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FOREWORD

Fundamental to the entire program of the United Nations Educational,
Sclentific, and Cultural Organizastion 1s the fact that UNESCO as an
organization will be working with people in every member nation,which
means practically every country in the world. How people feel sbout
other people in other countries, about international cooperation in
general and in specific application, sabout the chances for war and
peace, about freedom and democracy -- however these terms mey be in-
terpreted, 1is of real significance to UNESCO and to men and women
everywhere who . belleve in the UNESCC progrsm and, in turn, in the
United Nations and g1l that it stands for.

Results of public opinion surveys in the United States and a number
of other countries can furnish many clues as to the climate of opin-
ion and attitudes in which UNESCO must begin its work. For obvious
reagons, public opinion polls can function effectively only in demo-
cratic countries where speech and press are genuinely free. The value
of public opinion research depends to & great degree on both free and
unbiased communications and -- perhaps to a lesser extent ~- upon a
high degree of literacy. For the opinion expressed to be most mean-
ingful, the people should have access to information on which to base
their opinions and must feel free to voice them.

This report is based primarily upon the analysis of public opinion in
the United States, supplemented with data from Great Britain, Canada,
Australia, France, the Netherlends, and -- in a few instances -- Nor-
way, Sweden, and Demmark. Opinions from these countries are of spec-
ial significance because the largest responsibility for making UNESCO
work rests almost inevitably with the United States, members of the
British Commonweslth of Nations, and the free democracies of northern
Europe. As the sclentific study of attitudes and opinions is extend-
ed throughout the world, UNESCO will have at its command a more com-
plete and representative picture of world opinion.

This report -- summarizing the highlights of surveys made through the
spring of 1947 -~ is a revision of an analysis prepared especially
for use at the Mountain-Plains Regional Conference on UNESCO, held in
Denver on May 15, 16, and 17, 1947. Many of the aspects of public
opinion reviewed here only briefly have been the subject of more de-
talled treatment by the National Opinion Research Center in the past,
or will be in the future.




CONTENTS

Page
Part I World-Mindedneés and Tolerance: People's Attitudes toward
Other Countries and Nationalities 3
Democracy ~- A Stereotype? 3
Knowledge and Attitudes regarding Russia : 9
Attitudes toward the Axis Peoples 15
Britons and Americans Look at Each Other | 20
Attitudes toward Minority Groups in the’United Statesn 25
Part IT United Nations and Prospects for War or Peace 29
World War ITT 29
Can Wars Be Prevented? _ 32
Toward an Effective United Nations 36
The Scope of United Nations Power - 3%
Part ITI Specific Areas of International Cooperation - 45
Willingness to Help Needy Countries - 45
American Attitudes Regarding Trade and Tariff » Ly
Inmigration: A World Problem S ko
The Future of Palestine and Other Dependent Areas ' 51
Part IV Mass Communications: Their Potentislities for UNESCO 53
| The C‘ommunications Media: Some Comparisons : 53
International Freedom of Informastion 57
Publicizing American Democracy 59
Civil Rights and Freedom of Commmications 63
The Responsibility of Education 66

For More Information ...




This report is based upon the findings of lesding public opinion
research organizations in this and other countries, including... - ”

In the United States:

The National Opinion Redeasrch Center
The American Institute of Public Cpinion
Elmo Roper

The Fortune Survey

"What People Are Thinking"

The Office of Public Opinion Research
(Princeton) .

The Psychological Corporation

Abrosd:

The American Military Government:
Opinion Surveys Headquarters

The Austrsliasn Public Opinion Polls

The British Institute of Public Opinion.
The Canadian Institute of Public Opinion
The Danish Gellup Poll _

The French Institute of Public Opinion
Mass Observation, Great Britain

The Netherlands Institute of Public Opinion

The Norwegian Institute of Public Opinion

The Swedish Gallup Poll

Unless otherwise indicated, all figures cited ure based on
regular national cross-gections and are sublect to a sampling
error of no more than 4%. Fortune figures, like those of NORC,

AIPO, and other polls, are rounded to the nearest full percent~
age vhen appearing in this report. ‘




Part I
WORLD-MINDEDNESS AND TOLERANCE
People's Attitudes -boward Other Countries and Nationalities

UNESCO begins its work in a world where hatred and fear, distrust and uncer-
tainty, still render whole-hearted cooperation between countries and peoples a
future ideal rather than & present reality. Deep-rooted distrust and misunder-
standing between Rusgia and the Western democracles are intensified by mutual
fear and the ever-increasing threet of atomic war.

"Almost ‘as fundamental a barrier to the achievement of a climate of world-mind-
odness and tolerance 1s the conviction -- wavering only occasionally -- that
the people of the former Axis powers, Germany and Japan,will always constitute
a threat to peace in that, wesk and imbued with the fuehrer prinzip, they may
agein become the tools of the will- ~to-power of ambitious and unscrupulous
leaders.

While the surface relationships between Great Britain and the United States
ere cordisl, there is considerable evidence pointing t¢ a need for more com-
plete understanding between the peoples of the two countries. In some respects
the British people seem better informed about Americans then are Americans
about the British. And the people of Grest Britain are sometimes less smug
then Americans and less convinced of their own superiority.

Pertinent tc a consideration of possible world-wide extension of American
ideals of democracy is the degree to which Americans are willing to apply
those ideals to political and economic practices affecting minority groups in
the United States. The climate. of world-mindedness and tolerance can perhaps
be evaluated more realistically by s study of attitudes toward minority groups
than by analysis of more abstract definitions of the comcept of democracy.

DEMOCRACY -- A STEREQTYPE?

The word "democracy" means msny things to meny people, even in the United
States. The various connotations which the term holds for pecople of different
nations obviously influence thelr evaluations of their own and other countries
ag democratic or not democratic. Surveys reported this spring by the American
Institute of Public Opinlon and Gellup affiliates in eight other countries
found three phases of the democratic concept to be uppermost in people's
minds: :

1. The largest number sald democracy means 'government by the
people,” or the right of the people to determine who shall gov- -
ern them, including the right of opposition parties to free ex-
presgion and political activity.

2. The second -main definition of democracy (ranking first in the
- United States, Great Britain, and France) was freedom, especisl-
ly fresdom of speech and of agsembly.

3. The third definition is equality -~- absence of discrlmination or
distinction between classes, groups, and individuals.

Subsgtantial majorities of people in all the countries reported except Great
Britain and Denmark judged their own nations to be democracies, a second ques-
tion revealed. In five of the countries in yhich the survey was made, further
gquestions were asked regarding ‘the democratic status of other nations. Among
the nations about which the question was asked, the United States, Great Brit-
ain, and, to a somewhat lesser degree, France were most widely accepted as

democracies. Certain other countries -- Spain,Russia,and Poland were general-
1y considered undemocratic.



When Gallup affilistes in nine different countries
What Is Democracy? asked cross-sections of people 1in those countries

what the word "democracy" meant to them,the range and
distribution of a.nswers differed considerably from country to country. The
concept of democracy as government by the people was most frequently held in
Norway and Canada; the idea of "freedom" was implicit 1n most answers in
France, the United States, snd Great Britain; "equality" was the most common
connotation in Denmsrk. The several polls asked:

"What does the term 'democracy' .mean to you?"™ ("In your
own words, can you tell me roughly what 1s meant by
'demoeracy'?"  "What do you think ‘democracy’ stands
Sfor?")

GOYERNMENT OTHER CAN'T
. ~ BY__PEOPLE FREEDOM EQUALITY ANSWERS DEFINE
United States 309 L% b % 13% = 100%
Great Britain 15 Lo T L 3
Canada 36 =)t 5 11 2k
Australia 33 19 9 - 39
France 23 51 3 12 ’ 11
Netherlands . 27 18 6 16 33
Norway L3 17 5 7 28
Sweden 32 8 © 12 19 _ 29
Denmark 13 4o 18 6 59

The tendency to consider one's own country more demo-
Democracy at Home cratic than other countries 1is rather widespread,

survey results showed. A second question asked in the
same nine nations was degigned to secure opinions as to how democratic people
‘congidered their own countries: : :

"Would you say that we have democracy in . 4
W | NO - UNDECIDED
United States* 88% - 8% L% = 100%
Great Britain 50 32 18
Canada et 15 14
Australia - S 12
France 65 22 13
Netherlands 67 15 18
Norway 70 12 a8
Sweden* 95 : 5 ' *¥

Denmark 50 . 25 ‘ 25

% IN THE UNITED STATES AND SHEdEN THE QUESTION WAS ASKED ONLY OF THOSE WHO GAVE ACCEPTABLE
DEF{NIT{ONS OF DEMOCRACY. ALL SWEDISH INSTITUTE OF PUBLIC OPIN!ON PERCENTAGES ARE BASED
ONLY ON PERSONS WITH OPINIONS.

%% INCLUDES 14% QUALIFIED ANSWERS.,



Gallup affillates in five of the nine nations asked a
And Abroad : third question tofind out what people think about the
‘ democratic status of countries Gther than their own:

"Do you think there is democracy 1in the following coun-
tries?”

YES -- THERE IS DEMOCRACY IN:

UNITED GREAT NETHER~ YUGO~
STATES BRITAIN = FRANCE  LANDS POLAND RUSS!IA SLAVIA  SPAIN

OPINION FROM...

Unlted States  88% 48% 32% 28% %% 5% 4% L%
Frence 75 71 65 *% 16 ol 15 2
Netherlands 59 68 L7 67 *¥ 11 ** 3
Norwey s 69 53 ** 14 11 ** 1
Sweden* 85 86 59 ** 25 14 *% 3

Uncertainty as to whether or not countries could be judged democratic was par-
ticularly marked In the instance of Poland and Yugoslavia. In France, for ex-
ample, 46% of the public were at a loss as how to classify Yugoslavia, and 4i%
were not sure about Poland. In Norway, 53% were unable to decide whether or
not Poland could be considered a democracy. That this uncerbainty reflects
primarily lack of adequate or accurate information upon which to base Jjudg-
ments regarding the internal affairs of other countries is further suggested
by the fact that L2% of people in the United States could not decide how to
claggify the Netherlasnds.

The most significant fact, however, is that certain nations are génerally ac-
cepted as democracies while others are most often considered undemocrstic. In
addition tc the countries 1listed in the table, it should be noted that Swit-
zerland i1s jJudged to be & democracy by 82% of the French, Finland by 65% of
the Swedish, and Belglum by 51% of the Dutch. Argentina, however, is democrat-
ic according to only 12% of Americans, and Greece according to only 6% of the
French. :
The relatively 1low percentage of the British people
The British Viewpoint willing to characterize their own country as a demo-~

cracy may be partially accounted for by the fact that
in October,,l946, the month before the questions on democracy were asked, only
44% said they were satisfied with "the Govermment's record to date,” and 43%
were digsatisfiled -- chiefly with inefficlency, red tape, and too msny govern-
ment controls. (In March, 1947, 3% were satisfied with the Government's rec-
ord to date, and 54% were dissatisfied.) '

It is of interest that after dlscounting the high "Don't know" response among
the lower middle class and the very poor, these groups were somewhat more dis-
posed to consider Britain democratic than were the more progperous. Of all
groups studied,Labor Party voters were most likely to answer "Yes"; Communists
and other minor party voters were most likely to anaswer "No." The comparison:

IS THERE DEMOCRACY IN GREAT BRITATN? YES NO UNDEC! DED
Labor Party supporters 55% 2% 16% = 100%
Conservatives 50 34 16
Liberals : : ‘ Ly 3r 19
Communists and other voters 29 63 8

Non-voters b5 28 27

* N SWEDEN THE QUESTIONS WERE ASKED ONLY OF THOSE WHO GAVE ACCEPTABLE DEFINITIONS OF
DEMOCRACY., :

*% NOT REPORTED.



The American Institute of Public Opinion survey indi-
Accent on Freedom cated that, +to slmost half the public in the United

States, "freedom" 1is the keynote of democracy. Per-
haps the low ratings given other countries may be attributed to the fact that
many Americans feel that no other people enjoy the same freedom. The import-
ance of the freedom concept in American thinking was emphasized in answers to
8 question asked by Gallup last August: :

" "What would you say is the greatest advantage of our type
of goveranentr”

Freedom in general k%
Freedom of speech and press 19
Freedom of opportunity . 7
Freedom of worship 5
The four freedoms L
Free enterprise, competition in business 3

TOTAL MENTIONS OF FREEDOM 62%
People have a voice in govermment 1T
Equal rights 5
Miscelleneous advantages 6
No advantages 1
DPon't know a1

112%

SINCE SOME PEOPLE MAMED MORE THAN ONE ADVANTAGE, THE TOTAL ADDS TO MORE THAN 100%.

A study of the findings of the several Gallup affili-

The Government ates suggests that, while people 1n all nine coun-

and Job Security tries tended to define "democracy" in political rath-

: er than economic terms, mors Europeans than Americans

.think of democracy es having clearly economic functions. An ATPO release in -

- mid-May revealed a wide divergence of opinion among various population groups

as to what degree of economic responsibility a democratic government should

assume. A 57% majority of union members, for example, think that the govern-

" ment should guerantee every man a Job; only 24% of the college-educated are of
the same opinion. The question: '

"Which one of these statements do you most agree with?

1. "The most important job for the govérnment is to moke
it certain that there are good opportunities [for
each person to get ahead on his own.

2. "The most important job for the government is to
guarantee every person a decent and steady job and
standard of living.”

THE RNME ULD: v ASSURE GUARANTEE  UNDECIDED -
GOVE. _NT SHO . OPPORTUNITIES ~ JOBS E—
ALL ADULTS INTERV)EWED 50% 43% 7% = 100%
PROFESSIONAL AND BUSINESSMEN 67 28 5
WHITE COLLAR WORKERS 57 : 38 5
FARMERS . ) 57 36 7
MANUAL AND FACTORY WORKERS 37 56 7
UNION MEMBERS ONLY 37 57 6
REPUBL | CANS 60 35 5
DEMOCRATS 44 50 6
ATTENDED COLLEGE - 73 24 3
ATTENDED HiGH SCHOOL 57 39 4

9

E{GHTH GRADE OR LESS 40 51

ON THE (SSUE OF GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBILITY FOR JOB SECURITY, THINKING IN SOCIALIST BRITAIN
1S JUST THE REVERSE OF THINKING IN THE UNITED STATES. IN JUNE, 1947, THE BRITISH INSTITUTE
OF PUBLIC OPINION FOUND A S5% MAJORITY OF THE OPINION THAT THE GOVERNMENT SHOULD GUARANTEE
JOBS FOR ALL. ONLY 40% SAID THEY WERE WILLING TO RELY ON THEIR OWN ABILITY AND INSURED
OPPORTUNITIES.

-



The desirability of govermment control or ownership
Govermment Control or of basic iIndustries is another Tproblem which ariges
Ownershlp of Indugtry in connection with a consideration of the econcmic as

distinct from the purely political aspects of demo-
cracy. Public opinion surveys conducted in the United States, Canada, Great
Britain, and Australis have found the British people, in general, Tfavoring
nationalization of industries, while Australians have been lukewarm, and
Canadians and Americans have opposed such a plan. ’

Supporting the AMERICAN principle of free enterprise, UL4% of people in this
country said, according to an NORC question asked in 1943, that when we got
back to peacetime conditions the American people would be better off if the
government had less control of business than it had before the war. However,
41% favored MORE CONTROL and 15% suggested the same amount of government con-
trol. BRITISH attitudes were shown when in June, 1945, 48% of the British dis-
agreed with the suggestion "that the best way to provide Jobs for everyone is
by private enterprise and removing all government controls." In July, 1946,
57% of AUSTRALIANS thought wage earners would be worse off "if ALL industries
in Australis were owned and run by the govermment. CANADTANS were more op-
posed to nationaslization after the wsr than they were during the war. In
October, 1945, - 64% said they thought workers would be better off "if all the
industries in Canada were left under private management rather than being own-
ed and run by the government.” In 1943 only 47% expressed the same opinion.

NORC, in August, 1944, discovered clear majorities against outright government
ownership of leading industries in this country. Substantially similar results
were obtained by AIPO gtudies conducted in 1945 and again in February of this
year. AIPC surveys found labor union members differed only in degree from the
attitudes of the public as a whole and tended to favor private ownership rath-
er than government ownership.

"After the war, do you +think the government should or
should not own the coal mines? The railroads? The steel
mills? The automobile [factories? The o0il companies?”
(NORC, August, 19kk)

SHOULD OWN SHOULD NOT UNDECIDED
Coal minss 32% 68% = 100% 15%
Railroads 22 78 ik
Steel mills 20 8 16
Automobile factories 14 86 13
0il companies 20 80 1k

"Do you think the United States Government should own the
Sfollowing things in the country -- Banks? Railroads?
Coal mines? Electric power companies?” (ATPO,February,loh7)

SHOULD OWN SHOULD NOT UNDECIDED
Banks 28% T72% = 100% 8%
Railroads 28 72 7
Coal mines 35 65 )
Electric power
companies 30 70 8

On the question of socialization of industry, British public opinion holds an
almost opposite view from public opinion in this country. On the same issue,
Cenadians are generally in favor of govermment ownership of certain basic ser-
vices but are not in favor of govermment ownership of all industries. While
Australians are somewhat more favorably inclined toward government ownership
of industries,than sre Americans, majorities in that country preferred private
enterprise.



A comparigon of attitudes in the four countries regsrding specific industries
must be made cautiously iu view of two factors: (1) the wording of the ques-"
tiong used by the several polls usually differed, and (2) the questions were
agked at different times. When only persons with definite opinions are con-
‘sidered, these are the figures: . : :

FAVOR' GOVERNMENT OWNERSHIP: UNITED GREAT ' -
STATES BRITAIN CANADA ~  AUSTRALIA .

A1l industries *% ** Ls%b 20%

Public utilities 30% 58% 69 45

Coal mines ‘ 35 80 *x% L8

Rajlroads 28 ** 39 *H

Banks 28 66 26 . 39

Alrlines xx ¥ 50 hy

Radio broadcasting - %k 50 71 29

Approaching more directly the relationship of govern-.

Government Ownership ment control to democracy, the Psychological Corpora-
and Americanism tlon questioned a cross-section of this country's ur-<

ban population on their attitudes as to whether cer-
taln trends toward greater govermment control are good or bad for America.
While In wmost industries private enterprise was thought better for America
than government ownership, the government housing program was endorsed by res-
pondents, probably influenced in their opinions by the critical housing short-
age. The question and results: ' ‘

"is you know, . houses and apartments are built by the
government and rented to the people at rents below the
actual cost. Is this good for America or bad?"{April,1G4T)

Good 50% Bad 39% Undecided 11% = 100%

"Which is better for America: (a) to have the government
give free doctor and medical service which would be paid
for by a tar like the Social Security tax; or (b) the
present system of medical serviceP” (April, 1947)

Present system 63% Socialized medicine 30% Undecided 7% = 100%

"The government should own and run large businesses such
as the railroads,telephone and telegraph,life insurance, .
gasoiine companies, etc.; would this be good 4dmericanism
oer badP" (October, 1946)

Good 22%  Bad 69%  Undecided 9% = 100%

The last question in the series explored, rather generally, attitudes on a
mixed group of factors. Results should be evaluated cautiously, since many
people probably have very hazy notions as to exactly what is implied by the
terms "commumnism,” "soclalism," and "fascism.” The question read:

"Which of these would you say were good for America and
which bad: [fascism, communism, labor unions, socialism,
advertising?”” (April, 1947) ,

LABOR :
. FASCISM COMMUN I SM UNTONS SOCSALISM ADVERT{SING
" Good 1% 1% 61% 15% 91%
Bed Ol 95 28 72 5
Undecided 5 Y : 11 ‘ 13 L

#+% NO APPLICABLE RESULTS AVAILABLE.



ENOWLEDGE AND ATTITUDES REGARDING RUSSIA

Lack of understanding and mutual distrust between the Soviet Union on one hand
and the United States, together with other Western "democracies,” on the other
is one of the gravest problems facing the world today. It is & truism to state
that intermational cooperation in any -sphere must be plenned 1in full cogni-
zance of these difficultles or to point out that any substantlal success in
alleviating or overcoming Soviet-American - misunderstandings would constitute
gn invalusble -contribution to world peace.

Public opinion survey results furnish a wealth of
Digtrust of Russis evidence as +to the growing distrust of the Soviet
' Union on the part of +the United States public. In
September, 1946, for instance, Gallup reported 62% of the opinion that their
"feelings toward Russis" were 'less friendly” than a year earlier. In the
spring of 1946, according to another American Institute of Public Opinion
question, 59% believed that at least one nation "would like to dominate or run
the world." In March, 1947, 65% held this view. Asked to name the nation or
nations they were thinking of, 39% in 1946 and 52% last March specified
Russia.

Gallup trends have ghown consistent uncertainty and widely fluctusting de-
grees of confidence in Russlan cooperation. High points of confidence that
Russia could be '"trusted to cooperate with us after the war" weére reported
after the Yalte Conference and followlng V-J Day. Low points of fesling that
Russia will NOT "cooperate with us in world affairs" were reglstered last
gpring when the Iran situation was most tense and last fall when differences
between Russis and the Western powers in United Nations deliberations and in
the Paris Peace Conference were in the headlines along wlth sensationsl re-
ports of the Wallace-Byrnes controversy. (A majority of people who said they
hsd been following "the arguments about Byrnes' ldeas and Wallace's ideas for
dealing with Russia" supported Byrmes' policy, Gallup reported. Most had a
reasonably good understanding of the two men's 1ldeas on the issue. )

: Much of the fear and distrust of the Soviet Union
A New Russgian now prevalent 1in the United States is rooted in the

Imperialism? belilef that already, since war's end, Russgia has em-

barked upon a new crusade +to extend Russian power
through the gpread of communism and, eventually, to dominate the¢ world. And
there are evidences of a widesprsad conviction that increasingly frequent and
dangerous conflicts between Boviet and United States interests are inevitable
in what appears to be a new era of Russian imperialism.

