He stated that

after this memorandum was typed up, he destroyed it and dlctated
to the seme secretary another rough draft memorandum of his own
(FINLETTER) &long the samé lines, the original of which was fur-
nished to Mr. LOVETT during the latter part of the afternoon of
December 10, 1951.. He stated that the following day he prepared

-Mr. FINLETTER made a copy of this memorandum available and is set
:forth as follows. o _ ; D

, L S ”December 10,71951
\'?"MEMORANDUM FOR THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

o “1. The conference with the President today on.
the ‘Korean situation failed to bring out certain im-
portant points. _

"o, At the meeting 1t wes decided that, since
© wWe now have what we went into Korea to get, namely the
.. defeat of the aggression, we should adopt the attitude
h *of conceding all points within reason to get the- cease- -

. "'“3 What wasn't said, however, is that once we
. get a cease-fire, from that moment on our militarx
. position deteriorates. The Chinese, Iree from.our
. ‘interdiction campaign, can bring in men and materiel -
. and no inspection teams of ours are going to stop them.
. Our morale will go down. Our fighting ability will go
. down, - And our domestic support for the operation will
- go down further than it already has. . o

a8
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. ‘ "u Moreover, " the attaininf of the cease-fire T
- a_z fail to defeat The Russo-Chinese pilan of pinn ng ‘o,
- .- . .down large quantities oi our ary power in Korea. ‘
‘. This results from the fact that an agreement to permit
" the gradual withdrawal of UN and Communist troops,
without a firm decision in advence by the UN to punish
_a violation of the cease-fire by aggressive means, is
. not to our interest, and cannot be carried out without
" risking all we have fought for in Korea. Once we
withdraw our troops they are going to be very hard to
put back. On the contrary it would be easy for the

:Cormunists to withdraw beyond the Yalu and come back
whenever they want to.

"In short, a cease—fire without a firm.position -
. and statement as to what the UN intends to do if the
terms of the cease~-fire are broken and without pro=

. vision for the rapid withdrawal of UN troops, 1s a .
. EIsaavanEageous operation from our point of view. ..

. "5, The question arises’ what then should we do? .
The following is suggested' : ,

: ‘Yg, Meke a provision_in the cease~fire ar-

- rangements which will result in the United Nations )
- ground troops belng pulled out as rapldly as they can'
be after the signing of the cease-fire. o L

‘ "b. Leave a‘thin line of Séuth Korean troops,\.
and maybe even & token United Nations force, in South
Korea.

- "c. Make arrangements with our major allies

“to issue a joint statement, approved by the UN, serv< .

. ing notice on China that we no longer intend to hold -
the Korean front by great ground forces as at present,
but that if the Chinese run over our modest forces . .
that will bring down vast retaliatory action by the
UN on the mainland of China. "We should also consider

-whether this statement might not contein a request to

"Russia to use her best efforts to prevent the Chinese
from violating the cease~f1re agreement.

: "3, We must agree with our friends in the UN
what this vast retaliatory action means. It '
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,presumably would mean a naval blockade, harassment of .
. the lines of communication by bombing, continuing the
use of guerrilla troops, and maybe releasing Chiang
for dction on the mainland. The question of certain
other special eir action would have to be considered;
also the use of the A-bomb. These are, however, in a

way, questions of detail. The Important thing is to

get sgreement with our friends in UN to be ready to go
. through with a good tough campalgn, but without the
..‘use of ground troops other than Chiang's.

(Signed) Thomas K. Finlatter"

- -.With respect to the flnal memorandum prepared-by
Mr.FINLETTER, he had in his offiée, at the time of the inter-
view, elighteen coples of thls memorandum. He advised that the
original had gone to Mr. LOVETT and he belleved that another
copy went to General VANDENBERG. He stated an original and
nineteen coples of this memorandum Were prepared.

In connection with the VANDENBERG rough draft memorandum
and the rough draft memorandum of FINLETTER, these were located
at the time of the interview in Mr. FINLETTER's office torn in

. pleces, and it was not possible, at the time of the interview,
for his secretaries to piece together all of the coples of the
memoranda, but they were able to plece together from the con-
fidential waste in hls office the originals of these two rough
draft memoranda.