How people in the United States evaluate the motivation behind Soviet foreign
policy is revealed by the findings of varlous polling organizations. Three
questions from Fortune and one from Gallup show certain common reactions:

"Do you think Russic wants to spread the communist way of

life, or that she isn't particularly interested in
whether or not other countries become communistic?”

WANTS 7O SPREAD COMMUNISHM iﬁ% DOESN'T WANT TO gg% DON'T KNOW 20% = 100%



(If "Wants to spread”) "Do you think this is mainly be-

cause she believes the world will be better off with
communism, or mainly because she thinks it will moke her
more powerful”” :

WORLD BETTER OFF 8% MAKE RUSSIA MORE POWERFUL 43% DON'T KNOW 3% = 54%

"Do you think Russia is only trying to get a fair share
of raw materials from other countries, -or that she is
trying to get more than a foir sharel”

FAIR SHARE 25% MORE_THAN FAIR SHARE 58% DON'T KNOW | EZ = 100%

"is you hear and read about Russia these days, do you be-
lieve Russia 1is trying to build herself up to be the
rul ing power of the world, or is Russia just building up
protection against being attacked in another war?"

RULING POWER PROTECTION DON'T KNOW

June '46 58% 2% 13% = 100%
August 46 60 26 14

How much difference educational background mskes in attitudes toward the
Soviet Union is illustrated by another Fortune question reported in July,1946:

"Do you think Russia has only been trying to get herself
into a defensive position safe from attack, or that she
is out to dominate as much of the world as possibler"

ALL THOSE WITH OPINIOHNS
QON'T
DEFENSE DOMINATION  KNOW DEFENSE DOMINATION
ALL ADULTS |NTERV!IEWED 34% 50% 16% = 100% 40% 60% = 100%
. ATTENDED COLLEGE 46 47 7 50 50
ATTENDED HIGH SCHOOL T 53 i 40 60
GRADE SCHOOL - 23 ‘ 48 29 33 67

A year ago fhe British Institute of Public Opinion asked a question desiguned
to explore English attitudes on the same point. At that time the popular Bri-
tish estimate of Soviet motives was somewhat different from judgment in this
country: :

"Some peoplevsay that Russia's foreign policy is concern=
ed with making certain of their security,others say that
it i imperialist expansion. Which do you think?"

ALL THOSE WITH OPINIONS.
‘ DON'T
, SECURITY IMPERIALISM KNOW SECURITY |MPERIALISH
ALL ADULTS INTERVIEWED 427 26% 32% = 1006 62% 38% = 1008
WEALTHY AND PROSPEROUS 38 43 19 47 53
MIDDLE CLASS 45 35 20 56 44
POOR 42 20 38 : 68 32

- 10 -



. The conviction that this country should be firm in

A Firm Stand? dealing with Russla is indicated by a number of 4if-

' ferent survey findings. A twice-used Gallup question,

for exsmple, showed a significant increase -- between March and August 'hE e

in the percentage advocating a strong stend on the part of the United States.
The question was entirely open, suggesting no possible anaswers:

"If Russia continues to follow her present course, what

should we do, if anything?” MARCH '46  AUG. '4®
Be firm, meke her stick to agreements, W% 28%
no appeasement _
Keep strong military preparedness * 28

Economic blockade; don't send money

or materials 5 L
Sever relations with her 1 1
: o 50% 61%
Go before the United Nations 8 L
Get together and work things out T 6
Try to appease Russis 1 1
A 16% 11%
Do nothing, avoid trouble : 12 10

Miscellaneous and undecided . 22 22
100% TOHgw*

Another Gallup question, asked in March '46, found only 18% of the public in
favor of the suggestion ~~- made by Churchill in his highly controversial Ful-
ton, Missourli, speech (considered by many to mark a turning point in Unilted
States relations with Russia) -~ that '"the present military cooperation be-
tween the United States and Great Britain" be continued as a check on Russia's
pregent moves.” Unqualified disapprovael of the suggestion was expressed by
ho%. Almost a third -- 39% -- had not heard or read the speech.)

A four-cholce Fortune question, however, indicated popular recognition of the
importance of Soviet-American relations, in addition to the feeling that the -
United States should not make too many concessions to Russla:

"with which one of these four statements do you come
elosest to agreeing? o

"It 18 going to be very important to  SEPT. '45 - JuLy '46
keep on friendly terms with Russia,
and we should make every  possible
effort to do so. :

"It is important for the U.S, to be
on friendly terms with Russia, but
not 8o important that we should
make too many concessions - to her, 49 52

"If Russia wants to keep on friendly £ 6%
terms with us, we shouldn't dis-

courage her, but there is no reason

why we should make any special ef-

SJort to be friendly. 11 15

"¥e will be better off if we have
just as 1ittle as possible to do

23% 16%

with Russiac.” 9 11
0% 6%
Undec ided 8 b
100% 100%

¥ ON THE EARLIER SURVEY "KEEP STRONG MILITARY PREPAREDNESS" WAS NOT REPORTED SEPARATELY.

%% ON THE LATER SURVEY THE FACT THAT SOME OF THOSE INTERVIEWED SUGGEST MORE THAN ONE
COURSE OF ACTION ACCOUNTS FOR THE TOTAL OF 104%. )

- 11 -



In the fall of 1946, NORC asked a series of questions

USA-USSR - to explore attitudes and Information in the United
Disagreements States regarding differences between this country and

Russia. In answering the first question, many people
tended to generalize and to resort to stereotypes rather than to cite definite
and specific differences between the two countries. A large number mentioned
more than one cause of frictlon:

"What do you think are some of the main disagreements at
the present time between Russia and the United States?”

22% of the people spoke in very genersl terms of a number of dif-
ferent attitudes which separate the people of the two coun-~
tries. A general fear and distrust of each country by the
other, particularly as related to preparations for another
war, and s general lack of understanding or lack of coopera-
tion were mentioned over and over. Others suggested greed ...

envy ... Jealousy.

18 cited differences in the ares of world power or power poli-
tics. These included a number who saw the control of Europe
as & primary issue, ~or suggested that United States policy
determines the balance of power among this country, Britain, -

" and Russia.

17 mentioned disﬁgreements> over land ... territory ... bounda-
rieg ... or, occagsionally, imperialism. '

13  named misunderstandings over the political and economic con-
trol of small countries. Policies connected with the use of
troops in occupying iiberated’ countries were seen as a geri-
ous source of difficulty. Russian "spheres of influence" in
the Balkans (Yugoslavie and Greece were most often cited),
Central Europe, and Poland were mentioned perhaps four times
ag often as were difficulties regarding Chins, Manchuria, or
other Asiatic territories.

12 mentioned differences in political idsology, specifically the -

' . conflict between Rusglan communism and capitalistic demo-
cracy. A number of people atated their belief that Russia is
trying to communize the world. .

11 mentioned digagreements over the atomic bomb and the control
of atomic energy.

9 cited misuhderstandiﬁgs regarding the occupation, policing,
gpolls, and future status of Germany, Japahn, and Italy.:

7 spoke of differences regarding the possession or control of
strategic bases or localities, such as the Dardanelles or "an
outlet to the sea," and the possession or control of oil and

~ other natural resources of strategic importance.

5 mentioned disagreements over peace negotiations, commitments,
and international cooperation within and without the United
Nations orgenization. (Many items listed separately above are, are,
of course, related to peace negotiations and the wcrk ‘of the
United Nations. )

12 named other sources of misunderstanding between +the United
. States and the Soviet Union: the "iron curtain,” world trade,-
reparations, differences of opinion regarding UNRRA and re-
lief policies -- distribution of food and clothing, & United
States loan to Russla, and many more.

21 ‘said "I don't know."
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In the spring of 1947, the Cansdlan Institute of Public Opinion asked & some-
what different question regerding differsnces between Russia and the democra-
cles. A plurality of the Canadian public felt that rival imperialisms rather
than different political ideologles were at the root of Eagt-West:  misunder-
standings:

"Do you think the MAIN reason why democratic .countries'
and Russia JSfind it difficult Lo get along together is
that their forms of government are different, or is 1t
that each thinks the other wants o dominaﬁe the world, -
or do you think there is some other reason?”

Each suspects other of intent to dominate Lot
Different forms of government - 25
Other reasons : 1k
Undecided 2

100%

Responses to three questions of the NORC geries would seem to indicate a "will .
to peace” on the part of most people in the United States -- at least a feel-
~ ing that war with Russia 1s unnecessary and by no means ° the logical solution
to dissgreements between the two countries. (However, on the same survey, 63%

paid they expected.the United States to fight in another war within the next
25 years.) NORC asked:

"Do you think the present disagreements between Russia
and the United States are serious enough to consgider go=
ing to war about, or aren't they that serious?”

Aren't that serious 73%
Serious enough 17
Undecided A6

100%

"In the disagreements between Russia and +the United.
States, do you think one of the countries is entirely te
blame, or do you think both countries have something to
do with the misunderstanding?”

Both countries Ti% One country only 17% Undecided 9 = 100%

"If the people as a whole in either Russiac or the United
States had the final decision to make, do you think the
people would ever decide to start a war against each
other?”

No 87% Yes 9% Undecided 4% = 100%

_ ' _ Opinions about Russis and Russian-American relations
ln.formation Please are without doubt influenced by popular information -

about the Soviet Union. In commection with various
of the NORC questions Just discussed, comments made by those interviewed often
suggested the need for more complete and more accurate information about re-
Iations between the USA and the USSR. This feeling on the part of the public
was brought into focus by the last two questions in *bhe geries, which ind.icat-

. od that:

"ONLY 29% - of the public believed the United States government re-
' leases sufficient informetion sbout "what is going on ba-
tween Russia and the United States,”
AND 42% -- & plurality -- thought that the newspapers they rea.d_
make Russia look worse than she really is."

(These and other questions related to communications problems are anal\yz@d in
more deta.il in & later mection of the report.)
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Tending to corroborate NORC findings that suggest, either directly or in-
directly, the need for more information on Rugsia, a survey reported in the
fall of 1946 by Elmo Roper revealed a considerable degree of misinformation on
the part of the general public regarding certain basic fundementaels of the
Soviet system. Roper agked: '

"Which of these statements would you say are true about
Russia, and which are untrue?

1."Newspapers in Russiao are PeT= nsuemeo  awswgmep o
mitted to criticize Stalin'’s gonnggn. INCORRECTLY  UNDECJDED
policies 1if they want to.

(UNTRUE) | T3%* 8% 19% = 100%

2,"Russian- citizens who don't
belong to the Communist Party
can vote at national elec-
tions a8 well as party mem-
bers., (TRUE) 20 37 43

3."Some large factories in Rus-
sia are run by individuals
who are allowed to keep their
profits after paying tares. '
(UNTRUE) 5 18 37

4,"Russians are frée to go to
any church they want to,” _
(TRUE) Lo 31 29

Roper pointed out the close parallel between the percentage of correct answers
glven by veterans interviewed and by persons with a college background:

PERCENTAGE OF COREECT ANSWERS ON PART: 1. 2.

3. k,
Attended college : “”% _7 51?% 5@
Veterans 87 31 56 50

Roper commented: "It 1s encouraging that the veterans," a mejority of whom had
no college training at all, "rate almost as well on their kmowledge of the
situation in Russia ag do those who are older and have had more forxnal efuca~
tion."

Further: "Considering the lack of any information from Russian sources and the
lack of correct information about Russia from other sourceés,plus the amount of
incorrect information fed out by certain parts of our press, these answers
gseem, at first glance, not too bad. Actuslly they reveal ome of our largest
national areas of lgnorance.”** The analysis below spesks for itself:

No answer correct on the four questions 15%
Only cne answer correct 2k
Two angwers corrsct 35
Three aunswers correct 20

All four answers correct _6
: 1060%

On most questions regarding Russis, the respondent’'s educational background
appears to influence oplnions more than any other single factor. The college-
educated group are most likely (1) to answer information questions correctly,
{2) to express opinions (relatively fewer "Undecided" or I don't know res-
ponsges), and (3) to choose answers which give Russia the benefit of the doubt
on an issue.

* FOR!%NE AND ROPER FIGURES, LIKE THOSE OF AIPO AND NORC, ARE ROUNDED YO THE NEAREST FULL
NTAGE WHEN APPEARING’IN RESEARCH REPORTS £ :

*% (')\fgg"r PEOPLE ARE THINKING," NEW YORK HERALD 1R BUNE, OCTOBER 17, 19465 LAST UNDERLINING
U
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ATTITUDES TOWARD THE AXIS PEOPLES

The basic purpdse of UNESCO is to contribute tc peace by promoting inter-
national understanding, and one of the major undertekings included in the
UNESCC program 1s a study of tensions conducive to war. In this connection,
public opinion research in a number of countries has shown that, although
people of some of the United Natlons feel reagonably friendly toward their
former enemies, the people of the Axis nations, a congiderable residue of fear
end distrust remains,

Poll results suggest that it may take meny years and much re-education of Al-
lied and Axis peoples alike before other countries become convinced that the
Germans and Japanese are sincere 'in their desire for peace and should be re-
cognlized as having earned the right of full particlpation in the United
Nations. Although the differentiation today 1s far less sharp than during the
war, attitudes toward the Japanese still tend to be hargher than attltudes to-
ward the Germans. .

Analysis of survey findings from a number of different sources indicstes that
people in’ the United States have tended to feel contempt and digtrust rather
then actual hatred for the Axis pecples. When, in May, 1942, Gallup asked:"Do
you, personally hate the Japanese people? ... the German people?” only 28% of
those interviewed said they hated the Japanese; 18% sald they hated the Ger-
mens. A Fortune question released in December, 1945, showed that 39% of the
public regarded the majority of the German people as being "naturally cruel
and brutal”; 56% considered a majority of the Japsnese "naturally cruel and
brutal."” .
The distrust and mixed feeling which still character-
" Germany: An Eight- ize attitudes toward the people of Germany and Japan
Nation Appraisal are well illustrated in the vresults of an elght-
: nation survey of asttitudes toward Germany. Feeling
regarding Germany was noticeably most bitter in France,Norway, and the Nether-
lands -~ acquainted at first-hend with Nazi conguerors at their worst.Denmark,
which experienced a milder type of occupation, and Britain, bombed but not
over-run, were gomewhat more friendly. Distant Australia was the most friendly
of all, though a clear majJority in that country feared that Germany might
again become a dangerous aggressor. The several Gallup affiliastes asked:

"At the present time, do you feel friendly or unfriendly
toward -the people of Germany as a wholer”

"Do you think Germany will become a peace=loving, demo-
eratic nation, or do you <think she will again somedag
become an aggressor nation, and want to start a waer?

FEELING TOWARD GERMANY FROSPECTS FOR GERMANY
FRIENDLY UNFRIENDLY UNDECIDED . %%%%%G AGGRESSOR UNDECIDED

Australia = 53% 3h% 13% = 100% 20% 60% 20% = 100%
United States 45 28 o7 22 58 .20
Great Britain k2 36 22 23 43 3L
Canads b1 28 31 20 58 22
Denmark ko 32 28 *¥ *% *%
Netherlands 29 53 18 14 63 23
Norway 21 L 35 *% *% *%
France . 3 56 L1x 10 63 27

*  THE STARTLINGLY HiGH "UNDECIDED™ FIGURE REPORTED FOF;’y FRANCE ON THE FIRST QUESTION {N= .
© - CLUDES LARGELY PEOPLE CHARACTERIZING THEMSELVES AS TINDIFFERENT '35 THIS IS TYPICAL OF
THE APATHY WHICH SEEMS TO PERVADE FRENCH THOUGHT ON [INTERNATIONAL {SSUES AND 1S FOUND
TIME AND AGAIN IN RELEASES OF THE FRENCH INSTITUTE OF PUBLIC OPINION, IT IS UNFORTUN=
ATE THAT THE PICTURE CANNOT BE COMPLETED BY A REPORT OF RUSSIAN POPULAR OPINION,

*¥ NOT REPORTED. _
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Three other gquestions asgked by the French Institute of Public Opinion reveal
other facets of feeling in that country toward Germany and the Germans:

"Do you think <that Germany will become o democratic
nation?”

Yos 18%  No 55%  Undecided 27% = 100%

"Do you think that Germany will again become a warlike
nation or that she will becone a peaceful nationl”

Warlike 63% Peaceful 10% Undecided 27% = 100%

¥ Do you think <that Germany will try to start another
PIT? s 16%  To 566  Undecided 28% = 100%

People who felt that Germany, would éeek to let loose another war ﬁere, mogt
1likely to expect such a war within the next 25 years.

The same distrust and skepticism regarding possible progress toward peace and
democracy that was revealed in the five-nation question on Germany was shown
by an NORC question put to Americans & month after V-J Day. Asked, "Do you
- think the Japanese will ever become a peaceful nation?" only 39% answered
"Yes," 42% said "No," and 19% were undecided. : : -

: ~ An NORC trend question, asked more recently in May,

Baslc Characteristics: 1946, has revealed that, since the end of the war,the

American Fvaluation American people have tended to become more lenient in

thelr evaluation of both Axis peoples. The latest

analysis found the largast segment -of the public Judging both the Germsns and

the Japanese to be weak and easily influenced rather than either basically

- good or basically bad. The changing attitude toward the Japanese people is the
most striking feature of the four-year trend:

"Which of the following statements comes closest to des-
eribing how you feel, on the whole, ahout the people who
- 1live in Germany (Japan)? '

"The German (Japanese) people will always want to go +to
war to make themselves as powerful as possible,

"The German (Japanese) people may not like war,but they
~ have shown that they are too easily led into war by
powerful leaders,

"The German (Japanese) people do not like war. If they
could have. the same chance as people in other coun-
tries, they would become good citizens of the world.”

ESTIMATE OF THE = Wi WAYS J00 EASHILY POTENTIAL
S

GERMAN PEOPLE? WANT_WAR MISLED GOOD_CITIZENS UNDECI1DED
JULY 142 ‘ 25% - A4% . 31% - 100% 7%
JUNE 143 e, 22 46 32 3
DEC. '44 , 37 37 26 4
JULY '45 : 41 39 20 5
NOV, '45 . 3t 43 26 4
MAY 146 32 ‘46 22 4

ESTIMATE OF THE WitL ALWAYS 00 EASILY POTENT ,

JAPANESE PEOPLE: WANT WAR “TMISLED GOOD CITJZENS UNDEC 1 DED
JJULY '42 54% . 33% 13% = 100% 15% .
JUNE 143 82 27 1 7
DEC. '44 = 62 27 1 10
JULY '45 56 31 I3 7
NOV. 145 T 4% 34 17 7
MAY 146 : .37 - 42 21 7
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S . People in the - United States are fairly optimistic

~ Re-education? about the possibility of re-educating both the German

and Japanese people to a peaceful way of life, al-

though such a program is seen as a long-term undertaking, according to an NCRC
study made last winter. The first question; :

"Do you think it is possible to re-educate the German
Lfapanese) people to a peaceful way of lifer" -

xS M9 DON'T KNOW
German people 68% 22% . 10% = 100%
Japanese people 54 33 l3

In each cage those who thought re-education possible were asked a further
question:

"About how long do you think it will take?"
: CUMULATIVE TOTALS

GERMANS JAPANESE GERMANS . JADANESE
Over 50 years 6% 7% & T
21-50 years 22 - 18 8 25
TOTAL: more than
20 years S 25% -
11-20 years 19 1k b7 39
6-10 years 1 8 58 by
5 years or less 7 5 65 52
TOTAL: 20 years -
or less - 37% 27%

Don't know how long 3 2

B &5% 5% |
‘However, when the same basic 1ssue was presented 1n terms of the eventual
ability of Japan or Germany to 'become a good nation,"” NEVER was the verdict

of a third of both Canadians and Americans in regard to Germany and over half
of Canadians regarding Japsn. CIPO and Fortune used thls question:

"Do you believe it would be possible fbr Germany to be-

come a good nation within twenty years or so after the
war, do you think it would take longer than that, or do
you think she never canl?”

WITHIN ’ DON'T

20 YEARS LONGER NEVER KNOW

GERMANY: UNITED STATES OPINION 24% 42% - 34% = 1008 10%
CANADIAN OPINION 28 39 33 12
JAPAN:  CANADIAN OPINION 18 3t 51 18

Before the end of the war, an AIPO question found a widespread feeling, even
~at that time,  that the Allles should assume some responsibility for the ro-
education of German youth. In September, 194k, Gallup asked:

"Do you think the Allies should supervige the education
and training of German youth after this war?”

Yos 66% No 1% Undecided 15% = 100%

Exploring American attlitudes regarding the re-education of Germany from an-
other angle, a Fortune question, asked in March, 19h5, showed that a majority
of Americens then thought the Germans incapable of re-educating = themselves
without assigtance. The question:

"Do you think there will or will not be enaugh of the
right kind of Germans within Germany to re-educate the
people along democratic lines?"

Will be enough 22% Will not be enough 57% Don't know 21% = 100%
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. Educational authorities agree that re-sducation of

Demonstrations .- . ‘the Germsn people in the ways of peace camnot be ef- -
in Democracz : :_ fected by schools and teachers and textbooks alone,

-however important these means masy be. Re-education of
the Germans will require actual experlence in democratic living. Two questions
NORC asked last winter showed that a majority of Americans would favor an ex-
change of persons,which has been suggested as a supplement to the re-education
program inside Germany. 'Both questions assumed that "one of our main jobs in
Germany is to re-educate the German people to a peaceful way of 1life.”

"As you know, one of our main jobs in Germany is to re-
educate the German people to g peaceful way of life.
Would you approve or disapprove of bringing groups of
Germuns who have never been Nazis to this country, o
see how democracy works over here?"

"Would you approve or dtsapprove of sending a number of
American leaders in various occupations and professions
to @ermany, to show the Germans how we do things in a
democratic country’” : ‘ ’
APEROVE DiSAPPROVE’ DON'T KNOW

Bringing groups of non-Nazis to

this country 59% 36% -~ 5% = 100% |
Sending American leaders to Germany 77 19 y '

Analysis of tha 1nfluence of educational background on opinions in this area
shows that the value of sending American leaders to Germsny was recognized by
substantial majorities of people in all three groups. The proposal to bring
non-Nezi Germans to this country, on the other hand, was approved by the
college~educated 3-to-1, and by the high school~trained 2~%0-1, . but opinion
among persons with grade school education or neo education at all was evenly
divided. The exact comparisons' o

BRINGING GERMANS HERE SENDING LEADERS THERE

- . DIS=  DON'T
. APPROVE AP%%%xg Eﬁﬁz- APPROVE APBEDVE KROW _
A1l adults interviewed 5% 36% 5% = 100% 7T 19% - 4% = 100%.
Attended college 72 25 3 79 19 .2
Attended high school 63 34 3 83 1k 3
Eighth grade or less T T 7 70. 24 6

‘Educational background also influenced to a significant degree opinion ag to
the possibility of re-educating the Japanese and, to a somewhat lesser extant

opinion on re-educating the Germans. Moreover, veterans were more likelyvthan
non-veterans to be optimistic about re-educating owr former enemies. The com-
parisons: : :

IS IT POSSIBLE TO RE-EDUCATE: ' :
THE GERMANS? THE JAPANESE? .

. DON'T DON'T
YES NO KNOW YES NO KNOW
A1l adults interviewed 68% = 22% 10% = 100% 549 33% 13% = 100%
Attended college T7 17 6 70 19 11
Attended high school 73 21 6 57 31 12
Eighth grade or less 59 . 25 16 Ch3 by 16
Veterans, World War IT T1 20 9 65 22 - 13

Non-veterans 66 24 10 ' 52 35 13
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Obviously opiniong on the educational rehsbilitation

Economic , of the Axis peoples and the economic 1rehabilitation
Rehabilitation of Japan and Germany are closely inter-related. Par-

alleling the striking shift in attitudes, particular-
ly toward the Japanese, since the close of the war, 1is the merked shift in
opinion regarding economic asgsistance shown in this NORC trend:

"Would you like to sece our government help Germeny(Japan)
get her peaoetzme industries going again after this war;

or not?
GERMANY JAPAN
) FEB. '44 DEC. '46 APRIL 45 DEC. 456

Yes, unguslified 51% 7% S 21% 61%
Yos, gualified 8 8 b 6
No, unqualified 3k 15 65 25
Undecidsd 7 5 10 _ 8

100% 100% ‘ 100% 100%

The major reason for opposition, analysis revealed, was the fear that a reviv-
ed German and Japanese industrial economy might lead to another war.

The decline in bitterness toward the Japanese, and the increased public ac-
ceptance of the idea of helping restore their peacetime economy, are illus-
trated by the results of another question. in the December 1946 geries. The
overvhelming majority of the public believed we should give Japan the same
trade opportunities that we give to other countries:

"Do you think we ought to give Japan the same opportunity
to sell her goods 1in this country that we give to other
nations?” ,

Yes T7°% No 20% Don't know 8% = 100%

When the 20% who opposed the idea were asked their reason, fear of Japanese
economic competition was most frequently mentioned, but the majority of argu-
ments were in terms elther of bitterness or of fear of a future war.

THIS SPRING THE NETHERLANDS INSTITUTE OF PUBLIC OPINION REPORTED THAT J7% _OF IHE - QUTCH
PEOPLE MWOQULD LIKE TO SEE THEIR COUNTRY RESUME TRADE WITH GERMANY ~— BEFORE THE WAR THE
BIGGEST BUYER OF DUTCH PRODUCTS. THIS EXPRESSION ON THE PART OF THE DUTCH OF THEIR NEED
FOR DOING BUSINESS WITH GERMANY IS OF PARTICULAR INTEREST |IN VIEW OF THE FACT THAT 53%
FELT DISTINCTLY UNFRIENDLY TOWARD GERMANY AND 63% BELIEVED SHE WOULD AGAIN BECOME AN AG-
GRESSOR NATION. A YEAR AGD A 41% PLURALITY SAID THEY THOUGHT HOLLAND SHOULD ANNEX A PART
OF GERMANY AS PARTIAL REPARATION FOR DUTCH LOSSES DURING THE NAZ! OCCUPATION. ALMOST A

MANY, HOWEVER ,OPPOSED ANNEXATION, CHIEFLY BECAUSE THEY FEARED 1T MIGHT LEAD TO ANOTHER WAR,

.

NORC questions asked during the war found strong
' Reparstions : fesling on the part of the American public that the

people of both Germany and Japan should be made to
pay in full for the cost of the war. A 79% wajority thought the United States
should try to get reparation from Japan; 62% thought we should try to get re-
paration from Germany. Reparations in addition to the restoration of conguer-
ed territories and the punishment of war leaders were demanded from the Japa-
nese by 64% and from the Germans by L48%. In each case, over half the public
recognized the necessity of accepting goods as at least part payment. However,
only 21% said they would be willing to accept as reparations Japanese goods
which could be sold cheaper than similar goods made in thies country-- even if
that were the only way Japan could pay part, at least, of what the war coat
the United States.

On s8ll the guestions in this area, the influence of information on attitudes
was indicated by the tendency of the best educated segment of the population
to believe that the economic rehgbilitation of Germany and Japan ghould be en-
couraged in the interests of world peace.
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BRITONS AND AMERICANS L

i “In the year following the war British feeling toward
British Attitudes: -~ * the United States became somewhat more friendly,while
- toward United Staties .  feeling toward Russia cooled. On both surveys, stand-

ot W ard-of-living level differences were of interest: the
prosperous were ' less friendly" to Russia about twice as often as the poor,
while the middle -class were '"less friendly” +to the United States more fre-
quently “than ‘either: the prosperous or the poor. The British Insbtitute of Pub-
lic Opinion asked:

"Are your feelings toward the United States (Russia) more
- friendly, or less friendly, than they were a year ago?”

UNITED STATES RUSSIA .
MORE LESS MORE LESS
. FRIENDLY SAME FRTENDLY UNDECIDED FRIENDLY SAME FRIENDLY UNDECIDED
SEPTEMBER '45 . 9% 46% 5% 1% = 100% 16% 54% 1 9% 1% = 100%
JUNE 46 11 51 ‘32 5 8 41 41 140

That anti-Russian sentiment has been somewhat stronger in the United States
then in Great Britain 1s suggested by the following comparigon, based on iden-
tical questions:

MORE ABOUT_THE LESS

FRIENDLY ~ SAME ERIENDLY UNDECIDED
Great Britain (June '46) 8% 419 41% 10% = 100%
United States (Sept.'L6) 2 28 62 8

Last September ('46), only 24% of the British public considered Great Britain,
the United States, and Russia "still allies as they were during the war,” and
50% said they thought "that friendship had disappeared.” Reasons given for the
changs included mistrust, greed and selfishness, lack of cooperation; Rugsis
was blamed more often than either of the Western allies.

. A survey made by Mass Observation 1n England, and

British Attitudes: . reported in April of this year revealed sttitudes of

Individual Americans the British people regarding individual Americans.Two

, lmportant findings of the survey were (1) that most

British do have a fairly clear cut picture of Americans, even though the pic-

ture 1s a stereotype,and (2) that Britishers usually have the same fundamental

idea of an American,so that all the qualities attributed to Americans fit into
a general patiern reasonably well. .

Most frequent conception Britons have is that Americans do not grow up. Brit-
ishers interpret this trait either favorably or unfavorably, i.e., elther at-
tributing to Americans good gqualities of youth or childhood, or by describing
Americans as "adolescent." British people favorably inclined toward Americans
describe them as simple, ingenuous, impulsive, wuninhibited, friendly, kind-
hearted, and generous. Those feeling unfavorably toward Americans say they are’
imma%ure--.emotionally and intellectually, boastful, flamboyant, bad mannersd,
and intolerant toward minority groups. In either case the American's likeness
to a child is stressed. ‘

Closely related to the fundamental idea of youthfulness, is the British
people's second concept of Americans as being vigorous and enterprising, and
as being preoccupied with technical efficiency and materialism.
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The why ‘of the concept of materialism sand the other aspects of the British
stereotype of Americans might be traced to the influence of Hollywood and its
products, Mass Observation suggests. The impact of the GI had little effect
in changing British ideas of Americans, - the analysts believe. British peopls
tended to Judge the GI as an individual subJect to special wartime strains
rather than normal American influences. '

Comments from +the British people illustrate vividly and more fully the pre-
dominance of these two clogely related stereotypes of Americans in the British
mind: ) '

"It's a funny thing, but when I'm with any American though they may
be twice my age or more, I always feel the older and more mature
person. All of them, wmale and female alike, seem kiddish and very
naive. Thelr childlike desire to talk, their tactlessness and good
humor of the school-age type, amuses me very wmuch. I like them, not
in the way I like the French -- as an equal-- but in the way a fond
parent likes his children.” (Young man)

"Mostly, I think, they have energy but lack understanding. They are
like tiresome children who insist on making their presence felt
without having any contribution to meke as a result." (Young London
woman ) '

"I*m thoroughly cheesed off with the Americans as a whole. They're
80 politically immsture and slthough individually they appear to be
warm-hearted, as a nation they seem to be completely- without care
as to what's happening to the rest of the world." (Young woman)

"I envy their mechanization, energy, and good standards of life.”
(Middle~-aged housewife) '

"They worship the standard of 1life which provides a car, an electric
washer and a refrigerator.” {Housewife)

"Ag far as I gather they haven't much interest in nature ‘and the
deep things of 1ife." (Young forestry worker) '

: The prevalence. of stereotypes in American thinking
American Attitudes about people of other countries, the importance of
information in determining attitudes, and the common
assumption (perhaps a blend of complacency and patriotism) that the United
States is the Dbest country in the world in every respect -~ these and other
characteristic attitudes were revealed 1n a wartime study of American opinion
regarding the British, made in April, 1943.  These are the guestions:

"Have you known any English{Canadian)people pe?sondlly?”*

YES NO UNDECIDED
English 53% Lé% 1% = 100%
2

Canadians 46 52

" Have you ever visited Canada or any other part of the
British Empire?”:

Yos 38% CNo 62% = 100%

ittt

¥ THESE TWO QUESTIONS WERE ASKED AT 'l;HE END OF THE SURVEY, BUT REVEAL FACTS BASIC TO THE
ENTIRE. ANALYS!S. NOTE THAT THE FIRST QUESTION DOES NOT DISTINGUISH BETWEEN PEOPLE BORN
IN ENGLAND AND PEOPLE OF ENGLISH DESCENT WHO MAY HAVE BEEN BORN AND REARED N THE UNITED
STATES. . , . ,
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"Fhat are some of the things you like abodt the ‘British
peoplermsk ’ ' S

Their spirit, fighting qualities, and sportsmanship 26%

Their similarity to Americans E C 13
Thelr sincerity, relisbility, and frankness 11
Their democratic spirit, progressiveness, . o |
broadmindedness, love of fresdom 10
Thelr conservative.characteristics 8
Their culture and intelligence ' 6

Their patriotism and loyalty
Their thriftiness and industricusness

Miscellaneous qualities or no answer 37

"Do you think that our system of Social Security, such as
unemployment and old-a%e insurance is better than Bri-
tain's, or not as good?

BETTER 23% NOT_AS GOOD 8%  ABOUT THE SAME 8% DON'T KNOW 61% = vou%

"Which do you think have more to suy about the way their
government is run, the British people or the American
peopler”

AMERICANS 66% BRITISH 9%  ABOUT THE SAME _11% DON'T_KNOW 14% = 100%

"Which has a better chance 1o get ahead == an average
person in Britain,or an average person in this country?”

AMERICANS B6% BRITISH ¥  ABOUT THE SAME_ 5% DON'T KNOW _ 9% = 100%

"Have . you ever come across British.' criticisms of
America?” '

Yes 28% Mo 72% 100%
"Have they [criticisms] annoyed youl"
Yes 15% - No_ 13% = 289

"What would you say is the main thing that might cause

trougle between the United States and Britain after the
wars” ik

Territorial settlements 19%
Lend~lease re~payment - 17
Difficulties over peace settlement . 15
Trade agreements or monetary system 9
Control of sea and air traffic 5
No trouble ‘ 13
Miscellaneous or not ascertainsble - 30

kS

LESS THAN 0.5%

a3 SINCE, iN SOME CASES, THE PERSON INTERV(EWED GAVE MORE THAN ONE ANSNER PERCENTAGES

ADD TO MORE -THAN 100.
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Further exploring American and Britigh attitudes to-

British and - ward each other, the American Institute of Public
American Views on - Opinion and the Gallup-affiliated British Institute
Parailel Questions of Public Opinion conducted parallel surveys in their

respective countries in April and May of this year.
Designed to find what Amerlcang and Britons think about each other,and to com-
pare their opinions on certsin issues, and also to ascertain the amount of in-
formation the people of each country had about the other, the two surveys used
geveral identical questions., '

Relevant to the entire survey ATIPO asked three questions somewhsat similar to
the ones asked by NORC (see page 21) and found that only 10% of those inter-
viewed had "been in England.” However, 75% had known someone who had been in
England, and 49% had discussed England with someone who had been there.

Peoples of both countries are quite happy to live in their own lands, although
Americans are somewhat more satisfied with the United States than asre Britons
with England, to jJudge from a question asked on both surveys. While 22% of the
English people saild they would like to 1live in the United States (71% sald
"No"), only 3% of Americans thought they would 1like to live in England five
yoars from now (94% answered negatively). Representstive of the closs ties be-
tween the two countries, a 59% majority of Englishmen and a substantial piu-
rality of Americans -- 32% -- would favor a jJoint citizenship plan so that "an
Englishman could come and live in the United States and an American could go
to England to live without regard to immigration laws.”

An overwhelming msJjority of people in the United States believe that England
has a lower standard of living than ours. this ATPO question showed:

"Do you think the living standards are higher in England
today than they are in the United States -~ .that is,Eng-
1i8h people are betier off or worse off than Americans?”

AMERICANS BETTER OFF 04% BRITISH BETTER OFF 2% SAME 3% QON'I KNOW |% = 100%

Another question relating to the economic situation of both countries and ask-~
ed on both surveys found a msjority of British thinking proportionately more
poor people 1lived in the United States whille an overwhelming msjority of
Americans hold the opposite view. Question wording on both surveys was much
the same; the ATPO guestlon 1s guoted here:

"Considering the size of population of each country, de
you think there are more or fewer POOR people in England
today than in the United Statesr”

MORE . MORE
EOOR PEOPLE POOR PEOPLE
AN __ENGLAND IN  AMERICA SAME UNDECLDED
Americans think: 7% 149 10% 4% = 100%
English think: 22 57 12 9 .

Americans and Englishmen again have different opinions about the amount of un-
employment in their respective countries:66% of Englishmen think there is more
unemployment in America than in England, while 43% of Americans said there was
more unemployment in Englend than in their country.

" A somewhat different question round ¥nglish opinion divided as to how the
British and American "levels of civilization" compare:

"Has the United States reached a higher level of civili=
zation than we hagver" :

AMERICAN HIGHER 27% BRITISH HIGHER  31% SAME 36% DON'I KNOW 6% = 1004
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The gurvey conducted in America asked more informational questions concerning
the Britigh type and methods of govermment than the British survey asked about
the American govermment. Accordingly, 63% of Americans correctly identified
the law-making body of England, corresponding to our Congress, as Parlisment.
Almost half -- 49% -- knew the name of the upper house,and 48% nsmed the lower
houss correctly. When agked t0 name the present Prime Minister, 67% knew Cle-
ment Attles. The King of England was correctly identified as "King George VI"
by 34% and L42% more gave partially correct answers by saying "King George."
When asked: "In England itself, does the King have more powsr, less power, or
about the same amount of power ag the President has' in the United States?" T4%
correctly sald. "Less power. ZEleven per cent said 'More; 10% thought both had
the seme amount of power, and 5% were undecided. - '

It is perhaps characteristic that, while a gtrong majority of people in the

United States believe this government more democratic than Great Britain's,
opinion in that country is divided as to which people have more voice in their
government. The two questions were very similar; the ATIPO one read:

"Do the people_'ovf’ England have more of a voice or less of
a voice about the way their government is run than we do
in the United Statesl" -. :

AMERJCAN PEOPLE ENGLISH HAVE

: : HAVE MORE VOICE  MORE VOICE SAME ggp_gg_s_o_gg ‘
Americans think: 67% C10% 16% ‘ 7% = 100%
English think: o0 29 38 11

TIn British eyes, what 1s the average American like? Much the same sort of
stereotyped thinking about Americans reported in the Mags Observation analysis
was revealed by a British Institute of Public Opinion question. Another ques-
tion showed British opinion as to what Americans think about Englishmen. BIPO
asked: ’ ’ '

"When you think of an American, "How do you think +the American
what kind of person do  you people . regard Englishmen?”
think opf>" _

Boagtersperson who is loud voiced Dull; backward; old-fashioned;
cocksure, opinionated ' 34% glow; unenterprising 25%
Exuberant; boisterous; hsappy-go- As inferior ' 11
lucky; free-snd-easy 13 Snobbish; stand-offish - 12
Friendly 13 With contempt 6
Go-getter; man in a hurry; pro=- . Reserved; shy 8
gressive; business type 8 With dislike 3
Candid; outspoken; uninhibited &4 Cold; unemotional 4 2
Tough; hard-boiled 3 Soft; effeminate; over-refined 2
Coarse; crude; unmannerly 1 Clever; cunning 2
Prosperous; big-spender 1 Poorly 2
Porsonsl charscteristics: Boasters; swankers; conceited 1
Tall person 2 Ignorent; pig-headed 1
Person with a drawling accent 1 As slightly made; "crackers" 1
Person chewing gum 1 In & good light; all right 10
Someone smertly dressed 1 As equsls 2
Serviceman; GI : 3 © With tolerance 1
Someone like myself 6 Miscellansous L
Miscellsneous 6 Undecided 7
Undecided 3 .
100% 100%

Americans have & better sense of humor than Engliéhmen, 82% of people in the
United States believe. Only 31% of Englishmen agree, however, an identical
question asked in Great Britain indicates. )
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ATTTTUDES TOWARD MINORTTY GROUPS IN THE UNITED STATES

Information regarding the attitudes that exist in the United States toward
Negroes, Japanese-Americans, and Jews has 8 definite bearing on analysis of
the problems involved in attacking on a world-wide scale the basrriers of mis-
understanding and prejudice between countriesg and peoples.

: - Twice,in 194k and 1946,NORC made studies on a nation-

Negroes - wide scale of white attitudes toward Negro problems.

On the 1946 survey, Negro opinions regarding the same

issues were also secured. Findings on the two surveys were compared to throw

- light on two fundamental.gquestions. Are tolerance and understanding on the in-

creage? There is somelévidence of increased willingness on the part of whites

. to give Negroes equal economic opportunities, although on one specific issue--

acceptance of Negro nurses -- less tolerance was evidenced in 1946 than in

194k, TIs information concerning Negroes replacing superstition and prejudice?

Regarding basic learning potentialities of whites and Negroes and also regard-

ing the fundamental similarity of Negro and white blood, an incressing propor-

tion of the public is coming to agree with expert opinion. The most important
findings may be summarized as follows:

53% of white Americans think that, if Negroes are glven the same
education, they can learn Just as well as white people. (In
- 194k, only 44% were of this opinion.)
42%  ¥now that Negro blood and white blood are alike. (In 194k, only
36% answered this way.)
L7% of white people wouldn't mind having & Negro nurse care for
them in a hospital. (In 1944, 54% said "All right.")*
4Y7% of whites belleve Negroes and whites should enjoy equal employ-
‘ ment opportunities. (In 194k, 42% advocated equal jJob chances
for both.)
HOWEVER 66% of white Americans think most Negroes in the United States are
 treated fairly. (In 1944, almost the same majority -- G4% --
ALTHOUGH Judged Negroes to be treated fairly.)
ONLY 28% of Negroes feel that they are being  treated fairly in the
United States today.

Information on the gimilarity of Negro and white blood seems closely related
to other white opinions regarding Negroes. For example, among whites who know
. that Negro and white blood are alike, 60% think Negroes snd whites should have
equal employment opportunities. OFf whites who think that racial differences
are blood-deep, only 36% would give Negroes the same chence as whites to get
any Job. Likewise, of whites who know that Negro and white blood are the same,
62% say it would be all right with them to be cared for by a Negro nurse in a
hospital. Of whites who think the two races have different blood, only 35%
would accept a Negro nurse.

Information on the learning potentialities of Negroes also appears to influ-
ence to a considerable extent white attitudes toward Negroes in the economic
and social spheres. For example, among whites who know that Negroes and whites
can be equally 1intelligent, 57% think members of the two races should have
equal employment opportunities. Of whites who think that Negroes are inescap-
ably less intelligent, only 35% would grant Negroes the same chances as whites
to get any Job. ’

* ON THE 1944 SURVEY, 72% OF WHITES ANSWERED "YES™ TO THE QUESTION: "I F A NEGRO IS QUALL~
FIED 10 BE A RAILROAD ENGINEER, DO YOU THINK SHOULD BE GIVEN A CHANGE AT THIS JOB?"
THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN WHITE ATT1TUDES REGARDING NEGRO RATLROAD ENGINEERS AND ATTTTUDES

REGARDING NEGRO NURSES MAY BE DUE TO THE FACT THAT THE RAILROAD JOB MIGHT BE CONSIDERED
AS PURELY AN ECONOMIC ISSUE, WHILE THE NURSING JOB HAS SOCIAL IMPLICATIONS AS WELL.
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A few of the key’quesﬁions, together with analysis helpful in studying stereo-
types and group prejudices are presented in full:

"Do YOU think most Negroes in the United States are being
treated fairly or unfairly”"

. FAIRLY UNFAIRLY UNDECIDED
19hh whites 64% 279 T % = 100%
19&6 whites 66 .25 9
. Negroes 28 66 , 6

"Do you thznk Negroes should have as good a chancé as
white people to get any kind of job, or do you think
white people should have the fzrst chance at any kind of :

JObP NEGROES = WHITES
EQUAL CHANCE - FIRST © UNDECIDED
194k, whites k2% . 5% 6% 100%
1946, whites = 47 kg .
Negroes 92 > 3

Many of those who bellieve that whites should have.Job priority mentioned more
than one reason when asked: A .