Secretary FINLETTER advised 81l of the memorends in
.question were dictated to his | | He
advised the security regulations In his office are very exacting
and are of the type to prevent the entrance of any outside ,
"individual during the daytime.. He advised that during the - be
evening hours all confidential material is securely locked up. 2’
He advised the material handled 1in his office, and particularly

the memoranda under discus~ ly by him-
self, r and his
elde, Colone | He informed top sedret material

- hendled in his office 'would not be examined even by official
military and civilian personnel outside hisx immediate staff, as
identifled above. He stated he is completely certain of the .
security of his office and stated it to be his opinion that it
would be most irregular for any individual, other than himself
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¢ WFO 65-6060 ¢

F'fand the three members of the staff, to see these memoranda. With
.. further relation to the security of the memoranda involved, he
stated that he recalls he personally delivered the original to
'-Secretary LOVETT.K?ﬁwgi i

: In connection with this memorandum Colonel
[:::::]aide to Mr. FINLETTER, subsequently furnished a case o
"~ history concerning these memoranda prepared by General VANDENBERG
and Secretary FINLETTER relative to the meeting at the White
House on December 10, K 1951, General VANDENBERG's memorandum
-was typed once with original and three copies. All copiles .
- accounted for ordered. destroyed by Secretary FINLETTER. Mr. _
- FINLETTER had prepdred one draft original and three coples, all _isc
. accounted for. and ordered . destroyed. Mr. FINLETTER prepsared a ‘
' second draft with original and six coples, the original of which
. was. given to Mr. LOVETT with no signature, the remaining six
" coples accounted for." The .third draft original and seven coples
- all accounted for. . The final memorandum, a copy of ‘which is set
- forth above, was .prepared as an original and nineteen coples.
The original was given by Mr. FINLETTER to Mr. LOVEITT and copy
number nine was given: to General VANDENBERG. The copy furnished
. General VANDENBERG was. ‘returned and all other coples have been
accounted for inm Mr. FINLETTER's office. Secretarx_LQ!EmI_adz__j]
7 vised Inspector GARL ‘E. HENNRICH and Special Agent
" that he had in his possession the original memorandum prepared
by Mr.-FINLETTER. “In-connection with the original of the rough
. .-draft which was dellivered to Mr. LOVETT by Mr. FINLETTER, Mr.
Q;FINLETTER advised and had at the time of the interview this
original rough draft memorandum whieh he stated he obtained from

. Mr. LOVETT's office 86 that he could prepare the final memorandum
' for Mr. LOVETT on this matter. ,

R - He was asked as to whether he lmows JACK ANDERSON, an
-:employee of DREW PEARSON, and he informed he knows no individual

by this neme. .In response to questions, he likewlise advised he

~-..do@s not . know any employee or associate of DREW PEARSON. He

he could not recall, who ' was employed as a "leg-man" for PEARSON,
‘but has had no ‘sontact with this individuel. He advised he is
acquainted with DREW PEARSON, but advised he has not seen him
for months and stated positively he has not discussed the matter
- under investigation with PEARSON in any way. He stated he dis-
‘cussed this meeting only with General VANDENBERG and Secretary
LOVETT and on the basis indicated herein before. He recalled’
that on. December ll, 1951, he had luncheon at 1: 00 P.M. at the
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Metropolitan Club with Admiral SOUERS and in this regard in-

- formed that it 1s possible he may have mentioned the meeting

' “during his luncheon with SOUERS, but does not think this occurred
. and advised that if it did occur, it was merely a mention and

- not a discussion., He was specifically questioned as to whether
"he had in mind any suspects who might have been responsible for

: ;the leak of information involved, or whéther he possessed any :
other- Information of possible ald or pertinence to this investi-

gation, and in response thereto advised he possesses. no infor-
‘mation whatsoever. ,
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INTERVIEW WITH GENERAL HOYT S. VANDENBERG,
~ CHIEF, U.S. FORCE .