"Why do you think so2"

11% of whites consider theirs a superior race and the doctrine of
white supremscy mandatory; Negroes should be relegated to meni-
al Jobs.

11 . think that Negroes are not dependable or cooperative and have
other undesirable characteristics.

10 feel that Negroes lack general education, specific vocational
- training, and/or intelligence. '

5 of whites frankly admit race prejudice

8 emphasize their feeling that this is a '"white man's country,"”
‘that whites were here first and are in the majority numerical-

12 ' cite other reasons: that whites are not ready to accept the
Negro ss an equal, that Negroes are not ready for equality,that
economic or social equality is undesirsble,or still other argu- .
ments

2 say "I don't know."
The sharpest. differences in response to the questions were between Southern

and Northern whites.  Differences among persons of various educational back-:
grounds were also noticeable. These are the 1946 comparisons:

"NEGROES EGRO  NEGROES NEGRO

S | EQUAL__JOB  NEGRO
" WHITES: TREATED OPPOR- NURSES CAN_BE _AS - BLOOD
- - UNFAIRLY TUNITIES - ACCEPTABLE INTELLIGENT SAME
‘A1l whites imterviewed 25%  LTH hoh 53% 42
Northern whites 28 5k 520 . 61 L5
Southern whites 16 27 3t 30 . 33
Attended college 43 65 62 . w7 62
" Attended high school 2k k9 50 53 45

Eighth grade or less 18 = | 39 .. o oo 56 31
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, o , » Attitudes toward another minority group in this coun-
' Japanese-Americans ‘try ~- the Japanese -- were studied by NORC in May,

1946. NORC found that while the harsher judgments to-
ward the Japanese in this country were softening, there was still evident a
residue of distrust and misinformation based on rumor and hesrsay. NORC first
agked a nation-wide cross-section of civilian adults: :

"Do you think the AVERAGE Japanese person who lives in
this country is Iloyal or disloyal to the American gov=
ernment,” ' :

‘Loyal 50%  Disloyal 25% Don't know 25% = 100%

The 75% who answered "Loyal” or "Don't know" were asked:

-"Do you think the AVERAGE Japanese person now Ziving,in
this country who 138 not a citizen should or should not
be allowed to become a citizenl?" v

' Should be allowed 43%  Should not 22%  Don't know 10% = 75%

Comments voluntsered by thosse interviewed pointed to a rather widespread igno-
rance of legal barriers to clitizenship for Japanese born in the Orient.

An overwhelming majority of Americans felt that the Japanese 1iving in this
country were guilty of epying during the war. This opinlon, to Judge from com~
ments, is often based on the feeling that spying is natural during wars or on
the conviction that such spying could not have been detected by officials. Re-
garding possible sabotage, on the other hand, there 1s a high degree of uncer-
tainty. Apparently people thought that if sabotage had been widespread they
would have known about it. The questions:

"During the war, do you think the Japanese who lived in
this country destroyed any American war materials?...did
any spying for the Japanese government?”

YES NOQ DON'T_ KNOW
Sabotage 31% 32% 37% = 100%
Spying 66 13 .21

ON- ALL THREE QUESTIONS NORC FOUND OPINJONS DIFFERING SOMEWHAT FROM GROUP TO GROUP,WITH PER-
SONS N THE MORE PRIVILEGED EDUCATIONAL, ECONOMIC, AND OCCUPATIONAL GROUPS MORE TOLERANT IN
THEIR ATTITUDES TOWARD JAPANESE~AMERICANS THAN PEOPLE IN THE LESS PR!IVILEGED GROUPS. THE
ISSUE 15 NOT A POLITICAL ONE =~ NO SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES IN ATTITUDE BETWEEN REPUBL ICANS
AND DEMOCRATS WERE EVIDENT. SECTIONAL DIFFERENCES SUGGESTED PREJUDICE FELT AGAINST JAPA-

NESE~AMERICANS IN THE PACIFIC STATES AND MISINFORMATION IN THE SOUTH. THE MOST INTERESTING
COMPARISONS FOLLOW: .

o . RE
JAPANESE LIVING IN THIS COUNTRY:  quouip se  aNbe oD ,
) ’ ALLOWED BE ALLOWED DiD NOT DID NOT
‘ . . ARE LOYAL CITIZENSHIP CITIZENSHIP SASOTAGE SPY .
A1l sdults interviewed  50% 43%* 34% 32% 13%
Attended college 69 58 51 Ty 16
Attended high school 5T HT) 38 34 : 12
Eighth grade or less 37 3k 23 ‘ 27 . 14
Midwest- 56 W7 33 33 1k
New England &nd Mid- .
Atlantlc states 53. 53 ko 38 15
Rocky Mountain snd .
Pacific Coast 50 31 27 35 11
South 41 3k 2h o 12

When the "Don't ¥mow" opinions are eliminated, sll percentages increase, par-
ticularly those for the least educated. )

¥ THIS QUESTION WAS ASKED OF PERSONS UNDECIDED AS WELL AS OF THOSE ANSWERING "LOovaL.™
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Over a period of several years, the National Opinion

Jews B ’ Research Center has studied certain aspects of anti-
) ' Semitism among the American people through the use of

two questlons, the first designed primarily to give expression to latent pre-
Judice, the second to test more active: prejudice* :

"Do you . think that Jewish people in the United Stotes
have t00 much influence in the business world,not enough
injﬂuence, or about the amount of influence they should

have?". AMDUNT THEY
100 _MUCH NDT_ENDUGH SHOULD HAVE  UNDECIDED
191+2, July 51% 2% 33% 4% = 100%
1943, January 51 2 34 13
November 54 1 31 1k
194k, December 58 2 29 11
1945, December 58 1 30 11

."po you think there are any racial or relzgzous groups
that have too much power in this countryl” ‘

YES NO UNGEC | DED
1943, November - 28% 59 13% = 100%
1945, September 27 62 11

On Both occasions those who replied "Yes" were asked a further question, Which
ones? in answering which a number of people named more than one group:

\ OTHER i
JEWS CATHOLICS NEGROES WHITES GROUPS  REFUSED UMDEC!DED
1943, November 13%  10% 2% 2% u% % 1%
1945, September 13 9 h 2 .k 1 *

A survey conducted by Elmo Roper and reported in the February, 1946,  issue of
Fortune - explored anti-Semitism and related attitudes. By means of two ques-
tions somewhat similar to the second asked by NORC, Fortune identified &g -
anti-Semites persons who took one or both of the two opportunities offered to
express antagonism or hostility to Jews. To the first question, "Are there any
organizations or groups of people 1in this country who you feel might be harm—
ful to the future of the country unless they are curbed?’ 5% answered @ Jews." _
And 6.5% named Jews when asked, Are there any groups of people you think are

~trylng to get shead at the expense of people like you? -

After identifying anti-Semites by this method, Fortune studied this group of
people and compared them with the rest of the population in regsrd +to thelr
opinions on four controversial topics: Great Britain, Russia, labor unions,and
govermment-gponsored public works to relieve unemployment. Anti-Semites-and
others were also compared with respect to age, income, and place of residence.
Roper's main conclusions were that:

ANTI~SEMITISM INCREASES WITH WEALTH.

ANTI -SEMITISM 1S STRONGEST IN THE NORTHEAST AND MIDDLE WEST, WEAKEST IN THE
SOUTH AND FAR WEST.

ANTI=SEMITISM IS STRONGEST IN LARGE CITIES, WEAKEST IN SMALL TOWNS.

ANTI=SEMITISM IS STRONGE3Y AMONG THE AGE CROUP THIRTY~FIVE 70 FORTY‘NINE,
WEAKEST AMONG THE AGE GROUP TWENTY-ONE TO THIRTY~FOUR.

ANTI-SEMITISM RUNS PARALLEL WITH HOSTILITY TO GREAT BRITAIN AND RUSSIA.

« ANTI-SEMITISM RUNS PARALLEL W!TH DISAPPROVAL OF LABOR UNION3 AND -OF LARGE~-

SCALE GOVERNMENT WORK PROJECTS TO HELP PREVENT UNEMPLOYMENT.
7. ANTI~SEMITES ARE MORE ARI!CULATE THAN AMERICANS AS A WHOLE, THAT IS, THEY
GIVE FEWER "DON'T KnOW ANSWERS TO THE ABOVE QUESTIONS THAN DID OTHERS.

. .

ot AW N-—
v v .

* LESS THAN 0.5%.
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. Part IT

THE UNITED NATIONS AND PROSPECTSVFOR WAR OR PEACE -

. UNESCO must begin its work in a world where many minor wars are already in
progress, where fear of another major conflict -- World War IIT -- is on the
increase, and where people tend to feel that they as individuals can do little
or nothing to help prevent ancther war. People in the United States and in
othér countries support the idea of world orgenization in general. But they
tend to be only partislly satisfied with the progress of the United Nations,
and they are reluctant to sacrifice national sovereignty to more than a limit-
ed degree even for the purpose of giv1ng the United Nations sufficient power
to become wholly effsctive. .

WORLD WAR TII?

Any agency interested in furthering intermational cooperation through educa-
tional means is immediately faced with the fact that no matter how sincerely
people may desire peace, the feeling that another war is - inevitable 1s deeply
ingrained in popular thinking in the United States and many other Western
democracies. Majorities in a number of countries seem convinced that the war
in the offing will become a reality within the next generation, and almost
half the people in the United States now expect a war within a decade.

) o ‘ . Another war in 10 ysars was anticipated by 36% of the

Wer within 10 Years?: United States public in September '46 and by 48% in

’ April 'h7, NORC surveys show -- clear evidence of the

growing conviction - that World War ITI is inevitable. Last fall the 63% who

_thought the United States would fight in another war within 25 years were ask-
ed to delineate their expectations more specifically:

"Just about how. long would you guess it might be before
we fight in another war?"

In 5 yesrs or less 21%
. 6 to 10 years . 15
11 to 25 years ‘ 21 .-
Don't know
63%

’4In April l9h7,_ NORC asked another question, .whlch revealed rather wide dif-
ferences of dpinion among persons of various educational backgrounds:

"Do you expect the Onited States to fzght in ancther war
wzthin the next 10 years?

ALL _ADULT grrenos ATTENDED . EIG GRADE

. INTERV!EWEO‘ COLLEGE HIGH gCHOOL ”'EQTHLESQ

Yes = Rt 38% 5% ‘ 50%

To - ho 57 4o 36

Don't kmow 10 5. 8 14
100% - 100% 100% 100%
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' ; About two-thirds of the public in this country -- ac-

War in 25 Years? cording to surveys made during the past year by the

. National Opinion Research: Center, the American Insti-

tute of Public Opinion, and the Psychological Corporation -- believe that the

United States “will be involved in another war within the next 25 years. How

pressimism regarding the likelihood of another war within a generation hag in-

creaged during the last two years 1s shown by &an NORC treénd questlon first
asked before V-E Day:

"Do you empect the United States to Sight in another war
‘within the next 25 years?"”

, ANOTHER WAR ND  DON'T_KNOW
1945, March 36% 45% 19% = 100%
July b2 ) 12
September ik ) 12
1946, March - 68 20 12
' September 63 25 12
1947, April 62 26 - 12

Corroborating NORC results are Gallup findings which for two years have close-
1y paralleled NORC's:

‘"Do you think the United States will find itself in an-
other war within, say, the next 25 yearsr”

: ANOTHER WAR NO DON'T_KNOW
1945, March 38% 45% 17% = 100%
1946, March 69 19 12 :

. August 65 16 - 19
1947, April 73 18 : 9

In August, 1946, only 39% of a cross-section of men and women mentioned in
Who's Who in America -~ in comparison with 65% of the general public~-~ thought
that the United States would be involved in another war within 25 years. The
comparlson-

ANDTHER WAR NO - . DON'T KNOW

Who's Who sample 39% _34% 27% = le%
All voters -

According to a trend accumulated by the Psychological Corporation, 4% of the
urban population had, by October 'L6, come to expect another war within 25
years, and 56% believed that Russia would be the United States' "next enemy."

"After this war (now that the war is over), do you think
thot we will make o peace settlement that will last, or
do you think that we will have another world war zn 25
years or gol”

ANOTHER WAR NO DONTT KNOW
1943, February 43% L7% - 10% = 100%
194k | October 5k 28 018 . :
1945, April G _ 33 16
October 59 o8 13
1946, April 62 Co2h 1k
October Th 18 8
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~ o Despite the fact (or perhaps because of it) that.
War Expectations World War IT occasioned far more personal suffering
in Other Countries to Britons than to Americans, the people of Great

v Britain are less ready than the people of the United
States to predict another war. Last fall the British Institute of Public Opin-
ion found that only 34% of the British people -- in contrast to almost twice
as meny Americans -- expected war within 25 years. During the first six months
after V-J Day only half of the French and the Dutch peoples anticipated an-
other war within a generation. By December, 1946, however, Dutch opinion had
come to parallel that in the United States,with 63% expecting war. Australiansg
had become similarly pessimistic, with 62% -- in October '46 -- predicting a
war of world proportions within a quarter-century.

These are the exact questions and results from the various polls:

m&Ar "Do you think that the present war is the last world wor,

BRITAIN or that another is 1likely during the next &5 years?
(January, 1945)

Another war 48% No 28% Don't know 24% = 100%

"Do you think that another world wor is likely during the
next 25 years?” (October, 19L6)

Another war 34% No 37% Don't know 2% = 100%

: "Do you think there will be a war within the next 25
FRANCE years?” (January, 19L6)

Another war 50% No 27% Don't know 23% = 100%

Only 11% anticipasted another ﬁar within 10 years.

"Do you think that France will be involved in the con-
Sflict?" :

Yes 51% No 7% Don't know 42% = 100%

“Do you think we shall see another world war, or will
HOLLAND peace be maintained in our timer” '

ANOTHER WAR NO  DON'T_KNOW

1945, December 50% 2H 21% = 100%
- 1946, December ' 63 22 15

In December, 1946, 32% anticipated a war within the next 10 years;
more than half of these (16% of the total) foresaw war in 5 years.

- "Do you think there is likely to be another world war in
AUsTRaLIA  the next 25 years?”

ANOTHER WAR  NO DON'T KNOW

194k, May L2% 34% 2k% = 100%
1946, October 62 18 20 '

- 31 -



CAN WARS BE PREVENTED?

Perhaps the prevalence of pessimism regerding the probability of another world
war may be partially accounted for by the fact that the American people seem
to have little falth in the possibility of helping to prevent another war by
their own efforts or in the ability of the TUnited Nations to avert another
conflict. In anslyzing public attitudes as revealed by a number of different
questions on the problem, NORC found this prevailing pessimism somewhat tem-
pered by the belief of a substantial minority of Americans that some day there
might be a world organization strong enocugh to maintain peacs.

"No, I cen't do anything personally," is the first re-
Can Individuals action of the average American towasrd his own role in
Help Prevent Warg? helping to prevent wars. Although, theoretically, at

least, poeople have it in their power to determine
policy in a democracy where the msjority rules and where the social action of
that majority depends in final analysis upon the personal action of individual
citizens, 64% of the public replied in the negative when the National Opinion’
Resgearch Center asked: '

"Can you think of anything that. you personally can do
that would help prevent another ward"
’ Yeg 36% No 64% = 100%
When the Canadian Institute of Public Opinion posed a somewhat similer ques-
tion, opinion was almost evenly divided. However, since the Canadian question
did not pin people down guite so closely as to what they personally could do,
and since it suggested that individual action to prevent wars is a duty, it is
not surprising that & slight majority of Cansdians felt impelled to reply"Yes" .
when asgked:

"Some people say that 1t i3 not enough to leave the work
of preventing wars and world troubles to governments and
the United XNations, but that it is the duty of every in=
dividual person to try to do something to prevent war.
Can you think of something people like yourself could do
to help prevent another war?”

Yes 5% No 48% = 100%

A follow-up guestion asked in both countries eliclted numerous suggestions of
wvays in which pecple ag individuals can help to prevent wars. While, because
of the dilfference in +the wording of the question, Americans tended to answer
in genmeralities,people in both the United States and Canada made such specific
suggestions as: wuse the vote right and elect to office men who will work for
peace; practice Christlanity; practice tolerance and good-will; educate for
peace among both children and adults; "talk peace"; Jjoin peace organizations;
support the United Nations. Americans placed most emphasis on political ef-
fectiveness; Canadians, on religious effectiveness. )

The apparent paradox of defeatism -- with only 36% admitting personal regpon-
8ibility or recognizing individual ability to help prevent snother war -- is
highlighted by the fact that, during the.war,83% felt that they as individuals
were doing something specific (war Job, volunteer defense work, buying bonds)
“to further the United States' total war effort. Partial placement of responsi-
bility is implied by the fact that,during the war, more than 80% of the public
gald that natlonal leaders and the press had given them "a good idea" of how
they as individuals might help the war effort, but only a third as meny felt
that leaders and the press had given practical suggestions of what they as in-
dividuals could do to help prevent another war.
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The United Nations, as it 1s now set up, would not be =

Can the UN . strong enough to avert a wsr, according to 7 out of
Prevent Wars? every 10 Americans questioned by NORC last September.

Regarding UN's future ability to avert wars, however,
43% of Americans registered some optimism -~ including 20% who belleved that
United Nations was now strong enough and 23% who thought it might gomeéday be
powerful enough to prevent wars. NORC asgked: :

"From what you know about the way the United Nations ore
ganization i3 set up at this time, do you think it is
strong enoughk to prevent wars for the next 25 years’”

Yes, strong enough 20% No, not strong snough 69% Don't know 11% = 100%

(If "No™ or "Don't know”) "Do you think there will ever
be o worid orgonization strong enough to prevent wars’"

Yes, there will be 23% No, there won't be 47% Don't know 10% = 80%

People who have stiended college -~ as a population group generally the best
informed, and specifically most acquainted with the organization of the United
Nations-~- differed significantly from the less privileged in that the college-
educated were (1) somewhat less likely than others to think that the present
United Nations is strong enough to prevent  wars for 25 years; (2) much more’
likely than others to think that gome day there will be a world organization
strong enough to prevent wars; and (3) congiderably less likely than others to
think that there will never be a world organization strong enough to prevent
wers. In January, 1946, the British Institute of Public Opinion found & 55%
majority of the belief that "the United Nations will be able to prevent war
during the next 25 years." When ssked the same guestion three months later,

only 30% of Canadians expressed confidence in the ability of the United
Nations to keep the peace. A French Institute of Public Opinion question,

specifying no time-limit, found only 33% in Jenuary, 1946, and 39% the follow-

ing April who thought that the United Nations would be able to avert war.

: Both a threat and a temptation to any aggressively
Will the Atomic Bomb minded nations, the atomic bomb is a vital factor in
Make War less Likely?*  the consideration of the likelihood or the possible

; prevention of another world war. In September, 19L5,
only a few weeks after the initial uses of the atomic bomb which brought sbout
the end of the war, 64% of the public said they thought the atomic bomb would
make wars less likely, NORC found. A growing pessimism as to the long-term
effect of the conquest of atomic energy,however, is suggested by the fact that
the proportion of people considering atomic discoveries a blessing to mankind,
by and large, declined significantly during the year following V-J Day. In
September '45, 52% of the public, in contrast to 37% in September 46, felt
that "people everywhere would be better off because somebody learned how to
split the atom.” (In the second NORC survey, 60% of World War IT veterans in
comparigon with 34% of non-veterans answered "Better off.")

Although the United States -- as & master of atomic "know-how" -~ might appear
to hold the whip hand today, & survey conducted last fall by NORC found a 67%
majority of Americans meintaining that this country's best security sgainst
war is a strong United Nations rather than a stockpile of “more and better
atomic bombs.” This attitude seems consistent with the belief held by 74% of
the public that, no matter how strongly the United States might srm herself
with atomic bombs and rockets, these offer no real guarantee against a foreign
attack.

* FOR SOME DETAILS OF PUBLIC OPINION ON THE RELATED 1SSUE OF UNITED NATIONS ' CONTROL OF
ATOMEC ENERGY, SEE PAGES 40, 41 OF THiS REPORT.
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As an approach to the problem of maintaining peace, a
Some Causes of War . study of the causes of war provides some answers
' which might serve as s basis for future efforts to
build a peaceful world. When NORC asked a cross-section of American adults
"In general, what do you think is usually the main cause of wars?" greed, in
general or in specific application, was mentlioned four times as frequently as
the second ranking factor, the actions of specific groups of people, such as
militarists, politicians, and dictators. That the desire to fight is inherent
in human nature itself, was the belief of many. Still other factors--politics,
the ambitions of particular nations, economic rivalries and maladjustments,and
- misunderstandings of every sort -- were also considered serious by significant
nunbers of those interviewed.

Regarding United States involvement in World Wer IT,NORC found only 26% of the
American people believing that Pearl Harbor was the sole reason for our entry
into war. Among the 61% who said there were other reasons, the largest number
felt that circumstances had mads our involvement inevitable. Almost as many
people, however, mentioned the prevention of world aggression, economic con-
giderations, and aid for the Allies as reasons why we went to war.

Geographically distant from 014 World battlefields, the people of the Western
Hemisphere were spared the lmmediate ravages of war which brought such colos-
sal misery to men and women in Eurcpe and Asia. Nevertheless, the United
‘States and Canada, the two nations In this hemisphere which played a major
part in the conduct of the war, felt and still feel not only economic reper-
cussionsg but the more anonymous effects of the war on the personal lives of
individual citizens.