_and

© .. General HOYT S. VANDENBERG was inte?xlﬂﬂﬂd_gn_ﬁecem‘
: ”fff fff 3951, at his office by SFecial Agents y

. He stated on December 8, 1951, General BRADLEY told
him that the President was meking inquiry about: a message the
Joint Chiefs of Staff sent to General RIDGWAY concerning the

' peace negotiations, and they drew the conclusion that the Presi-
. dent possibly would come back to Washington to discuss the '

.- reasons behind the message and the conditions being discussed in

‘the peace negotlations.

o General VANDENBERG stated he had been officially in- "
' ,formed of the meeting by his Aide, Brigadier General. A, )
: evGRUSSENDORF, who had been informed by General ROBER LEE that
‘ Admiral LALOR, Assistant Secretary of the Joint Chiefs ST staff,
- had received word that the meeting was to be held on December 10, -
1951. " He stated that on December .9, 1951, in preparation for
-/ this conference, he requested his office to have on his desk on
“the morning of December 10, 1951, the available air strength and
.. composition of the Alr Force in Korea and other Far Eastern units,
-.and also a paper which had been prepared a week before on the
- location of all F-86 planes other than those in Korea. ‘He stated
-that he desired this information so that he would have it avall-
~ able at the meeting at the White House in the event the President
made any inquiry concernirig these matters. He stated that on
the morning of the conference and just prior to the conference
s~ he had discussed with Mr. FINLETTER the information on.the F-86
& . pleanes, advising him that this information should be available
. ‘at the meeting in the event the President made any inquiry con-~
N~ cerning it.”

In connection with: the question as to whethsr he had
i prepared any memorandum or othsr record with relation to the
;4 matters covered at the conference, General VANDENBERG explained
« " that he had an alternate groposal on the peace negotiation in- ‘
.. suring protection of the 8th Army. He stated at the time of the .
conference at the White House he had this alternative proposal
" in mind and mentioned it at the conference without giving any -
detalls. In this connection General VANDENBERG stated that what
he sald at the conference was substantially as follows: "There




" could come out with a very strong statement to the effect that

- as they desired.” He pointed out at the conference this statement
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18 a possible additionsl approach to this question. If the UN

if there was & violation to the present line of contact, there -
would be a new wer with no holds barred, snd we might be able to
afford to pull out practically all troops immediately after a

cease-fire and let the Reds put in as many airfields and troops

by himself, which was the only statement he made at the conference,
was discussed for ebout a minute and a half by those present.

He stated shortly following the conference on the same

~ day he conferred with Mr. FINLETTER about this alternate proposal,

and together they prepared a memorandum for Mr, LOVETT, Secretary

‘of Defense.. He stated after the memorandum was prepared he and

Mr. FINLETTER personally delivered the originel to Mr. LOVETT.

. He stated there was nothing in the memorandum that had been dis~

cussed at the President's conference, and, in fact, specifically

- described 1ts contents as relating to matters which had not been
-discussed at the White House conference. General VANDENBERG

stated that he had a coTx;ni_nhis_mamnzandTm,_and he had glven

it to his alde, Colonel for possible use of b6

the State Department in the event the proposal sppesred to have ©7cC

eny merit. He stated Colonel[ __ |was an officer on a special

assignment in his (VANDENBERG's) office to assist him for speech
writing.

' General VANDENBERG stated since the conference he had
discussed it only with Secretaries LOVETT and FINLETTER.

_ ‘Genersal VANDENBERG read the article attributed to
ggBE§gSS' ALLEN as appearing in the "New York Post” for December
, l. . :

- He stated in connection with remarks in the article
“attributed to himself, they were definitely not stated by him ")
at the conference although he has made similar remarks at the
Joint Chlefs of Staff conferences and has stated them in public.

_ Genersal VANDENBERG stated he believed that the
article was largely in error on what actuaslly transpired at
the conference. Heé stated he was of the opinion that any per-

~  son who had access to what transpired at the conference could-.

have written .a far better article unless the writer had delib-
" erately slanted it, pointing out that the ALLEN article did not
reflect the real purpose of the meeting. General VANDENBERG
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further stated he belleves the ALLEN article could have been
prepared by someone who had closely followed the Koresn situation

. and the public statements and positions proclaimed by the various

. Joint Chiefs of Staff without: ‘access to an actual account of the
'-meeting.

With respect to the material in the article attri~
'.buted to General BRADLEY, General VANDENBERG stated he could
not recall General BRADLEY saying that the UN could have a cease-
fire in Korea. He pointed out that no one is sure of a cease-
fire and that everyone is wondering if a cease-fire can be. ob-

. tained. He further stated with respect to the statement attri-
buted to General BRADLEY concerning rotation of troops and

the building of airfields in North Korea, General BRADLEY may

~ have said this but it certainly was not the main sub ject matter
of the conference. He pointed out the main reason for the con~- .
ference was not the concessions that would be made but how far
the United States would go before ceasing the negotiations.
General VANDENBERG further. pointed out that he did not think
General BRADLEY would say the Communists refused to agree with

- the UN view relating to the rotation of troops because the nego-
"tiations are still being carried on and that the matter concerning
the rotation of troops has not come to the breaking point.

General VANDENBERG stated that as far as he knows the Reds have
not tried to trade on the issue of new airfields as against the
issue of rotation of troops. He pointed out the U.S. has in-
sisted as one of the points in the negotliation that there were

- to be no new.airfields constructed in North Korea. He stated

.he does not recall General BRADLEY stating that the Reds have -
indiceated they would make & concession on troop rotation if :
allowed to bulld some airfields in North Korea. He feels positive

.that if General BRADLEY had made such statement that he certainly
would have remembered it, pointing out that the United States'
position has always been positive on not allowing the construction

~of new airfields in North Korea, and therefore, this point was

not discussed at the conference because it was an accepted fact.

3 With respect to the materiasl attributed to General
COLLINS, General VANDENBERG stated he could not recall this
natter being brought up at the conference but it had been dis=-
cussed at previous Joint Chiefs of Staff meetings. He 1s posi-
tive that General COLLINS did not relate the polnts concerning
rotation of troops to .the points concerning the construction of
new airfields in North Korea. He stated he is of the opinion
- that General COLLINS has always meintained that the UN forces
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'are strong in Korea and that we cen hold the peninsula; however,
he did not recall General COLLINS saying this at the conference,
and he is positive that General COLLINS made no remerks concern-
ing the airfield point. General VANDENBERG stated that he would
have been extremely surprised if Generel COLLINS had made the
remark at the conference "Until hell freezes over®. He stated

. that this meeting was much more dignified, end he belleves that
General COLLINS would not have spoken to the President in such
language, and if General COLLINS had so spoken, he (VANDENBERG)
would have certainly remembered 1t.

o Concerning that part of the article which states
General BRADLEY agreed with General COLLINS, he stated he does

not recall this. at the conference or does he recall any mention
of the importance of not allowing the Communists to bulld up.a

powerful Alr Force. ‘

' : " With respect to that part of the article which refers
to the President. listening intently to the militery lesders end

- saying nothing until they had finished, General VANDENBERG stated

- that was not what happened at the conference. He stated the
Prosident first had. General BRADLEY brief those present on the
Korean. situation and then the President told the conference what
‘was troubling him concerning the instructions sent to General
RIDGWAY. He stated General BRADLEY and Secretary LOVETT together
. with Acting Secretary WEBB did most of the talking. He stated

) General COLLINS and himself had very little to say. I

o ; with respect to that part of the article attributed to
the President concerning the President's anxiety to bring the
fighting to an end, General VANDENBERG stated that he couldn't
recall the President saying this, but that the President could
. have stated 1t, and he would expect the President at such a .

- conference to say substentially what is sttributed to him in

- the article. He pointed out he is definite that the President

did not say "but I will not agree to concessions to the Commu-

nists that we may regret later on". He stated the President

~had not made this polnt in that way. He stated that- the article

makes it appear that the President thought the members attending
the conference wanted peace at any price. He stated, however,

. actually such was not the case. He stated at the conclusion of
- the conference the President agreed with those present on their
g;asons ‘for sending the negotiation instructions to General

DGWAY.
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with JACK ANDERSON or any other employee or assoclate of

- GEORGE PATTON in Europe during WOrld War II.

General VANDENBERG advised with respect to the
?tatament in the article that the bulldup of South Korea
was ilscussed, that this was true. He pointed out, however, this .
is8 »t unusual and thia question 1s normally discussed at all
me: .azs of this type because of the importance of thls question.