When asked -~ in September, 1946 -- "Has your own life been changed a great
deal because of the war?" 51% of a United States cross-secbion sald they be-
lieved thelr lives had been materially changed by World War II. Over half of
these -- 36% of the NORC sample -- felt that the change had been for the
worge, mentioning with about equal frequency, economic disruptions such as in-
Tlation, unsmployment, business difficultles, and shortages of varilous kinds,
and emotional disturbances such as the death of a close relative, marital dis-
ruptions, nervous breakdowns, the inability to lead a normal life,or character
and spiritual deterioration. On the other hand, 11% reported that the war had
changed their lives for the better by reason of improved financial status, new
educational opportunities, better character and spiritual values, or new mar-
risges sand families.

Naturally enough, 78% of all veterans interviewed, but only 47% of non-
veterans, felt that the war had bsen responsible for masjor changes in their
lives. By and large, however, veterans tended +to be somewhat less inclined
than non-veterans to blame all their troubles on the war., Among those who felt
that the wer had changed their lives materially, one veteran in three -- but
only one non-veteran in five -~ considered the change one for the better rath-
er than the worse. '

Ag World War II recedes farther into the past, people may possibly become less
inclined to consider the war responsible -- either in credit or blame -- for
the course of thelr persomal lives. The lapse of a few months, however, cannot
account for the fact that, although last fall 51% of Americans felt the war
had affected thelr lives materially, this spring only 38% of Canadians said
that the war had changed their lives a great deal. (The questions used were
identical.) Among Cenadian veterans, as among American, more than 70% report-
od major changes 1in their lives as a result of the war. Canadians mentioned
the same types of economic and emotional changes -- both for better and for
worse ~-- that Americans did. ' ' ’
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Among the many new problems which face the world as an aftermath of World War.
1T, widespread humen misery-- hunger, starvation, destitution, homelessnesg ~-
was uppermost in the minds of people in the United States,when NORC interview-
ed a cross-section last winter. The problem of +the atom bomb and the control
of atomic energy ranked second to the problem of humsn distress. Third in im-
portance, 80 far as frequency of mention is concerned, was lnternational co~
operation in general and the particular problem of the accentuation of ten-
sions between Russia dnd the Western democracies. Fourth in frequency were
territorial, "administrative, and political problems involving both liberated
areas and the Axis countries.,

In spite of mass starvation and displecement of persons, the atom bomb s and
the new era of power politics, domestic difficulties still seemed the primery
concern of a substantial portion of Americens. How difficult people found 1t
to divorce national issues from international problems is shown by the fact
that almost a third of all the answers citing "world problems created by the
war" 1in reslity specified national problems -- inflation, ghortages, strikes
and labor troubles, unemployment, veteran rehabllitation, and many more. Taken
alone, this group of answers outranked seven the problem of humsn misery

throughout the worlgd.

Like a modern-day sword of Damocles, the possibility
Outlook for the Future of atomic warfare has left Americans insecure and
: . pessimistic in their outlock for the future. In Sept-
ember '45,NORC found that 83% of the pecple in the United States believed that
"most city people on earth” faced real danger of being killed by atomic bombs R
should there be another war, and 38% thought it probable that atomic bombs
would be used against the Unlted States within 25 years. Six months later ,75%
sald that, in the event of American involvement in war, atomic bombs would be
used against American citles. In the fall of '46, T6% of people living in
metropolitan sreas of a million or more population regarded the dropping of
atomic Dbombs near their homes as & real danger in any future war. Most of
these also expected the United States to be involved in another war within 25
yesars.

Even excluding the possible use of the atomic bomb, a third world wer would
undoubtedly mean radical changes in all aspects of American 1ife. Public
awvareness of these possibilities is indicated in results of an Elmo Roper sur-
vey reported last fall in the New York Herald Tribune:

"I this country should get into another big war in the
next 25 years, do you think that we would or would not
come out of it:

WOULD DON'T
"eeswith as Righ a standard of WouLp NOT KNOW
living as we have today? 314 56% 13% = 100%
" eoswith the same type of gov=-
ernment as we Rave now? 50 33 17
"o with the same capitalistic
- gystem of doing business that
we have now? _ 38 38 24
", ..a¢ the leading natien in ,
the world? -~ 63 17 20
".eowith less loss of life _
than we had in this warl” 16 70 1k
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~ TOWARD AN EFFECTIVE UNITED NATIONS

During the past ten years public opinion regarding the desirablility of active
United States participation in international organization has reversed itaelf
completely. Before the outbreak of World War II,majority opinion in the United
States definitely opposed an American affiliation or cooperstion with the
League of Nations. Since Pearl Harbor, however, whenever a public opinion poll
hag ssked a question regerding some type of post-war world organization, a ma-

- dority of the American public has expressed spprovel of the idea in principle.
No matter how the guestion was worded, a strong majority favored Ameri~an par-
ticipation in a "world organization," "world union," or "internastional organi-
zation." The public has likewise endorsed the mors specific "world orgeniza-
tion set up at San Francisco"” and "United Nations organization,”" but has given
no consistent approval to the idea of genuine world government.

‘ In the spring of 1945, to test the stabllity of pub-

World Organization: lic opinion on world organization,NORC agked separate

Wartime Attitudes . but comparable cross-sections of the population two

differently worded questions, one stated argumsnts

against United States participation, the other stating arguments in favor of
participstion. The gquestions: . .

"Some people say that there will ALWAYS be wars and that
getting this country into some kind of world organizg=-
tion would only get us mired up into somebody else's
business. After the war, would you like to see the Unit-
ed ftates stay out of a world organization, or belong to
15 74 '

Belong to 7% Stay out of 18% Undecided 8% = 100%

"Some people say that future wars CAN be prevented if all
nations will only get together in some kind of world ore
ganization with enough power to stop any invaders. After
the war, would you like to see the United States belong
to a world organization, or stay out of itr" '

Belong to 81% Stay out of 12% Undecided 7% = 100%

The trend away from isolationism was also brought into focus by a Fortune
question, reported in June '43:

"Which of these stotements comes closest to what ybu :
would like to see us do when the war is over?

"Stay on our side of the oceans WELL RLY N
andyhave as little fas possible A& 1nESeo RPORED 1neBRieo
to do with Europe and Asia. 13% 5% 1% 22%

"Try to keep the world at peace,
but make no definite agree-
ments with other countries. 25 16 26 34

"Take an active port in some

sort of internctional organi-

zation with o court and police

Jorce strong enough +to enforce ‘ A :
its decisions,” 57 78 61 33

- Undecided ) 1 —= il
100% 100% 00% 100%
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Shortly before the San Francisco Conference, 73% of the public gaid they would
like to see the United States delegates pledge this country to membership in a
world organization. Only 50%, however, thought the delegates should mske com-
mitments regarding the use of American armed forces to enforce peace, NORC re-
ported. : : . : .

v : . Although the people of the United States continus to
United Nations: support the United Nations in rrinciple; +they have
Popular Evaluation - indicated a growing dissatisfaction with.the progress

‘ ’ of the organization to date. A yesr sgo -- when AIPO
first reported the trend -- opinion was evenly divided, with 37% expressing
satisfaction and 37% dissatisfaction regarding the progress of the United
- Nations organization. When the same question was most recently asked this
- spring, a plurality of Americans (50%) reported that they were not satisfied
with the accomplishments of the United Nations. The Gallup question and trend:

"Are you satisfied or dissatisfied with the progress that
the United Nations organization has made to dater” :

_ - SATISFIED  DISSATISFIED UNDECIDED
1946, May 37% 37% 26% = 100%
July 26 59 _ 25
November 27 43 30
1947, January - 39 33 28
May 26 50 _Eh

Employing an objective rather than a subjective approach to the issue, NORC
found -- in a survey conducted in May '46 -- that, on an over-all appraisal of
UN performance, the middle-of-the-road judgment, "Fair,” was chosen by either
a plurallty or a majJority of every group in the population. NORC asked:

"Generally speaking, up to now do you think +the United
Nations organizetion has done a good job, only a fair
Job, or a rather poor job?"

Good  25% - Falr 45% ©Poor 186 Undecided 12% = 100%

On both the NORC and the ATPO surveys, the college-educated -- genéraily bet-
ter informed  on world organization sand more overwhelmingly in favor of its
principles -~ were most critical of the progress of United Nations.

Similer questions asked by Gallup affillates in Great Britain, Canade,and Aus-
tralis have also 1indicated considerable dissatisfaction with the progress of
the United Nations to date. Analysis of further questions asked in several
countries . reveals that the operation of the Security Council veto has been
widely criticized, as is the apparent slowness of the organization in getting
its various functions under way. People tend to place major blame for the im-
perfections of the Unlted Nations on the member countries -- theilr selfishness
and lack of cocperation and the frequency with which dealings sre conducted on
the level of powsr politics. Others believe ‘that the organization needs more
power in order to do its job fully and effectively. More specifically, most
people believe the present United Nations organization incapable of preventing
major wars.¥ :

Many people, on the other hand, have expressed the opinion that the United
Nations 1s working hard and doing as good a Job as possible in view of the
deep-rooted problems facing it. The value of the organization as a sounding-

. board for the ventilation and exchange of ideas has also been pointed out.

* SEE PAGE 31, THIS REPORT,
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Many public' opinion survey findings have tended to

Our Emerging substantiate evidence from other sources suggesting
Foreign Policy ‘ that the people of the United States are coming more

and more to reject isolationism -- long more a tradi-
tion and & symbol than a fact, even in peacetime -- and to adhere to interna-
tional cooperation as a primary element of American foreign policy. There is
an increasing recognition of gome of the inescapable realities of a world
ghrinking ever more rapidly in terms of time and space, and there is likewlse
a growing respect for the political and economic potentialities Yfor either war
or peace.

But the transition in thought and action is still by no means complete. Cer-
taln obvious inconsistencies in American thinking -- between the theory and
the application of intermational cooperation as regards supporting and
strengthening the Unlted Nations -- are pointed out in the next section. And
the Fortune Survey has secured some very interesting results in its attempts
to study American opinion regarding whet basic principles and considerations
should determine United States foreign policy. That peocple in this country are
gtill somewhat divided in their attitudes regarding future world cooperstion
1s suggested by findings on a Fortune question reported last Januaxy:

"Which of these statements best describes what we SHOULD
TRY to do now gnd in the future?

"WE MUST DO THE BEST WE CAN FOR THE REST OF THE WORLD EVEN IF WHAT WE
DO ISN'T ALWAYS THE BEST THING FOR AMERICA. 4%

'WE MUST TRY TO HELP THE REST OF THE WORLD AND AMERICA AT THE SAME
TIME, SINCE WHAT iS BEST FOR THE WORLD !S BEST FOR AMERICA. 33

"WE MUST LOOK OUT FOR AMERICA FIRST, BUT AT THE SAME TIME WE MUST TRY
NOT TO DO ANYTHING THAT WilL HURT THE REST OF THE WORLD TOO MUCH. o 43

"WE MUST LOOK OuT FOR OUR OWN INTERESTS FIRST, LAST, AND ALL THE TIME,
AND NOT CARE TOO MUCH ABOUT WHAT HAPPENS TD THE REST OF THE WORLD.,

UNDEC | DED 12
TO0%

Which of these four policies has characterized American foreign relations dur-
ing the past 10 years? The first policy, 20% believe; 35% -- the second; o5%
-~ the third; and 4% -- the fourth, according to another question on the same

survey. - ’

According to Elmo Roper, the significance of another Fortune question (report-
ed in March '47) "is not the superfluous proof that isolation is a dead duck;
the significance is that at the extremes there are consgistently more people
. ready to turn to the world superstate (17%) then are in favor of retreat to
the nineteenth century (10%)":

"thch of these three statements comes closest to ez~
pressing your views? '

"AMERICA SHOULD GIVE UP TRYING TO BUILD ANY KIND OF INTERNAT!ONAL OR-

GANIZATION AND INSTEAD FORM SEPARATE ALLIANCES WiTH FRIENDLY NATIONS.  10%
"AMER|ICA SHOULD CONTINUE TO COUNT ON THE UNITED NATIONS ORGANIZATION

AND DO ALL 1T CAN TO MAKE 1T WORK. 55

"AMER|CA SHOULD GO A STEP FURTHER AND START PLANS FOR A WORLD GOVERN-

MENT IN WHICH VARIOUS COUNTRIES WilLL BECOME MEMBER STATES.™ 17

ONE OF THE LAST TWO, BUT CANNOT DECIDE WHiCH. : : 3

"UNDEC10ED ‘ 15

100%
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THE SCOPE OF UNITED NATTONS POWER

The question of how much authority should be delegated +o the United Nations
by member states hag many ramifications; any study of the specific issues in-
volved leads eventually to a conslderation of +the degree of national sover-
eignty which nations may become willing to relinquish in the interests of in--
ternational cooperation and world peace. Moreover there 1is & serious need in
the United States (and in other countries as well) for formulsting & wmified
and coherent forelgn policy -- encompassing and bringing into bslance, if not
into complete harmony, considerations both of domestic sscurlty and of inter-
national responsibility -« regarding trade and tariff problems, the control of
atomic energy, peacetime conscription, and related problems. Whether or not
actual world government is the only effective alternative to atomic war,devas-
tation, and world chaos is a question which people have difficulty i» facing.
Opinions in this area should be evaluated only in terms of the frame of refer-
ence {the wording and implications) of the specific guestions.

Regarding regulation of world trade by the United

Regulation of Nations,public opinion in the United States is divid-
World Trade ed. People appear to endorse in theory the ides of

International decisions about +trade and tariff -
through such a body as the International Trade Organization. Yet when the pos-
s8ible effect on the United States of such regulation 1s mentioned, resistance
to the idea is immedistely apparent. Questions from three different NORC sur
veys indicate some of the limitations of attitudes in this area: '

"Do you think it would be a good idea for countries to
get together in a union of nations to decide how trade
between countries should be handled,or do you think each
country should handle trade any way it wants?"(Sept.,1943)

Union of nations 65% Fach country 29% Undecided 6% = 100%

"Should each country make its own laws under which for-
eign goods can be shipped into its own country,or do you
think the United Nations organization should make such
lawsP” (March, 1946)

United Nations L% Bach country Lo% . Undeclded 11% = 1.00%

YHow important do you think it would be for all nations
to get together and set up a special organization to0 in-
¢rease world trade -~ very importent, only fairly impore
tant, or not important at oll”" (August, 1946)

Very important 60% Fairly 23% Not at all 7% Undecided 10% = 100%

While & majority of Americans think it very important for all nations to set
up a special organization to increase trade, whether or not the pecple are
willling to relinquish specific tariff restrictions to accomplish this end is.
questionable. An example of American action contradictory is the Hope Bill
passed recently by the House, which sets a guota and import fees on wool for
the protection of wool growers in the West. This bill violates the spirit of
the Geneva Trade Conference now in session which is working toward lowering
internstional trade barriers.

Thege questions and others, including studies on more gpecific agpects of

- trade and tariff problems, offer substantial evidence that, even when s point
of national sovereignty is at ilssue, people are often more willing to mske
concessiong in the political sphere than in the economic sphere.
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_ The international control of atomic energy should be

The Control of largely delegated to the United Nations, people in

Atomic Energy , this country Dbelleve. In September, l9h5, for ex~"

ample, while the atomic devastation of Nagasaki and

Hiroshime was still fresh in the public mind, a National Opinion Research Cen-

ter question on the issue found a majority of Americens in favor of making the

United Nations powerful enough to be effective in outlawing the manufacturs of
atomlc weapons anywhere in the world. NORC asked:

"If the world organization DOES try to prevent any coun- -
try from ever using atomic bombs in another war, which
one of these +1two ways do you think would have +the best
chance of working?

1."For the world police force to have such bombs to
use against any nation that attacks another, but
otherwise to let the countries 1in the United
Nations develop the bombs for themselves if they 4
could, - 31%

2.,"For the United Nations to become a kind of world
government which could pass a law that no coun-
try, not even our own, may make atomic bombeg .and
which could also set up a world-wide FBI or de=
tect;ve system +to make every country obey this
lawe ' ' '

Undecided

54

15

100%
Substantlal support of the Barch recommendations is suggested by results of an
NORC question series asked in the spring of 1946. Only a plurality, however,

would concede that the most rigid inspection should apply to industry in the
United States. The NORC findings indicated that: '

7% of the publlc thought that the United Natlons should pass a law
with teeth in it forbidding manufacture of atomic weapons in
every country in the world; ANWD... N
56% would still favor the law, even If it meant that the United
: States would have to destroy its stockpile of stomic bombs.
75% of the American people would be in favor of en international
atomic Inspection team working under the UNj; BUT ONLY... = .
39% would be willing to have this inspection 1f it meant that other
' countries would find out how the United States makes stomic
bombs. o
' In order to defend itself in an atomic age, should
A Strong United Nations the United States depend more on its own strength or
ve. Atomic Superiority on the United Nations for security? A number of dif-
for the United States? ferent survey questions reported by the - National:
o Opinion Research Center have indicated that a majori-
ty of the people feel that the security of this country cammot be assured by
stockpiling atomic bombs and rockets. A gquestion asked last fall found only
one person in five of the opinion that a large United States reserve of atomic
weapons would be a real guarantee that this country would not be attacked by a
‘foreign power: ‘ '

"Do you think the United States could become so strong by
making otomic bombs and rockets that no country would
dare attack us, or do you think that regardless of how
strong we become, some day another country might think
she's stronger and attack us?” :

ANOTHER COUNTRY MIGHT ATTACK US _74% NO COUNTRY WOULD DARE 19%  UNDECIDED _ = 100% -
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What consistent course of action should the United States follow in the en-
‘deavor to maintain peace and security in an atomic age? In September, 1945,
NORC found 48% of the opinion that this country should rely "on the ability of
the world organization to prevent any country, including our own, from ever
using such bombs in another war"; almost as many -- 43%, however, would rely
"on our own ability to meke better atomic bombs than any other country."

A somewvhat similar question asked by  NORC a year later seemed to indicate s
shift in opinion, with a two-thirds majority recommending that this country -
bend every effort to maske the United Nations strong enough to enforce a world-
wide ban on atomic weapons. Opinion was almost evenly divided, however, as to
which policy the United States has gctually been following. The guestions:

"If the United Stotes could do only one of these two
things during the next few years, which ONE do you think
would give us the best chance oj keeping peace 1in the
world? '

‘"Should we try to make the United Nations organization
strong enough to prevent all countries, including the
United States, [from making atomic bombs and rockets?

OR

"Should we try to keep ahead of other countries by mak-
ing more and better atomic bombs and rocketsr”
"Which one - of these two things do you think +the United
States IS doing at the present timeP"
' MAINTATNING

_ STRENGTHEN{NG ATOMIC BOTH o
POLICY UNITED STATES: UNITED NATIONS SUPERIORITY (VOLUNTEERED) UNDECIDED
Should follow 67% 28% - 5% = 100%
Is following 35 34 18 13

Of unusual interest 1is a comparison of the way the same people answered the
three questions asked in September '46. People's ideas on the likelihood of
deterring foreign aggression by stockpiling atomic weapons in this country
correlate to a great extent with what these same people think should be the
United States' foreign policy. '

Of those who thought stockpiling Of those who thought stockpiling
atomic weapons as a deterrent to atomic wespons would  SAFEGUARD
forelgn aggression FUTTLE: this country from attack:

ONLY 23% advocated such action 50% advocated such action
as a policy by which as & policy by which
the United States can the United States can
meintain pesce; ‘ - maintain peace;

AND 72% thought the United. “BUT 48% sti111  thought the .

‘ States should ingtead ’ : United States should
concentrate on help- concentrate on help-
ing to build a United ing to build a United
Nations strong enough : Nations strong enough
to enforce atomic to enforce atomic

control. control.

Thegs are only a few of a considerable number of questions about the control
of atomic energy which have been asked by variouas polling organizations. All
opinions ghould be evaluated in light of the fact that, although most of the
public recognize the futility of endeavoring to keep the 'secret  of produc-
tion indefinitely, they nevertheless think the United States should try.
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: Common sense dictates that the establishment of a
Disarmament and world police force and the planning of disarmasment on
World Police Force a world-wide scale should be closely integrated with

: each other and in turn with the operation of atomic
energy controls under the United Nations. The more specific the terms in which
proposels regarding an international police force and disarmement have been
made, the smaller the approving majorities have been.

In September,1943, for instance, the Office of Public Opinion Research(Prince-
ton) found T79% of the opinion that, after the war is over, "the countries
fighting the Axis should set up an internatiomal police force to try to keep
peace throughout the world." According to NORC,77% in September '43 and T8% in
July '45 believed that after the war the nations of the world should "get to-
gother in a world orgsnization to decide how big an srmy, navy, and alr force
each country can have."

In August, 1946, = more specific AIPO quesﬁion found a mejority approving
United Natlons' control over armed forces of all the nations: :

"Do you think the United Nations organization should be
strengthened to make it a world government with power %o
conirol the armed forces of all nations, including the
‘United Statesr"” .

Yes 5u% No 2% Undecided 22% = 100%

Two questions reported by Elmo Roper in August, 1946, found a plurslity of
Americans willing to turn over military secrets to a world orgenization, and a
majority willing for the United States to give up its army and navy and con-
tribute its ghare of men to a world police force:

"If every other country in the world would turn over to a
;  -world organization all their militery secrets, and allow
/ continuous inspection, would you be willing for the
- 4 United States to go along on this?"

Willing 47% Not willing 38% Undecided 15% = 100%

"If every other country in the world would give up its
armies and navies and instead Just contribute its share
of men and materiels to an internationel police force,
would you be willing for the United States to go along
on this? ; ;

Willing 52% Not willing 33% Undecided 15% = 100%

The Canadian Institute of Public Opinion found s clear mejority of opinion in
favor of a proposal to turn over to a "world parliament” control of Canadian
armed forces and munitions, even -- gpecifically mentioned -- "atomic bomb
materials."

"Would you be willing to have Canada turn over control of
all her armed forces and munitions, including atonmic
bomb materials, to a world parliament, provided leading
countries did the samel"

Willing 59% Not willing 29% Undecided 12% = 100%
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. , Early in June, 1947, the Pregsident’'s Advisory Commis-
Peacetlme Conscription sion on Military Training, headed by Dr.Karl T.Comp-
’ ton of the Massachusetts Institute of Technology,
turned in a report umanimously recommending peacetime military training for
the United States. How soon Congress will teke action on the question is un~
certain. On this particular issue, however, the general public agrees with the
experts. Categorical questions asked by the National Opinion Research Center
and the American Ingtitute of Public Opinion during the last five years have
indicated that more than +two-thirds of the people of the United States are
definitely in favor of peacetime congeription. The latest Gellup gquestion, re~-
ported in mid-June, read: '

"In the future, do. you think every physically-fit young
man(who has not already been in the Armed Forces) should
be reguired to take militery or naval training for one
year? v

Yes 71;% ‘Mo 21%  Undecided 5% = 100%

The most recent NORC question on the issue was worded ag follows:

"Should every able-bodied Amerzcan 20 years old be re-
quired to go into the Army or Favy for one year?

Yes 65% No 31% Uh6601ded h% - 100%

No matter how the categorical queséionais wordad, a strong majJority always
favors compulsory military training in peacetime. To test the stability of
public opinion on the issue, in November, 1945, NORC asked separate but com-
parsble crogs-sectlons of the population two differently worded questions, one
stating an argument against conscripbion in view of the militery implications
of the atom bomb, the other siating an argument for conscription in view of
atomic implications. .The differences . in response were too slight to be con~
gidered statistlcally significant. Even when presented with the argument,
"Some people say that now the atomic bomb has been discovered, compulsory
military training would not defend our nation enough - to bother with 1t,"68%
gaid they favored military training. The pro-conscription percentage shifted
only to 71% among the group who were told: "Some people say.that now that the
‘atomic bomb has been discovered compulsory military training is even more im-
portant than it was before."” A question citing no arguments either way, asked
on the same survey, found T73% saying they would "be in favor of a law that
would requlre boys to take a year's military tralning in peacetime when they
become 18 years old."

A further question found that more than half of those-in favor of conscription
congidered it important largely as "good trsining for the boys." Most of the
regt put thelr cholce on the basis of national defense needs. This reasoning
probably tended to minimize the relevance of the atomic bomb to decisions re-
garding consoription.

When the possibility that the United Nations might be sable toc abolish con-
scription everywhere in the world was suggested (in still another question on
the same survey) opinion shifted significantly, but a definite majority still
felt that the future security of the United States depends.on  comscription
hore:

"Which of these would you rather see our government do
first-« pass a law requiring boys over 18 to take a year
of military training in the future, or try to get the
world organization to abolish compulsory militaery troin-
ing in every country in the world?"

MILITARY TRAINING LAW _57% WORLD ORGANIZATION 36% UNDECIDED 7% = 100%



Immediastely following the gquestion Just gquoted NORC asked:

"What do you think are the chances of the world organiza~
tion's being able to abolish military training in every
country in the world =~ does it have g good chance, a
Sfair chance, or ne chance at alll"

Good chance 11% Fair chance 29% No chance 48% Undecided 12% = 100%

Of intense interest 1is a study end comparison of the way people answered the
two NORC' questions regarding the possibility of UN's being sble to abolish
conscription in every country of the world. The public was consistent in that
most persons who give the world organization no chance of abolisghing conscrip-
tion.all over the world advocated concentrating first on a compulsory military
training law in the United States, while those who gave the UN a good or fair
chance thought the United Statés should endeavor primerily to further such an
international program. ’ ‘

Despite the <fact that majorities of all population groups believe that con-
scription in the United States will encourage conscription in other countries,
- only a minority in any population group belleve that military training will
INCREASE the chances of the United States’ getting into another war. Whether
or not people think conscription will make wars less likely seems to depend
somewhat on the wording of the guestion.* Here are the results of an NORC and
an AIPO question on the subject, asked a year apart:

"If the United States and other countries had laws re=-
quiring their boys to <take military training, do you
think i1t would be more likely or less likely that there

- would be wars in the future, or wouldn't it make any
difference?” (NORC, September, 19hk) -

"If the young men of this country receive this training,
do you think the chances of our getting into another war
are increased or decreagsed?” (AIPO, November, 1G45)

TORC ATPO
More likely 4% Tncreased 1%
Less likely 31 Decreased 59
No difference 48 No difference 23
Undecided 1 Undecided _6
100% 100%

Other questions regarding the scope of the power of the United Nations have
indicated that most people see the maintenance of peace as the function encom-
passing all others. Many believe, in theory, at least, that the United Nations
should have the power to mske and enforce laws and to repnder binding decisions
regarding problems between countries. People in the United States and other
countries favored having the United Nations handle the Palestine problem, and
there has been considersble feeling in this country that the United States
should not have appeared to by-pass the United Nations in the initial approach
to the problem of aid to Greece and Turkey.

Problems which the people of the United States and other nations have hegitat-
ed to turn over to the United Nations include trade regulation, immigration,
and some decisions regarding the future of dependent areas and peoples.

¥ IN THE NORC QUESTION, "NO DIFFERENCE"™ WAS MENT!ONED AS A SPECIFIC ALTERNATIVE. 'GALLUP
RECORDED THIS ANSWER ONLY WHEN IT WAS VOLUNTEERED. :
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Part IIT
SPECIFIC AREAS OF INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION

The success of the UNESCO program will depend in large part upon the accept-
ance of specific phases of the program by people in ths various countries of
the world. Of real significance to UNESCO, therefore, is the degree of will- -
ingness evidenced in the United States and other nations to approve action in
specific instances of international cooperation. Selected for analysis are
popular attitudes related to four particular problem areas: (1) relief for
starving peoples, (2) trade reciprocity, (3) immigration, and (4) the disposi-
tion of colenlal possessions and mandates. ’ : v

 WITLINGNESS TO HELP NEEDY COUNTRTES

During the past several years, particularly as relief needs abroad have become
more widely understood, the willingness of the Amerilcen people to render fin-
anclal asgigtance to other countries has become more clearly defined. Even in
the fall of 1945, when a majority of the public was unfamiliar with UNRRA and
the work it was doing, almost all of those who were informed thought the Unit-
ed States should contribute to these relief activities. And a year ago, when
public opinion was sharply divided on the issue of the British loan, explana~-
tion of the purpose and advantages of the loan was found to result in a gig~
nificant increase of approval.

That the American public has come to recognize the
Financilgl Ald to reality of the need and to approve fully of financial
Starving Peoples : aid to starving pecples-- regerdless of the sttitudes
- of their government toward the United Stategs -- is

shown by results of three NORC questions asked in February of this yesr:

" Do ybu think there are any countries in Europe where the
people need our help in order to get enough to eat, or
can they get along all right without our help?”

Need our help 80% Can get along without 12% Undecided 8% = 100%

"Last year the United States gave more than a billion
dollars to feed the hungry people in countries destroyed
by the war. This year it is proposed that we give about

- one~third of that amount. Would you approve or disap=~
prove of Congress' setting aside about 400 million dol~
lars for foreign relief this years" .

Apprdva 65% Disapprove 21% Give more 4% Undecided 10% = 100%

."Some people say we should not send food or relief to
countries where the governments say or do unfriendly
things to the United States. Others say we should help
those that reelly need it, even i1f their present govern~
ments are unfriendly to us. Which would you say?

Help anyway 53% Don't help if unfriendly 41% Undecided 6% = 100%

WHEN ASKED TO NAME THE COUNTRIES MOST IN NEED OF HELP PEOPLE MOST OFTEN MENT|ONED GREECE
AND GERMANY, FOLLOWED BY ITALY, FRANCE, AND FOLAND. TﬁE'CQLLEGE“EDUCATED MENTIONED ALL THE
COUNTRIES OFTENER THAN DIC PERSONS W{TH LESS SCHOOLING. I17T 1S OF INTEREST THAT THOSE WHO
HAD ATTENDED COLLEGE MENTIONED THE NEED IN GREECE SIGNIFICANTLY OFTENER THAN THE NEED IN
GERMANY, WHILE PEOPLE WITH LESS EDUCATION TENDED TO MENT!CN GERMANY SLIGHTLY OFTENER THAN

GREECE.

ON' THE FIRST TWO QUESTIONS,MAJORITIES OF ALL EDUCATIONAL LEVELS DIFFERED FROM THE CONSENSUS
ONLY. IN DEGREE, WITH AFFIRMATIVE ANSWERS TENDING TO INCREASE WITH THE AMOUNT OF EDUCATIONAL
BACKGROUND, ON THE THIRD QUESTION'ﬁOVEVER, DIFFERENCES WERE MORE MARKED. AMONG THE GOLLEGE -~
EDUCATED, TWICE AS MANY ANSWERED HELP ANYWAY" AS REPLIED ON'T HELP IF UNFRIENDLY'; AMONG

§gggé€ WiTH NG MORE THAN EiGHTH-GRADE SCHOOLING, EXACTLY THE SAME PERCENTAGE GAVE EACH. RES~—
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Some further indications of the strength and sta-
Willingness to bility of American feeling regarding the necessity of
Return to Raticning feeding starving peoples -~ insofar as such factors
' can be measured -- are offered by survey findings in

the spring of 1946. At that time: :

70% were "willing to return to food rationing in order to send Ffood
to people in other nations.” (AIPO, May,19L46) o

68% were "willing to have meat and butter rationed agsin so that we
could send mors food to needy countries that fought on our. side
in the war. (NORC, Merch, 1946)

67% said they would "eat less meat and less flowr in ordér to send
more food to the people of Europe." (AIPO, March, 1946)

84% thought we should either sell or give food to the German
people. (NORC, March, 1946)

T76% believed we should either sell or give food to the Japanese._
(NORC, March, 1946)

Australians and British were alsoc willing to sacrifice in order to ease the
world food situation:

62% of the British people approved of a world policy of "sharing
' out the available food supplies" even if it meant delaying the
return of pre-war luxuries. (BIPO, October, 1946)

72% of Australiasns were willing to continue the present rationing
of butter, meat and sugar, for at least another year, in order
to send as much food as possible overseas. (Aus., August, 1946)

The recent decision of Congress to put into effect

Financial Aid to the program outlined by President Truman for aid to
Greece and Turkey . Greece and Turkey has -~ in view of the political and
military as well as financial implications ~~ B8set a

new precedent in the accepbance by the United States of responsibility for the
internal welfare of Europe.

An ATPO study made immediately after President Trumsn's speech on March 12
found that more than 3. out of every L potential voters interviewed had heard
or read about the Trumsn speech. Among those who had heard or read about it:

56% favored the proposed $250 million losn to Greece, and LA ap=-
proved the proposed $150 million loan to Turkey.

54% 314 not favor sending American military advisers +to train the
Greek army, and 55% opposed gsending them for the Turkish army.

56% opposed . by-passing the United Nations completely in. handling
the problem.

54% believed that ald to Greece and Turkey is not likely to get the
United States into war.

68% thought that the "Trumsn Doctrine” will have to apply to other
nations 1f they get themselves in the same fix asg Greece.

58%‘ believed this country should not try to get out of European af-
fairs, but should take a strong stand in regeard to them.

The ressons given for the foregoing beliefs indicated that people in the Uhit-'
ed States had some understanding of the implications of the policy recommended

by President Trumsn,
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AMERICAN ATTITUDES REGARDING TRADE AND TARIFF

What the people of the United States think sbout trade and tariff problems is
of real significance when thege attituwdes are viewed in terms of their impli-
cations for the Interdependence of nations and international progperity and
well-being.

A majority of the people in this country agree with
Economic Interdependence most economic experts that national self-sufficiency
of Countries is unrealistic -- +that prosperity knows no national

‘boundaries,but that the economic welfare of the Unit-
ed States depends upon the prosperity of the whole world. The wide acceptance

of the facts of economic interdependence is ghown by an NORC question agked in
March, 1946:

"Generally speaking, do you think <+the United Stutes 1is
better off when foreign countries are well-to-do, or are
we just as well off when other countries are having de-
pressions?”

Better off when foreign countries are well-to-do 75%

Just as well off when other countries are having
depregsions ‘ 17
Undecided '._§
- 100%

That this economic interdependence of countries is recoguized in relation o

trade 1s brought out more clearly by another question asked by NORC on the
same survey: : .

"In general, do you think we need to buy goods from for-
eign couniries in order to sell goods to foreign coun=-
tries, or isn't it necessary?” '

ALL__ADULTS DID_NOT
INTERVIEWED REPUBL | CANS DEMOCRATS VOTE ‘44
Need to buy - T6% - T8% 7% 3%
Not necessary 18 19 19 18
Undeclded 6 3 b _9
100% - 100% 100% 100%
Although Democrats and Republicans in Congress have
Trade Reciprocity appeared to be rather sharply divided on the guestion

of continuing the reciprocal teriff program, no such
division appears among the people gemerally. NORC found a clear majority of
every population group studied supporting -- theoretically, at lesst -- the
principle of reciprocal tariff reduction:

"Do you think it would be a good thing for the United
States, or a bad thing, if we reduced our tariffs on the
goods that we buy from other countries?” '

(If "Bad thing” or "Undecided”) "Do you think the United
States should reduce its tariffs on goods that other
countries want to sell here, providing they reduce their
tariffs on goods we want to sell to themp?"

ALL _ADULTS DEMOCRATS REPUBL{CANS
INTERVIEWED (FDR VOTERS) {DEWEY VGTERS }

APPROVE GEMERAL TARIFF REDUCTION gg% gg% gg%
APPROVE REDUCTION IF RECIPROCAL
TOTAL APPROVING RECIFROCAL REDUCT!ON 3% 8% T
OPPOSE RECIPROCAL REDUCT ION ng 9 14
UNDEC I DED v ! 17 14
T00% - To0% TOO%
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S , Although the tariff question has been a perennial =~

- Understanding issue 1in American politics, only 42% of the public

of Tariffe indicated a reasonably clear understanding of what

' . tariffs are or how they work in answering an NORC

question: "Do you happen to know what a tariff is? (What is it?)" When NORC

explained what a tariff is, a substantial msjority of people could see ' how
tariff affects the volume of foreign trade:

"4 tariff is just another name for a taxr on foreign goods
coming inte a ceuniry. In your opinion, would high
American tariffs on foreign goods coming into this coun-
try increase our foreign trade, decrease it, or make no
difference?”

66% had a correct understanding that high tariffs decrease for-
eign trade.

34% lacked a correct understanding; specifically: v
' 12% thought high tariffs made no difference in foreign trade;
5 said that high tariffs increase foreign trade; and
17 - answered frankly "I don't know." '

The more people know sbout tariffs and ths better
Information they understand tariffs and how they function, the
and Attitudes more likely they are to favor a continuation of tar-

iff reduction on & reciprocal basis. Among the "in-
formed" -- people who understood the effects of high tariffs, 80% approved re-
ciprocal reductlions; among the "uninformed" -~ those who did not understand
how tariffs work, 61% (a significantly smaller proportion) favored the policy.
Thls is the exact distridution of opinion on the two tariff reduction ques-
tions combined: .

"I NFORMED UNINFORMED

Approve general tariff reduction Lo% 25%
Approve reduction if reciprocal Lo 36
TOTAL, APPROVING RECIPROCAL REDUCTTION 80% 61%
Oppose reciprocal reduction 11 8
Undecided _9 31
100% 100%

In March, 1947, a Fortune question which pointed out certain implications of
United States tariff policy found consistent majorities of both Democrats and
Republicans advocating lower tariffs:

"What do you think we should do about tariffs and our
Soreign trade -~ keep out competition from other coune
tries by raising our tariffs,even if this means we don't
have cs much foreign trade,or, try to increase our trade

"with other countries by agreeing with them to lower our
tariffs 1if they lower theirs, even if this means some
competition from foreign goodsp,”

LOWER TARIFFS FRAISE TARIFFS UNDECIDED

All adults interviewed _ 57% 19% oh% = 100%
Consistent Democrats 63 16 21
Consistent Republicans . = 60 25 15

Converted Republicans* ’ 67 18 15

% THIS GROUP MIGHT ALSO BE TERMED 'DISGRUNTLED DEMOCRATS," SINCE THEY VOTED FOR ROOSEVELT
IN 1544, BUT FOR REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES IN 1546,
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IMMIGRATION: A WORLD PROBIEM

Results from public opinion surveys made in several countries-- although scat-
tered and somewhat Inconclusive indicate the failure of people in all coun-
tries studied +to relate in their own thinking, as they are related in fact,
(1) the problem of resettling the homeless and dlgplaced persons of Europe and
(2) the resultant modifications of immigration policies. Even in under-popu-
lated countries, the public tends to recommend rather highly selective immi-
gration policies. :
. If findings on a single Canadian Institute of Public
United Nations Control Opinion question can be considered at all indicative

of how people in other countries might feel sbout the
ldea, not many are willing to delegate to the United Nations any real authori-
ty to plan immigration on & world-wide scale. The CIPO guestion reported last
December read: '

"There has been a lot of talk recently about immigration.
Do you think it would work best to have all immigration
-planned in the United Nations' meetings, or should each
country decide by itself what people, ond how many, it
will take in>" '

Each country 79% United Nations 9% Undecided 12% = 100%

The marked reluctance of people in the Unilted States

American Willingness to admit European refugees to this country is high-
to Admit Buropeans lighted by the results of two questions asked last

fall by the National Opinion Research Center.
foo e
"At the present time, there are over 800,000 homeless ﬁf/“f
people in Zurope. Do you feel the United States should SO
let some of these people come here now?”

Yes 23% No_ 71% Undecided 6% = 100%

When the 71% who opposed the measure and the 6% who were undecided were asked:

"Do _you feel we should let some of them come here now, if other - countries

agreed to take gome of them too?" an additionsl 27% replied that we should ad-

mit some refugees. When the results of the two studles were combined, it was

revealed that a total of 50% were willing to share the responsibility of help-

ing homeless ZEuropeans if other countries agreed to do the same. Forty-five
per cent were still unwilling to extend U.S. hospitality to refugees and 5%

were still undecided. A 58% majority of the college-educated, but less than
half of those with less schooling, were willing to admit European refugees if

other countries did the same.

A question reported by the American Imstitute of Public Opinion & year and a
half ago found similar reluctance regarding FEuropean irmigration:

"Should we permit more persons Srom Europe to come to
this country each year than we did before the war, should
we keep the number about the same, or should we reduce
the numberr” ‘

More 5% Same 32% Fewer 37% Nome 14% Undecided 12% = 100%

Most sympathetic to immigration were the college-educated, 49% of whom favored
more or the same amount of immigration. Most opposed to further immigration
were World War IT veterans ~-- 56% of them preferred fewer Ilmmigrants than be-
fore the war, or none at all. :
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, People in the United States, Canada, and Australis

Selective Tmmigration tend to consider English,Scandinavians, and Dutch the

most desirable immigrants, Slavs and southern Euro-
peans less desirable, and non-Caucasians the least desirable, a number of dif-
ferent studies indicate. In comnection with the American Ingtitute of Public
Opinion question on the preceding page, all persons interviewed except those
who sald they favored no immigration at all were msked whether or not they
would like to see people come in from certain specified European countries.
Renking from most preferred to least were: Scandinavian countries, Hollsnd,
Belgium, England, France, Czechoslovakia, Poland, Greece, Russia, Germany,
Spain, and Italy. ' ‘

An NORC question asked more than a year earlier (in September, 194L4) - found
that -- when the war was at its height -- a majority of Americans would bar
‘Germans and Japanese, but would accept northérn Europeans and Chinese. No ref-
-erence was mede to pre-war quotas or immigration laws. NORC asgked:

"Here 18 a 1list of different groups of people. Do you

think we should let a CERTAIN number of each of these

.groups come to the United States to live after the war,

-~ or do you think we should stop some of the groups from
V/ coming at ALLP" » »

ENGLISH* SWEDES RUSSIANS CHINESE MEX(CANS JEVS GERMANS JAPANESE

LET IN ’ 68% ©  62% 57% 56% 48% 46% 36% 20%
re S N U R N A . A
Y “TO0% T00% T00% T00% T00% TO0% Tﬁ%ﬁ Tﬁ%%'

In the fall of 1946, the Canadian Institute of Public Opinion asked a somewhat

- ifferent question: "If Canade does allow more immigration, are there any of
these nationalities which you would 1lke to keep out?" A few OFf the groups
rated very similarly on both the NORC and the CIPO surveys. A 60% msjority of
Canadians would keep out Japanese; Jewish -- 49%; Germans -- 34%; Russians =--
33%; Negroes -- 31%; Italians -~ 25%; Chinese -- 24%; Middle Europeans -- 16%;
Ukranisns -- 15%; Polish -- 14%.

When asked, in May, 1946, what nationalities they liked best as immigrants, -
Australian preferences tended to parallel those in Canada and the  United
States. In addition to British and Americans, the Australian vote was as fol-.
lows: Dutch -- T1%; Swedes -- 68%; French -- 4k2%; Poles -- 28%; Germens --28%;
Greeks -- 27%; Russians -- 21%; Jugoslavs -- 19%; Italians -- 10%. B

OTHER SURVEY QUESTIONS INDICATE THAT THE PEOPLE OF BOTH CANADA AND AUSTRALOA, ALTHOUGH SAY~
ING THAT THEY WISH TO [INCREASE THEIR POPULATIONS, FAVOR THE CONTINUANCE OF RATHER STRICT

RESTRICTION ON. IMMIGRATION EVEN OF WHITE PEOPLE. ALTHOUGH THE QUESTION - QUOTED ABOVE AND

EARLIER QUESTIONS SHOW THAT CANADIANS ARE OPPOSED TO UNCONTROLLED IMMIGRATION, . CANADIAN
INSTITUTE OF PUBLIC OPINION SURVEYS IN 1945 AND 1946 HAVE SHOWN THAT ABOUT JOK OF THE PUB=
LIC HOLD CONSISTENTLY TO THE BELIEF THAT THE COUNTRY NEEDS A MUCH LARGER ' POPULATION. IN
OCTOBER, 1946, BOX OF VETERANS BUT ONLY 63% OF NON~VETERANS EXPRESSED THEIR PREFERENCE FOR
A LARGER POPULATION. _

Australians would 1like to see the present population of 7 million more than
doubled within the next 10 years, according to the Australian Public Opinion
Polls. Nevertheless,a majority has come to believe that oven white lmmigration
should be restricted. In May, 1946, 56% said they thought Immigration of white

" people into Australia should be limited, and 6% thought it should be stopped
altogether. In 1944, 53% of the public answered "No" to the question: "After
the war, would you alter the White Australis policy to admit a 1limited number
of colored people, such as Chinese snd Indians?’