He was asked to state whether he recalled any comment
by .ne President during the conference as to a possible extension
of “ime in the event a cease-fire order was not achieved by
December 27, 1951. It is to be noted that a reference to such
en alleged statement on the part of the Preslident was contained
in the PEARSON article in the possession of JACK ANDERSON.
Gensral VANDENBERG advised to the best of his knowledge the
President made no such reference.

Genersal VANDENBERG stated he was not acquainted

DREW PEARSON. He stated he has only met DREW PEARSON on

one occaslon which was about two years ago when he was
introduced to him in the Pentagon Building. He stated the
last time he had any contact of any sort with ROBERT S. ALLEN
was when the latter was the Intelligence Officer for General

He was asked if he could furnish any information
or had any suggestions which might assist the FBI in carrying
out the desire of the President in this matter. He replied
in the negative. _ _ .
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INTERVIEW WETH GENERAI; J o LAWTON COLLINS

General d N COLLINS Anlgz_zmﬂgﬁf, was intervieyed b6
Special Agents| Iand in his office, . biC

om 33668, Pentagon, on December 17, 1951.

" General COLLINS advised he attended the White House conference :

Manday, December 10, 1951, General COLLINS stated that he followed Mre

- WHITEHATR as spesker and related he made three points, speaking at two

- “yXerent times, General COLLINS advised he first directed remarks to -
the question as to whether a U.N. statement containing a threat.would have
amy deterring effect.on the Communist enemy. It had been suggested that
At-would have an effect on the Russians and possibly on the amount of aid
afforded the Chinese by the Russians, Admiral FECHTELER doubted the wisdom
of including any threat to be contingent on breach of an armistice agree-
ment as. no one knows what action we may find desirable several years from
no¥ when the agreement may be violated. General COLLINS said his own
views in the matter were that he did not agree with Admiral FECHTELER's

. position; but rather concurred with the position that while the Chinese
Communists might disregard a warning, it still might have a good effect’
on the Russians, - General COLLINS stated while he was speaking, he covered
another matter, namely, that the armistice might be all we will get, that
we may not get a peace treaty for several years, and that we may want to
stay there a long time; and that whatever the conditions of the armistice,
we will want to rebuild and make repairs in the rear arease (General
COILLINS continued that he alsc stated he would favor everything in connec-
tion with repairs and rehabilitation except in comnection with permitting
military airfields to be built and pomted out we may have to give in on
one or two commercial airfields. . .

. General COLLINS remarked that at a later time during the pro-
.. ceedings of the conference, the President expressed great concern over the
~air build-up of the Communist forces and the possibility that we might not
'be able to maintain our forces in Korea.  General COLLINS stated this was
. the reason that he again spoke. General COLLINS stated he assured the
President that if this was what was causing the Presidentts concern, he
would guarantee that we will not be thrown out of Korea.

The article prepared by columnist ROBERT S. ALI.EN which appeared
.- in the "New York Post" December 13, 1951, was displayed to General COLLINS.
- That columm in substance indicated General COLLINS favored some terms on . - ..

R & - o
10-34~37 Pov OG- 11-7-90 Inbric pog. S prrvaas WU = sﬁw@ wagy X




' WFo ’65'-606,0__‘ N

- the airfield dispute but insisted the Communists be required to agree on.
troop rotatlon, pointing out the lack of troop rotation would effect the.
morale of our men, In addition General COLLINS was reported by ALLEN to .

. have stated our army could hold the present line 'until hell freezes

" overe.? (Ceneral COLLINS related the ALLEN article substantially set forth
his position in this matter and that part of the remarks attributed to

- him by ALIEN actually may have been made by him., He related he may have

.. made someé mention of troop rotation at the . conference but he was not sure '
"~ that he did mentlon it. ' :

General COLLINS was not absolutely certain as to the 1anguage
he emplqyed in the above statement and advised he may have used the phrase
. I will "put my money" or "for my money," we will not be thrown out, but is
- certain that he did not say that our forces can hold on in Korea Muntil .
" hell freezes over," He commented that this is not an expression which he

uses and added that he would not have used it before the President at a
_ formal conference.