"% THE TABLE SHOWS THE GROUPS RANKED IN ORDER OF PREFERENCE. ON THE QUESTIONNAIRE, PEOPLE
WERE. ASKED THEIR VIEWS REGARDING THE GERMANS FIRST, FOLLOWED BY ENGLISH, JAPANESE, MEX!-
CANS, JEWS, CHINESE, SWEDES, AND RUSS]ANS. :
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THE FﬁTURE OF PALESTINE AND OTHER DEPENDENT AREAS

The functioning of ignorance and prejudice, particularly in terms of stereo-
types, 1in popular thinking today is nowhere better illustrated than in abti-
tudes revealed 1in connection with the discussion of what shall be declded
about the future of dependent territories -- colonies, mandates, and military
bases. :

Exploring attitudes on a number of aspects of the
Pglestine Palestine problem-- now under discussion in the Unit-

ed Nations, public opinion surveys in several coun-
tries have indicated that many of the opinions reported are based on only par-
tial understending of the actual facts. People tend (1) to believe that the
United Nations should solve the problem if it can; (2) to consider continued
Jewish settlement in Palestine the least undesirable solution yet advanced;and
(3) to be reluctant to accept substantial numbers of Jewish immigrants into
their own countries. )

The limitations of public information on Palestine are suggested by the fact
that in 194k only 32% and in 1946 only L45% of the United States public knew
that Great Britaln governs Palestine. In the later NORC survey 45% did not
know that Palestine was governed by another country rather than independent.
Correct answers were given by 72% of the college-educated,h9% who had attended
high school, and only 28% with no more than grade school training; by 88% of
Jews, 49% of Catholics, and 42% of Protestants.

According to an American Institute of Public Opinion study made in June, 1946,
three-fourths of the people who had "followed the discussion about the plan to
allow 100,000 Jews to settle in Palestine” favored letting the United Nations
handle the problem. The British public has been at least equally willing to
gsee the responsibility turned over +o the United Nations. Members of all
political groups were in close agreement with the congensus on the following
question, asked by the British Institute of Public Opinion in November, 1946:

"There are about 600,000 Jewish people who have Ilost

- their homes and are looking for a new land in which to
settle. Do you think ithis problem should be left to the
Jewish refugees themselves to solve,or do you think that
it should be handled by the countries of the United
Nations?" '

United Nations 5T% Jewish refugees 22% Don't know 21% = 100%

A further BIPO question probably .secured a somewhat truer picture of British
public opinion. Asked, "Have you, yourself, any ideas as to how this problem
should be solved?" only 30% offered concrete practical suggestions: 10% said
they thought the problem should be solved through the United Nations or some
other type of international cooperation;l0% saild the Jewish people sghould have
a country of their own, preferably Palestine; and 10% made other recommends-
tlons,such as letting the Jews colonize the empty parts of the world or settle
in the United States or parts of the British Empire. .

In March, 1947, after the Palestine problem had been submitted to the United
 Nations, BIPO found = 65% me jority endorsing the move:

"Do you approve or disagprove of the Palestine problem's
being submitted to UNO? _

Approve 65% Disapprove 12% Undecided 23% = 100%
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An NORC question asked in May,1946, found only 28% who could recognize by name
the report of the Anglo-American Committee on Palestine. When the recommenda-
tions were explained, 61% were against United States involvement in the Pales-
" tine difficulties.

An ATPO study completed soon after found only about half of the public had
"followed the discussion about the plan to allow 100,000 Jews to settle in
Palestine” -- by no means a guarantee of full informstion and understanding.
Most of these semi-informed people favored the plan in general, bdbut were
against having the United States send military aid to help England keep order
in Palestine, and were in favor of letting the United Nations handle the prob-
lem of Jewish immigration ilnto Palestine.

Although survey questions asked in both Australis and Canads have revealed a
full recognition of the need for increased population, the pecple of thege
countries -- like the people of the United States* -- are opposed to msking
concrete provisions for allowlng substantial numbers of Jewish refugees to
enter thelr couptries as immigrants or to establish settlements in sparsely
populated areas. Last fall, when the Canadian Institute of Public Opinion exX~
plained, "As you know, Britain is interning Jewlsh refugees who have attempted
to_enter Palestine without permission,” and asked, 'Do you think GCenads should
allow SOME of these refugees to settle here or not?' only 23% were willing snd
61% answered "No." Two years eariier, 3(% of Australians sald they would agree
to & Jewish settlement in North Australia, but 47% said "No."

A survey conducted by Elmo Roper among & cross-section of Jews 1in the United
States (reported in November, 1945) found 80% of the opinion that a Jewish
gtate in Palestine would be & good thing,and that every possible effort should
be made to establish Palestine as a Jewish state. Roper noted that the great-
est opposition tc the idea of a Jewish state came from American Jews economi-
cally well-off and long-time residents of the United States. Many of this
group voted against the idea of a Jewlsh state, not through lack of sympathy,
but because they felt a separate dJewish state would only set the Jews still
farther apart from people of other religions.

An NORC trend gquestion asked at intervals during and
Other Dependent Areas after the war, showed a striking increase in public

gsentiment in favor of securing new military bases. By
March, 1946, a clear majority had come to feel that this limited expansion (in
fact,retention of war-time scquisitions, largely Pacific island bases captured
from the Japanese) should be the keynote of the United States' post-war terri-
torial policy. More specific questions found people tending - to favor United
States trusteeship wunder the United Nstions to outright ownerghip of the
Pacific islands, formerly Jepanese mandates. :

A question reported by Flmo Roper in September,1946, found definite mmjorities
of the opinion that the United States should keep permanent milltary bases in
Iceland, Okinawa, and Africa. World War II veterans favored the policy by
mejorities significantly lerger than those registered by non-veterans, o

While the people of Great Britain and Canada have been inclined to pelieve,
India not yet quite ready for independence, their attitudes have tended to be
gomewhet more realistic than Dutch views about self-government in Indonesis or
French opinions regerding the status of Indo-China. In February, 1946, more
than half the Dutch people felt that Indonesis was not yet ready for full self
government, but suggested limited self-government under Dutch supervigion.
After the Netherlands-Indonesia Union sgreement was made in November, 1946,
NIPC surveys revesled that the Dutch had little understanding of the nature of
the agreement. This spring, 58% of Frenchmen still felt that Indo-Chins should
gtay in the French Union.

% THE ANALYSIS PRESENTED ON P?GE S50 OF THIS REPORT [NDICATED THE RELUCTANCE (lN TaHE GIVEN
FRAME OF REFERENCE AT LEAST] OF 46% OF PEOPLE IN THE UNITED STATES AND 40% OF CANADIANS
TO ADMIT EVEN LIMITED NUMBERS OF JEWS AS IMMIGRANTS.,
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Part TV
MASS COMUMUNICATIONS

Their Potentialities for UNESCO

In an organized society, the media of communications have a tremendous re-
sponsibility to foster mutual understanding and tolerance, begimning on the
local level and extending thelr influence to become Internastional in scops.To-
day -- when the humsn voice may reach any portlon of the earth in a matter of
minutes, and when msn himself can encircle the globe in a matter of hours --
the role of mass medis 1s more importent then ever. Modern communications,hav-
ing made close neighbors of the nations of the world, must also provide the
means to make them good nelghbors.

THE COMMUNICATIONS MEDIA: SOME COMPARISONS

In November, 1945, an NORC survey found that 87% of
Scope ' the adult population in the United States had radlos

in good working order in their homes; these adults,on
weekdays, spent sn averasge of 2.3 hours during the day and 2.6 hours in the
evenlng listening to the radio.

Requiring more deliberate concentration,communications media involving reading
were not as unlversally popular as the radio. However,in a 17-city survey con-
ducted in January, 1945, NORC found 56% of adults reporting that they spent at
least an hour a day, on the average,reading newspapers and magazines. Only 20%
spent as much time reading books,and almost half -- 44% -~ gpent only a negli-
gible amount of time (no more than & half-hour = week on the average) in read-
ing books. : :

The public 1ibrary,as a source of reading material, was utilized by only about
one-third of the adults interviewed: 33% had visited the library within the’
previous year and 32% said they owned library cards.

Just how seriously do the agencies of communications

Medls Job Appraisal take thelr regsponsgibllitles? In a survey of five

: : civic institutiong~--including not only the msss medis

of radic and newspaper, but the complementary agencies of church, school, and

government ~-- NORC found that, 1in the eyes of the public, radic stations are

doing a relatively better Job of fulfilling their responsibilities +than are
the four other community institutions with which they were compared.

This opinion pattern might have been influenced by the fact that most people
think of radio only in the most limited and practical terms, and probably ex-
pect a great deal less of radlo stations, in terms of community service, than
of the octher four institutions. It was also evident that, on the basis of
"Undecided" replies, people found it easier to evaluate radio and newspepers
than schools and local goverrment. NORC asked:

"In every community, +the schools, <the newspapers, the.
loecal government, each has a different job to do. Around
here, would you say that the schools are doing an ezcel=-
lent, good, fair, or poor jeb? How about the newspapers’?
The radio stations? The local goverament? The churches?”

GROUPED OPINIONS I DETATL

EXCELLENT FAIR OR

OR_GOOD POOR EXCELLENT  §OOD FAIR POOR  UNDECIDED
RADIO STATIONS 82% 1% 2 54 = i1
CHURCHES 76 14 22% §|% S é% ‘ Ig% = 1007
SCHOOLS 62 23 17 45 i8 5 15
NEWSPAPERS 68 25 12 56 21 4 7
LOCAL GOVERNMENT 45 38 7 38 T2 9 17



R In the early days of ramdio, when its potentialities

Medis as News Sources were flrst becoming apperent, many people seriously
congldered the possibility thet radio might one day

completely replace the newspaper as an agency for disseminating news. Thege
misgivings,however,proved to be unfounded when radio--developing along its own
lines -- gssumed & supplementary . rather than a parallel function as a medium
of communicatlion. Ideally adapted to the "flash" type of news presentation,
radio left details to the printed journal, providing last minute "headlines"
for newspaper readers as well as presenting an outline of the day's events for
people who had never bothered to read the news. That radio may have helped
rather than hurt newspaper readershlp is evidenced by the fact that, today,
newspaper circulation has risen far higher in proportion to the total popu-
lation than it was before the days of radioc. '

In & general comparison of the two news sagencies, NORC, in the November '45
study, found radio ranking as the most popular source of news. Mentioned by
61% as the medias from which they obtained most of their news, radlo, according
to 94% was also their source for the latest news. For the most compleote news,
" however, 67% still said they depended on the newspaper.

In a four-way comparison of the two news agencies, the National Opinion Re-
search Center, in the November 'U45 study, found radio outranking newspapers as
a source of daily news in general, of the most recent news,and of fair and un-
biased news. TFor the most complete news, however, most people depend on news-
papers. The questions: '

"From which one source do you get most of your daily news
about what is going on -- the newspapers or the radioP”

"Which one gives you the latest news most quickly -=- the
newspapers or the. radior”

"Which one gives you the most complete news -- the news- .
papers or the radio?”

"And which gives you the fairest, most unbiased news ==
the newspapers or the radio?” '

MOST LATEST MOST _ COMPLETE FAIREST
v NEWS NEWS NEWS NEWS
Newspapers 35% : L% 67% 16%
Radio. . 61 94 27 57
Undecided b 2 _ 6 27
.- 100% 100% , 100% 100%

Only one group within the population -- men who had attended college -- depend
on newspapers for most of their daily news, the survey showed. Another ques-
tion (see page 55 of this report) found most people of the opinion that radio
gtations are more likely to present both sides of an argument than are either
newspapers or msgazines. ‘
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The radio, newspapers, and -- to a more limited extent -- magaszines are the
three most importent sources from which the American people may obtain infor-
mation regarding the  people and affairs of other nations. According to a ma-
Jority of the public, all three medis have been satisfactorily complete in
their presentation of international news. However, substantial minorities --
particularly among the better educated -~ have felt that the public should re<.
celve more and possibly better information. NORC asked the following question:

"Do you think the radio stations you listen to (the news=-
papers you read) (the magazines you read)tell you enough
about what goes on in foreign countries, or do you think
they should tell you morel”

RAD!O NEWSPAPERS MAGAZ INES*

Enough , 53% 54% 59%
Should tell more 39 39 27
Undecided 8 1 Ly

100% 100% 100%

In contrast to the slight majority of Americans who expressed satlsfaction
with the general amount of foreign news which they received over the radio,and
in newspapers and magazines, 60% of the public felt that the govermment should
release more information concerning USA--USSR relations. NORC agked:

"Do you think our government is telling us enough about
what is going on between Russia and the United States,or
should it tell us morel"

Should tell more 60% Enough 29% Undecided 11% = 100%

Freedom of information,even if practiced intermation- |
Are Communications ally, loses 1ts significance without the cooperation
Media Biasged? of unbiased media to report and interpret the news.In

a question comparing the relative fairness of several
media, NORC found that the American public considered the radic generslly most
impartial in giving a hearing to both sides of an argument. NORC agked:

"I'd 1ike to ask how FAIR you think radio stations, news-
papers, and magazines generally are, For example, do you
think BADIO STATIONS are generally fair in giving both
sides of an argument? How about newspapers in general?

Magazines?"”
GENERALLY
FAIR NOT FALR UNDECID
Radio stations 81% 8% 11% = 100%
Newspapers 39 g 12
Magazines* ks 22 - 33

x THESE RESULTS SHOULD BE EVALUATED IN LIGHY OF THE FACT THAT, WHILE 87% OF THE CROSS-
SECTION. \THE BASE GROUP FOR THE BULK OF THE SURVEY; HAD A RADIO IN WORKING ORDER, 84%
s

USUALLY READ A DAILY NEWSPAPER AND 35%, A WEEKLY ONLY 53% SAID THAT THEY READ ANY
MAGAZ INES REGULARLY, 55 .



When confronted with a specific instance--the question of U.S. press treatment
of Rusgla -- out of every five persons in the United States, two said that the
newspapers tended to be unfair to the Soviet Union,two believed that the press
was fair or more than fair, and one was undecided. the NORC question read:

"po you think'the newspapers you read»ﬂgenerallyv:make
Russia look better or worse than she really is”" -

Look worse ' 4o%
Look better , . 17
About as she is {volunteered) . = 21
Undecided -

_20

100%

At least s plurality of every population group studied believed that”the news-
papers they read” tended to paint a dark picture of the Soviet Union. Most
likely to hold this view were business and.professional people,the wealthy and
prosperous, and people who had voted for Roosevelt in 1944. Ieast likely to
feel that the press. tends to be unfair to Russia were farmers and people who

voted for Dewey in 1944, Jews were more likely than Catholics or Protestants
to feel that newspapers mske Russia look worse than she really is..

The theory of the class struggle to the contrary, the more privileged groups--
economically, occupationally, and educationally -- were more apt than the less
privileged to think that Russia 1is misrepresented in the American press.
Members of labor unions, however, were much more apt than others to express an
opinion on the question,and were somewhat more apt to think newspapers blased.
The differences between veterans and non-veterans were also significant, with
veterans much more likely than others toc voice an opinion, and, in turm, the
opinion was more likely to be critical of the press.

A comparison between the way people replied to the question on biased press
treatment of Russia and the way in which they answered further questions con-
cerning Russia revealed a clear relationship in their attitudes. For instance,
the people who believed that the press in this country tendsed.to be biased
agalnst Russia were less likely to blame Russia for disagreements between the
two countries, were not as inclined to consider the differences between Russia
and the United States serious enough to warrant a resort to war, and were lsss
likely to predict that the people of - Russia might someday decide to start a
war ageinst the United States.

A British Institute of Public Opinion survey found half the British people of
the opinion that the newspaper they read was "fair" in reporting news about
Russla. Parallel questions, however, found comparably larger percentages of
Britons considering their press fair in reporting news sbout politics, in-
dustrial affairs, the United States, and other internationsl news. The BIPO
question,like NORC's, found a substential minority "undecided" regarding press
treatment of Russia. BIPO agked:

"Do you think that the daily newspaper 'y'ou usually read
is fair or unfair in reporting the following news: '

EAIR UNFAIR UNDECIDED
"Politics? 58% 22% 20% = 100%
"Industrial affairs? 62 1% 2k
"RUSSIA? 50 22 28
"T.8.4.2 o 11 25
"Other international
affairs?” 55 S 1k v 31
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INTERNATTONAL FREEDOM OF INFORMATION

Freedom of information -- vital to the most complete and effective use of com-
munications media-~~cammot fulfill its real function unless 1t is international
in scope, endorsed and practiced by sll the countries of the world.

Although this lssue has never been widely discussed, when the question was
broached in an NORC survey conducted last winter, the American public declared
themselves definitely against  censorship by foreign governments of news going
either in or out of their countries. The highlights of the study are these-

55% were against all ceﬁsorship of American correspondents’ dig-
patches from abroad, and another

13% opposed censorship except in the case of news which might affect
the national security, meking '

%8% in all who subscribed to a general policy of "freedom.of infor-

HOWEVER‘, mation."

ONLY - 23% thought the United States government ghould go so far as to re-
fuse loans or bring other concrete pressure to bear on countries
which deny complete press freedom to American correspondents.

48% thought that American publishers should be able to distribute
newsgpapers and magazines abroad without restriction,but Lot felt
Porelgn govermments ghould have +the right to exclude publi-
cations they don't agree with.

AND 47%  of persons with opinions on both questions thought Americans
should be free to report both ways -~ tc send news out and to
send magazines and newspapers in,

MOREOVER 69% said they thought making it easier for pecple in all countries
to get news of what's going on all over the world is very im-
Qortant to world psace.

: It 1s significant that people who have attended
Education and Attitudes college, ‘usually the best informed group on inter-

‘ national issues, were far more likely than - people
with less education to feel that freedom of informstion 1s an international as
well ags =& national right. The two basic questions on the free flow of news,
together with the educational comparison follow:

"Do you think American publishers should have the right
to send ‘their magazines and newspapers into foreign
counitries, or should the government of each country have
the right to keep out things it doesn't agree with?"

"Do you think American newspapermen in foreign countries
should be free to send out whatever news they want to,or
should the government of each country have the right to
control the news they send out>”

SENDING NEWS ABROAD ’ GETTING NEWS FROM ABROAD
EREEDOM  CENSORSHIP UNDECIDED EREEDOM  CENSORSHIP UNDECIDED

ALL ADULTS o :
INTERVIEWED 48% 42% 10% = j00% 55% 35% 0% = {00%
ATTENDED . ! .
COLLEGE 58 37 5 68 29 3
ATTENDED :
HIGH SCHOOL 53 42 5 60 34 6
. EtGHTH GRADE
OR LESS 37 46 17 43 40 17
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: : Generally consistent in their views, most pecple
TWO-WAY Freedom oither approved the free flow of information in both
or Censorghip? directions, or they upheld the right of foreign

govermments to restrict the flow of information in
both directions. Here is the general pattern of attitudes:

47% of persons with opinions on both questions believed Americens
' - should be free to report both ways--to send news dispatches out
of foreign countries and to send magazines and newspapers in.

31% thought foreign governments should have the right to control
news golng both ways ~- out and in.

2% answered, perhaps inconsistently, that there should be govern-
ment control in one direction and free reporting in the other.

When NORC suggested alternative measures to combat censorship to the 55% who
thought newspapermen should be free to send out all news without government
interference, 23% indicated that our government should put pressure on other
countries not allowing this freedom; 23% felt our govermment should try per-
suagion without pressure; 7% thought the government should.do nothing, leaving
any possible measures that might be taken to the newspaper people; and 2% were
undeclded.

When the 35% who had upheld +the right of foreign govermments to censor the
dispatches of American correspondents were asked to give their reasons, more
than a third indicated that they favored foreign censorship only for security
reasons and to no greater extent than the United States itself exercises. The
remainder seemed gquite fully in sympathy with the right of foreign government
to censor any and all news going out from their countries.

World freedom of information is an important corner-

A Free Flow of gtone of peace, many Americans belleve. Although the
Information: ‘ actual percentage should probsbly be dilscounted
Its Importance gomewhat in view of the generslity of the following
to World Peace question, 1t is clear that the public can see a real

connection between a free flow of news and the
achievement of world peace: '

"How important do you think making it easier for people

in _all countries to get news of what's going on all over
the world is in bringing about world peace? FWould you
say this is very imporiant to world peace, only fairly
important, or not important at alllP"™

VERY ONLY FAIRLY NOT AT ALL

- JMPORTANT IMPORTANT IMPORTANT UNDECIDED

All adults interviewed 6% 20% 5% 6% = 100%
Attended college _ 80 15 i 1
Attended high school TH 19 4 3
Eighth grade or less 59 23 6 12
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AS MIGHT BE EXPECTED, THOSE WHO STATED THAT A FREE EXCHANGE OF NEWS BETWEEN COUNTRIES S
VERY {MPORTANT TO WORLD PEACE WERE FAR MORE LIKELY THAN OTHERS TO UPHOLO THE RIGHT OF FREE"

FLOW OF INFORMATION -~ SENDING NEWSPAPERS
NEWS DISPATCHES QUT OF FOREIGN COUNTRIES.

SFECIFICALLY:

OF THOSE WHO CONSIDERED A FREE PRESS ...

Only fsirly important
to world peace:

Very lmportant
to world peace:

AND MAGAZINES [NTQ FOREIGN COUNTRIES AND SENDING

Not at all Iimportant

te world peace:

L

58% favored the free flow 35% FAVORED THE FREE FLOW 13% FAVORED THE FREE FLGW
of information into . OF INFORMATION INTQ' OF INFORMATIOM. INTQ
foreign countries. FOREIGN COUNTRIES. FOREIGN COUNTRIES.

65% favored the free flow 41%  FAVORED THE FREE FLOW 13% FAVORED THE FREE FLOW

of information out of
forslgn countries.

OF INFORMATION QUT OF
FOREIGN COUNTRIES.

OF INFORMATION QUT OF
FOREIGN COQUNTRIES.

PUBLICIZING AMERICAN DEMOCRACY

Communications, having been largely reésponsible for removing the barriers of
physical distance that separated nations, must assume the equally important
task of bresking down - the barriers of misunderstending and tolerance +that
geparate ngtions politically.

The desirabllity of having a special agency to serve

es & 'public relations department” for the United -
States is an 1ssue which has been of increasing con-

cern to policy-makers over g period of several years, particularly since the

end of the war and the discontinuasnce of the Office of War Information as an

independent agency. Although one Gallup guestion found masny people shying away

from the idea of "a permsnent goverrment agency,”" more general questlons have
revealed a feeling on the part of a majority of Americans that people in other

countries should be told more sbout 1life in the United States and the working

of "our type of democracy.” And over a year ago g clear majority was already’
favorably inclined toward seeing such s program finsnced by the government, at

least for a year. Four key questions follow:

Public Relations U.S.A.

"Do you think we
agency which would explain
this country to the people of
world?” (AIPO, June '45)

Lot No -

should have a permanent governmental
the views and policies of
other nations of the

23%  Undecided 28% = 100%

~Yes

"Do you think people in other countries should be given a
SJull and fair picture ﬁf American life, and of the aims
and policies of our government, or don't you think this

~ is imporitantP" (NORC, Februasry 'L6)

’ Undecided 5% = 100%
"¥Fould you approve or disapprove of having the United
States government spend any money to carry out such a

- program during the coming year?” (NORC, February '46)

Should 76% Unimportant 19%

Disapprove 32% Undecided 10% = 100%

Approve 58%

"Should +the United States do everything it can 1o tell
other nations the advantages of our type of democracy
for the common people of the world?" (AIPO, August '46)

68% No | 19%

Yos Undecided 13% = 100%
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In view of current agitation to reduce federal‘spend;

An Overseag ing, 1t seewms particularly significant that,even when
Information Progranm reminded of the expendliture of money involved in

handling such a projJect, &almost T Americans out of-
every 10(69%) have given their ungualified approval. to the ldea of an overseas
information program. Another 14% gpproved having the govermment carry on a
progrem to correct false ideas about the United States which people in other
countries may have -- making a total of 83% approving & govermment infc mation
program to promote better understanding of this country asbrosd. Persons with
a college background seemed most ready to see the advantages of government
spending for such an objective. NORC asked first:

"Do you approve or disapprove of having the United States
government spend any money to give people in other coun-
tries a full and fair picture of American life, and of
the aims and policies of our government?”

Those who disapproved or were undecided-- 31% -- were asked a second question:

]

"Would you approve of having the government carry on a
program %o correct false ideas of America, which people
in other countries may have?" o

An analysis of the combined results follows: :
ATTENDED EIGHTH

Approve program ALL  ADULTS ATTENDED HIGH GRADE
.. to give a full and fair ANTERVIEWED COLLEGE ScHooL QR__LESS
picture of American life . 69% . 84% Thd 55%
.«. 10 correct false ideas 1k 8 12 21
TOTAL APPROVING CORRECTIVE PROGRAM 83% 9% 86% 6%
Disapprove any such program - 12 7 11 15
Undecided ) _1 3 _9
100% 100% 100% 100%

According to the May 16 issus cof Tide magazine,* the Tide Leadership Survey
for May found s strong majority of its cross-section {200 leaders in sdvertig-
ing, marketing, public relations, and related fields) in favor of a government
information program abroad.

"Do you believe that the United States government should
adminigster an information pregram abroad to focus on ex-
plaining the United States way of lifer" :

Yes 84% No 15% No answer 1% = 100%

One angle from which a businessmen might view the State Department program is

pointed out by Millard C. Faught of the Manhattan public relations firm of

Young and Faught in a discussion of "Govermment Public Relations,"™  the lead

article in the same May 16 lssue of Tide: '"Business, which spends vast sums

Yearly on 1tg own public relations, 1s slways willing to condemn a government

. effort but slow to recognize that frequently it has identical interests. The

State Department. information program is a case in point. Good propaganda for

the United States abroad would help immessurably both toward maintmaining peace

and toward furthering world trade, which is an important adjunct to United .
States business. Other governments spend vast sums for their publicity abroad

and the United States overseas program was small in comparison with the

Russian and British programs, for exsmple. Yet when this program, probably the
most important propaganda yet underteken, faltered in Congress, business did
not come to its aild, or suggest any substitute.”

* A MORE DETAILED REPORT OF THE SURVEY APPEARS IN THE MAY 23 1SSUE OF U (2
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: -~ Although a majority of people in the United States
The "Voice of America” have favored government action to acquaint people in -
Broadcasts other countries with America, many have been unaware
"~ of current government efforts to carry out such a
program. According to the April '47 NORC study, for example, only 45% of the
public in this country had heard or read of the govermment-sponsored broad-
casts to Russia -- perhaps the most wildely publicized and certainly the most.
controversial activity of the State Department's Office of International In-
formation &and Cultural Affairs -- newly christened the Office of Information
and Educational Exchange. Most of the informed groups, however, approved of
the project. The questions: '

"Have you heard or read anything about the radio programs
that our government has been broadcasting to the Russian
people?”

" Yes us% No 55% = 100%

(If "Yes") " Do you approve or disapprove of our govern-
nent's carrying on such a program?

Approve 36% = Disapprove 6% = Undecided 3% = L5%

Three times as many people with & college background as of those with the
least education had hsard or read about the broadcasts to Russia,NORC findings
revealed. Among the aware, however, ' the ratio of approval to disapproval is
high, with education meking for only a minor differential. The comparison:

AWARENESS ' APPROVAL
(AMONG AWARE GROUP ONLY)}
AWARE NOT AWARE ' APPROVE DISAPPROVE  UNDECIDED"
ALL ADULTS INTERVIEWED 45% 556 = 100% 80% 14% 6% = 100%
ATTENDED COLLEGE 78 22 8k 12 ‘ ik ’
ATTENDED HIGH SCHOOL 45 55 82 13 5
E1GHTH GRADE OR LESS 26 - Tk 69 21 10

Today public opinion is almost evenly divided on the question of whether or
not the govermment ghould continuse +to sponsor and finance the "Volce of
America" broadcasts to Russia. In mid-June (1947), the American Institute of -
Public Opinion found the radio broadcasts to Russia endorsed by a substantial
majority of the college-educated, a plurality of people who had attended high
school and a minority of those with little or no schooling. The question:

"Do you think our government should spend money Sor radio
broadcasts to the Russian people== giving them an honest

picture of America and of our government's policy”"
SHOULD SHOULD NOT UNDEC §Q_

A1l sdults interviewed  U43% L6% . 11% = 100%

Attended college 62 "~ 34 k

Attended high school 48 43 9.

Eighth grade or less 35 51 1k

According to Gallup, "Those in favor of the radio broadcasts sald the programs
~ would help give the Russians a better understanding of our form of goverrnment
and of how we live in America, and would promote better relations between the
two nations." Those agalnst the project considered it "a waste of money that
could be used for better purposes,” or believed that "the Russians probably
don't listen anyway -- or wouldn't be allowed to listen."
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L o .~ - In a special study regarding broadcasts abroad, re-
News or Propsgasnda? sults of which sppeared in the July, 1946, Fortune 5
both ha.lves of a nation-wide cross-section were asked
somewhat different quastions on the su'bJect Ma.ny of thosge 1nterviewed hesitat-
ed to endorse any program which might include propaganda. but were readier
to accept the idea of "explaining our point of viev. " People with the leasgt
education were. relatively most afraild of the term propaga.nda. » examination of
the results indicates. The questions: : '

"It has been proposed ‘that the United States government
start broadcasting programs to other countries in the
world., With which group do you agree?

"Yome people say this i3 a good idea if the program
sticks to news only (if the programs stick +to news
only and don't include any propaganda).

"Other people say it would be better to explain our
point of view (to includc some propaganda) a8 well as
give the news.

"Other peaple think the government ought to 8tay en- :
tirely out of #his.
» ﬂLi&uﬂEQ éﬁ&%ﬁg HIGH SCHOOL
News only 12% 1% 13%
News only without ‘ . .
propaganda, _ . 28% . 26% 32% 23%

_ Explain our point of view 43 T o5y 45 31
Include some propaganda 25 37 .25 16

Stsy out 34 30 33 ko .
Stay out 37 33 37 b1

Undecided o % .9 20 »
Undecided ‘ ' 10 b 6 . _20 .
o ~100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

It should be noted that the chief" effect of changing the wordi.ng was to in-
crease the percentage snswering "News only"” and to decrease the percentage
favoring interpretation. The total percentage favoring eilther one or the other
d1d not change significa.ntl;r

In his New York Hera.ld-—Triblme column of July 18, 1946, Roper commented: "At
the heart of the argument in favor of American broadcasts beamed overseas is
the belief that the more people there are who know what Americe 1s like and
what we stand for,the greaster are the prospects for world peace and. the great-
sr 18 America‘’s aecurity in one world. :

To the question: "If we could only broadcast programs to one cmmtry, which
country would be your first choice?” 40% named Russia; Great Britain -- 16%;
Germany -- 12%; Argentina -- 3%; Jan -~ 2%; France -- P%; China -~ 2%; All
others -- 3%; Don't kmow -- 20%. . ' I
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CIVIL RIGHTS AND FREEDOM OF COMMUNICATTONS

In the United States freedom of spsech and press -- at the national level «-
are guaranteed in the first amendment to the Comstitution. Although establish-
ed in tradition and accepted in principle, the right of free commmication is
guestioned in practice by one-third of the American people. According to a
Nationsl Opinion Research Center survey, :

IN PEACETIME:

32% would not allow pecple to say anything they want to in a public
epeech . AND .
~ 31%  of the public would not pemit newspapers to criticize our form
of government. =

Still more epecifica.lly

3% would not allow a Communist to epee,k over the radio ... AND
26% would not permit the Socialist Party +to publish newspapers. ©

In November . l9l+5 s NORC asked a m:mber of questions concerning the application’
of specific civil rights guarantesd under the Constitution. The firet and most
general question was:

"In peacetime, do you think people in this country should
be allowed +to say anything they want to in a public
speech?” ;

Yoes 64% No 32%  Undecided = 100%

Three other questions applied to more specific instances:

"In peacetime, do you think members of the Communist Par-
ty in this country should be allowed to speak on the
radio?”

Yes hg% No 39%  Undecided 12% 100%

”In peacetime,  do you think newspapera should be allowed
%o criticize our jbrm of government?"

Yos 64% No 31% Undecided ‘5% = 100%

”In peacetime, do you think the Socialist Party should be
allowed to publish newspapers in this country?”

Yes 58% No_ 26% Uhdecided 16% = 100%

Stability of attitudes in this area is sugpested by the fact that results on
the November, 1945, survey were almost identical with those on the November,
1943, survey when the sams questions were asked.

When only persons expressing an opinion on both
Consistency "freedom of the press” questions are considered, 69%

were consistent 1in giving the same answers to both
applications of the principle. Of persons with opinions on both "freedom of
egeech" questlons -- between which the issues contrasgted more sharply -- 55%
woere consistent in thelr views regerding both principle and application. Up~
holding the Constitutional right of freedom of the press in both instances
cited were 55%; 42% would back freedom of speech in both principle and appli-
cation. Only 14% would consistently curtail fresdom of the press and 1T%
freedom of speech _
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To the general question on freedom of speech, answers varied little from group
to group. A sharper contrast was noted in replies to a related question on the
right of Commniste to speak over the radio,however,with only college-educated
persons consistent in giving essentially the same answers to both questions.
The difference 1in replies between the two questions on freedom of press was
less clear, since both questions posed specific applications of the general
principle. On the information question concerning the Bill of Rights ». educa~
tional differences were marked, with the college-educated giving the correct
definition twice as often as those who had Just attended high school, and five
times as frequently as those with no more than an eighth grade education.

‘ What reason lies benind the failure of many Americens
The Bill of Rights to uphold freedom of press and freedom of speech? The
‘ answer geemed to be correlated with a lack of infor-
matlon sbout the Bill of Rights, which only 21% , (about one person 1n every
five) could satisfactorily define. Among the remainder of the population, 319
sald they had never heard of the document or weren't sure that they had, 36%
said they had hesrd of 1t, but couldn't identify 1t, and 12% gave confuged ,un~
satisfactory, or incorrect identifications. When answers were compared, NORC
found that persons familiar with the Bill of Rights were mmch more likely than
others to support freedom of the speech and press in all" applications. For
ingtance: - ‘ : :

Of those who could 1dentify the Bill  OFf those who had never heard of it...
of Rights ...

' 62% believed Commumist Party members 39% Ybelieved Communist 'l’arty members

should be allowed radio time. should be allowed radio time.

T8% thought Socialist Party news-  44% thought Socialist Party news-
papers permissible. papers permigssible.

84% believed newspapers should be  L4T% believed newspapers should be
allowed to criticize our form of allowed to criticize owr form of
government. govermment.

Of more than general interest, and of significvance to

Freedom of Speech the work of UNESCO,are somes parallels betwsen opinion

in Germany - in the American-occupied areas of Germany and opinion

in the United States revealed . by results of a survey
recently reported by the Opinion Surveys Headquarters of the Information Con~
trol Division of the American Militery Governmment for Cermany.* While a sub=-
stantial majority of the Germsn people belleve in freedom of spesch in gener-
al, a slightly smaller majority believes that tradée union leasdsrs should be
permitted to speak on the radio, and a significantly smaller mejority believes
that Commmist Party members should be allowed radic time. The guestlions:

"Should the derman people have complete freedom of
speech?” , . , . _ .
: ~ Yes T7T%  No_ 14%  Undecided 9% = 100%

"Should trade union leaders be permitted to speak on the

radior" . _
Yes 71%  No 6% Undecided 23% = 100%

"Should menbefs'of the Communist Party be permitted to
speak on the radior” - L :

Yes 55 No 26% Undecided} 19% = 100%

* ACCORDING TO THE AMG RELEASE (UNDATED), "APPROXIMATELY 3,500 INDIVIOUAL GERMANS WERE IN=
TERVIEWED IN THEIR HOMES BY TRAINED GERMAN INTERVIEWERS IN THIS SCIENTIFIC CROSS=SECTION"
sTuoY,
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THE RESPONSTBILITY. OF EDUCATION

Education to foster ‘t'o"ler_ance =~ to be fully effective -- must begin in child-
hood, when the fundamental attitudes and ideals that determine the patterns of
adult behavior and thinking are developing. Cognizance of this fact is ap-
parent in the UNESCO program and implimentation is essential if that program
is to function dynamically. : )

Popular recognition of the importance of education to

The Need for a _ encourage Iinternationsl understanding was revealed in
¥World Agency , results of a serlea of three quegtions, asked by the

- ~ Netional Opinion Research Center in the spring of
1945." Americam people in every welk of life meemed sympathetic to the idea of
trying to eliminste some of the causes of war through educational ectivity on
an international scals.

A SIZEABLE MAJORITY SAID THEY WOULD FAVOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A WORLD AGENCY TO FOSTER IN-
TERNATJONAL UNDERSTANDING AMONG THE SCHOOL CHILDREN OF ALL COUNTRIES. AN EVEN LARGER MA=~
JORITY SAID THEY WOULD BE WILLING TO HAVE SUCH A WORLD AGENCY EXAMINE SCHOOL BOOKS TO SEE
IF THEY WERE FAIR YO ALL MATIONS. ANSWERING A MORE SPECIFIC QUESTION, DESIGNED TO PUT THIS
WILLINGNESS TO THE TEST,A SUBSTANTIAL MAJORITY SAID THEY WOULD BE WILLING TO COOPERATE WITH
SUCH A PROGRAM EVEN TO %HE EXTENT OF AYTHORIZING CHANGES IN TEXTBOOKS WHICH REPRESENTATIVES
OF THE WORLD AGENCY MIGHT JUDGE GAVE AN UNFAIR PICTURE OF THE HISTORY OF GERMANY & == THEN
STHLL AN ENEMY COUNTRY. THESE ARE THE QUESTiONS: :

"It has been suggested that the nations of the world set
up a world agency +that would help schools in gll coun-
tries teach children how to understand the people of
other countries, Would you Ilike to see an agency 1ike
this set up, or notrP" »

Would like 84% Would not like 10% Undecided 6% = 100%

"If such an agency were set up, - would you be willing to
have 1t examine +the school books used in this city
(county) to see if they are fair to all nationsrs”

Yes, willing 87% . Not willing T% Undecided 6% = 100%

(Ir "Yes") “"Suppose the men 1in this agency decide that
the school books used in this city (couniy s gilve an un-
Jair picture of ithe history of Germany. Would you be
willing to have the books changed, or not?"

- Yes, willing 72% Not willing %% Undecided 6% =, 8T%

In splte of their expressed willingness to cooperate with a world asgency which
would work with schools in all countries,the people of the United States would
be reluctant to delegate unlimited authority to such an agency, according to
‘results of an earller question. In a survey  conducted in December , 1944 ,NORC
agked: ‘

"Do you think one of the things <the world organization
should do is to decide what things can be taught in the
schools of all countries in the world, or do you think
eachh 3ountry should decide for itself what it can
teach? S

wmwmwmmw DON'T KNOW 8% = 100%

# THESE QUESTIONS WERE ASKED BY THE NATIONAL OPINION RESEARCH CENTER UNDER COMTRACT WITH
;?gsfngAYIONAL POLICIES COMMISSION, WASHINGTON, D.C., AND ARE USED WITH THEIR PER-
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A A serles of more concrete and specific proposals, put
An Educational Program to the public in another National Opinion Research'
for the Unlted Nations Center study,* this spring,  found majority public

opinion .behind the idea of investing United States
money in a varlety of United Nations projects -- all designed to foster in-
ternational understanding through education. To secure a measure of popular

attitudes regarding.the educationsl responsi’bilities of the United Na.tions the
Center asked: ,

"It has been suggested that each couniry in the United
Nations put up some money to do the things on this
card.*% Do you think +the United Stotes should put up
money to do any of these things? Are there any of these
things <that you think we should NOT put up money for?

"To help pay Jfor a United Nations stouo — RET> uwoecioen
broadecasting station that would , :
-send radio programs Lo agll coun- _
tries telling the people what s go=- o
ing on in the world, 66%  24k%  10% = 100%

"o help rebuild schools and colleges :
destiroyed in the war. 65 2 10

®To look over the school books used

in all countries to see that they

don't build up misunderstandings

among countries, : 63 25 12

"To send teachers and workers to
Joreign countries on an exchange
arrangement in which other coun-
tries would send their  teachers ,
and workers here, ' 60 - 30 10

"To help countries exchange with each
other suchk things as books, maga= :
zines, art and museum ezhibits,” 56 27 17

Agked which project was most important, people tended ‘o give top priority to
rebullding the schools and colleges that were destroyed by war. A Unlted
Wations broadcasting station ranked second In importance, followed by inter-
national exchange of teachers and workers, and steps to eliminate bias in
achool books. Exchange of cultural media ran a poor fifth, considered most im-
portant by only 2% of those interviewed.

As an addltional test of popular conviction, NORC asked a further gquestion of
the 81% who indicated approval of two or more of the suggested projects. Even
when the Implications of the program were pointed out-- in terms of a possible

continuation of high income taxes, 61% still approved of the investment. The
question: o

"Do you think the United States should help the Untited
Nations do this,even if it meant our government couldn't
lower the income tares people are now paying””

Yes 61% No 14%  Undecided 6% = 81%

* gaggkz DETAILED ANALYSIS OF RESULTS ON THE COMPLETE SURVEY WILL APPEAR IN A FORTHCOMING
UNESCO AND PUBLIC OPINION TODAY.

** EACH RESPONDENT WAS HANDED A CARD LISTING THE FIVE PROPOSALS.
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PUBLICATIONS,

Publications of the National Opinion Research Center include:
REPORTS

22. Do Negroes Have Equal Economic Opportunities? April, 194h*

2h. Germany and the Post-War World. January, 1945.

28. What ... Where ... Why ... Do Peopls Read? January, 1946.

29. Can the United Nations Prevent Wars? February, 19h6.*

31. Should We Return to Rationing? National Opinion on This and
Other Aspects of the World Food Problem. May, 10L6.*

32, Japan and the Post-War World. July, 1946.

33. Attitudes toward "The Japanese in Our Midst." December, 1946.*

3%. Where UNESGO Beging: The Climate of Opinilon in the United
States and Other Countries. A summary of information and
attitudes bearing on the work of UNESCO. May, 1947.*

SPECTAL REPORTS AND REPRINTS

T 00T R T BOUT R £ INSURANGE? NOVEMBER, 1944,%
ORG _BUILDS |TS CROSS= . JULY, 1946,%

MARCH, 1947,

DISTORTED MAPG**

E. Ww‘gﬂm MAP OF THE WORLD SHOWING COUNTRIES OF OVER
100, POPULATION AS THEY WOULD APPEAR {F THEIR AREA WERE PROPORTIONAL TO

THEIR POPULATION. 11 BY IS5 INCHES.
22 8Y 34 INCHES, BOND PAPER == FOR FRAMING.
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%% THESE MAPS INDICATE GRAPHICALLY CERTAIN RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN CENSUS POPULATION OR VOT~

ING POPULATION AND OTHER PERTINENT FACTORS.

Requests for a complete list of publications or a sample copy of
Opinion News, NORC's semimonthly digest of polls and surveys 2in-
quiries about yearly memberships,and orders for reports and maps
ghould be addressed to:

THE NATTONAL OPINION RESEARCH CENTER
University of Denver
Denver 10, Colorado
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