" The ALLEN news column quoted the President as having remarked
in substance that he was anxious to bring the fighting to an end if °
possible but would not agree to concessions that we may regret later on,

. Also the President warned the necessity of being careful lest in our
eagerness to secure truce we sell ourselves short. Concerning this state-
ment attributed to the President, General 'COLLINS stated it was essentially

_ what the President had said but not a word for word quotatlon._ The  ALLEN .
T column was noted to attribute to General VANDENBERG in substance he was
vig rously opposed to giving any ground on the matter of permitting the

, Comx;nists to build airfields, pointing out bases in North Korea would be
of great combat value in the event the Commuhists decide to break the

" truce next spring, General COLLINS stated ALLEN's remarks attributed to

' Ger:ral VANDENBERG were essentially correct although not as complete as
Ger. ral VANDENBERG had outlined his position. The ALIEN column in .sub-

_ stanee set forth General BRADLEY as having pointed out the issueé of the
. 'dearlock on the matter of rotation of our troops along with the Communists'_
ir sting on a freeze on replacements and weapons. Also General BRADLEY
W seported as having indicated the Communists would make concessions on
rotation if they were permitted to build some .airfields. General COLLINS
related that the ALLEN column was essentially accurate but he did not .

- believe that Gerieral BRADLEY had indicated the Communists were tredlng a
‘rotation of troops against alrflelds as stressed by ALLEN, :

_ Generel COLLINS could offer no suggestion as to hcw a 1eak had
occurred and expressed the belief it would be possible for someone to have
prepared the column of ROBERT S. ALLEN from bits of information picked up

~here and there from individuals receiving the information second or third

§ | 59 ,
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. matter and previous conferences, As for the personnel present at the }
* White House conference, General COLLINS advised he had no personal suSp:.c:.ons
- concerning a.ny member present, ,

' dishonesty, or other malfeasance in connection with the Army, he would first
~ 1ish them; but if hé could show they were false or inaccurate, PEARSON would

COLLINS recalled that sometime during the peériod of the

- PEARSON, who refrained from making any mention of ite Sometime later General
* COLLINS recalled PEARSON had published a critical article. containing '

year. . ‘
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hand from an official whoé attended ‘the conferences, such second or third
hand. sources being persons possessed of intimate knowledge of the subject

General COLLINS advised that he did not make any notes during .
or after the conference, and thereafter did not make any record of memorandun
of -the proceedings of the conference, Furthermore, he stated he had not
discussed the proceedings of the qonf‘erence with anyones -

General COLLINS recalled his acquaintanceship with DREW PEARSON
dated back several years when he was Chief of Public Information shortly
after the ware He advised his first meeting with PEARSON came about follow-
ing a PEARSON article which had criticized General EISENHOWER unjustly so.
he invited PEARSON to his home to talk the matter overe At that time,

. General COLLINS advised he and PEARSON reached a "gentlemen's agreement® .
that whenever PEARSON recelved any complaints or allegations .of inefficiency,

make them known to General COLLINS, whp would in turn ascertain and furnish
the true facts to PEARSONe ‘If the facts.were as alleged, PEARSON could pub-

refrain from publications General COLLINS related that this working arrange~

ment with PEARSON had been satisfactory for a considerable time, General
brothers

fraud investigations, PEARSON had called him one Sunday" quire whether Eg?/c
the Army ?ﬁjﬁmaat for the manufacture of caskets and in which conw '

tract the jhad an interests General COLLINS advised he ascertained
that the information presented by PEARSON was not true and so advised .

erroneous information, so he had PEARSON to lunch in the Pentagon and called
his attention to PEARSON's having. violated their Wgentlemenfs agreement®,
General COLLINS advised he recalled no further incidents therea.fter.

_ General COLLINS stated that he had never engaged in any social
dealings with PEARSON and had never visited in his home or received him
except on the one occasions As a matter of fact, he has not seen PEARSON
in more than a year, - General COLLINS added that he knows who JACK ANDERSON
is, but never had met himj; likewise, he did not know the identity of any
other of PEARSON's employees, Concerning ROBERT S, ALLEN,. General COLLINS
stated he knew AI.I.EN, but had not seen nor talked w1th him m more than a .
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