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APRIL 1946 ISSUE

TOP SECRET

publie opinion in the United States has been econ-
tinuously inadequately and inaccurately informed with
regard to developments in the ,rgentine during the periocd
of the war and since the end of the war, While this is
in some respects natural because of certaln circumstances
of war psychology and alsc because of certaln developments
in the Argentine, a situation has been created whieh is
wecst unhappy and whieh 1s now serious because the opinion
which has been buillt up among many of our people in the
United 3tates offers a certain obstacle tc the ecupositicn
of the relationships between the twoc countries, which
composition is essentlal in the interest of both the
ynited states and the jprgentine and of thils hemisphere.

puring the war, there was a good deal of irresponsible
reporting by correspondents from the Argentine to the United
states based on the war atmosphere which always creates
lack of objectivity. Even officers of our Government in
the Argentine and in surrounding countries under the
influence c¢f the war viewed certain developments in the
Argentine with a lack of perspective and reports were
colored by lack of objectivity in sowme cases. Since the
end of the war some of the acts of the de faclc government
were not such as to create greater confidence. Sinee the
¢lections and since the imauguration of the ecconstitutional
government in June 1946, the same lack of objectivity con
the part of many reporters and commentators has continued.

To enter into this in detail requires documentation
which 1s not possible in connection with thlis memorandum
but any exauwinalicn of the United States press during the
last eight or twelve months will show that reporting has
been anything but objective and editorial comment in a
good many United states nespapers whiech is based on sueh
reporting inaccurate and ill-considered. It is the pur-
pose of this memorandum to call attention to an article
which appeared in the jtlantic Monthly, April issue, 1946,
entitled »The germans Tn Arsentinar by ilr. Zprullle Braden.

The article cccupies the first place in the April issue
of the stlantic yontihly which is considered by American
readers as one of the respousible, conservative, and de-
pendable periodicals in the ynited states. It must be
recalled that when Mr. praden contributed this article to
the jtlantic ponthly, he was Assistant Secretary of State

heading up




heading up the section in the pepartment having to do with
our relations with the other American republies. It will
also be recalled that before assuming thils post, he was
for a period of some flve months immediately preceding
ynited states ambassador tc the srgentine. The footnote

to the artiele on the first page thereof calls atteantion -
to this and, therefore, to the serious reader of the

tlantiec monthly this article by iir. Braden carries practi-
eally effieial approval of our Government as any responsible
reader will assume as a former Ambassador of the United States
to the prgentine and sssistant Secretary of State at the
time the artiecle is written would not make any mention in
the article except of facts and that any interpretation in
the artiele would be well-considered.

An analysis of the whole article will not be entered
inte in this memorandum, but certain statements which are
not adequately based in faet and which cause serious mis~-
understandings will be briefly mentioned.

On page 38 of the issue in guestion in conmnection with
the settlement of the Chaeo dispute, there appears this
statement, "jgreement was reached despite obstacles vhrown
in the path of peaceful settlement by German and Italian
diplomatsw, There 1s no doubt that a peacelful settlement
of the phacc dispute wasg not desired by Germans and Italians.,
There is good reason Lo believe that whatever obstacles
german and Jtallan diplomats could have placed in the way
they would endeavor to impose. There is no evidence, however,
to show that any activities by German or Italian diplomats
in the jprgentine or in the other American republics had any
influence whatever in the way of placing obstacles in the way
of reaching a settlement of the Chaco dispute which was happlly
arrived at.

The statement, therefore, that vjgrecment was reached
despite obstacles thrown in the path of peaceful settlement
by german and Italian diplomats» creates an impression in
the mind of the serious jmerican reader whilch 1s not ade-
guately based in fact.

the most important statement, however, 1a the artiecle
and to which particular reference is brought 1s the one whiech
appears on page 59 of the issue of the Atlantic Monthly im
question. MNr. praden states, "President Ortiz, aware of the
menace with whieh he must deal, outlawed the German National
gocialist Party in argentina by presidential deereec in 1939.
gtreets no longer echoed with the boots of marching storm
TToopers; the ery *geil Hitlers' was stilled; the swastika
Panners came down. Theére was silence - an omlnous silence.
The Nezi Party Lad gone unaerground.” This 1s @ very serious
gtatement and all except the TTrst sentence 1s inscourate.
It is correet that President Ortlz of the isrgentine did
ocoutlaw the German National Socialist party in the Argentine
in 1939, This measure, Lowever, was talken not because there
was an active National Soelalist party operating in the
Argentine but as a measure of government more to prevent
any such activities from developing in the Argentine.
president Ortiz was a democrat and opposed Lo all sorts
of totalitarian ideologies. ,

Ihe statement,




~ The statement, however, even in the first sentence
above-noted would leave the impression that there was an
active german National Socialist Party in the argentine
whieh was not the case.

The statement »Streets no longer echoed with the boots
of marching storm troopersv leaves the lmpression in the
mind of the sericus reader of the jgtlantic jonthly that
until this action by President Ortiz, the streets of Buenos
Alres had rung with the echoes of the boots of marching
storm troopers. 4 careful examination of the faects will
show that although there were German sccieties. here, some
of whieh were pro-Nazi in the attitude of a good maay of
their mewbers, there was no drilling evem in private halls
such as took plece in the United States in that peried.
There was no wearing of uniforms and no sueh crganization
of storm troopers or anything similar to it in the Argentine.
rhe statement, therefore, creates an utterly and extremely
dangerous pleture of the jrgentine in the mind of the
American reader which has no basis in fact whatever.

go far as the statement ~the ery.'Heil Hitler!' was
gtilled» is concerned, a careful examination of the facts
will show that ao person in the Asrgentine, American,
pritish, or jsrgentine has any knowledge of having heard
the salutation of »peil pitlerw on the streets of the
Asrgentine. 7If there was any vgHeil Hitler» in the Argentine
it was =ithin the rooms of ecertain German societies and the
agregentine Government took steps to stop that.

the statement nthe swastlika banners came down" leaves
the impression that swastika banners were common on the
streets of Buenos Aires and other asrgentine cities. a
careful examlpnation of the facts wlll show that no res-
ponsible person can be found wio ever saw a swastlka flag
on the streets of Buenos aAlres. If there was display of
the swastike it was in the rooms of some of the German
socleties and this was far more common in the United States
than it eould ever have been in the Argentine.

It has not been possible to determine whether the
swastika flag was ever displayed by the German Lumbassy
while 1t was still funetioning here, but if it was, it was
a procedure to which the Argentine Governweni could not
have taken objection as long as it maintalned diplomatie
relations with wazi Germany. It is to be emphasized, howe-
ever, that 1t has not been possible to find anyone among
responsible perscns in the ,rgentine who reecalls having
seen the swastlka displayed by the german Zubassy on the
exterior of the building.

with respect to the statement "There was silence - an
omincus silencew, it is difficult to determine what is meant
by this except to give a certain atmosphere tov add emphasls
to the previous statements.

It must be recalled that this artiele in the stlantie
Monthly appeared in ppril 1946 over the name of Hr. Braden
who at the time was assistant jecretary of 3tate and who
lent his name to statemenis for which there is no founda-
tion in fact,

On page 40




On page 40, there appears the statement "jere 1t not
for the tragic consequences in American and other lives
lost, in ald an comfort furnished a deadly enemy, aud in
a natlion turned against its own best traditions, this
chapter might be almost comiem, There has been a great
deal sald with respeect to shippiang and lives lost as a
result of intelligence which came from German ageants in
the jsrgentine, but so far as this wuwbassy has been able to
learn no actual facts and figures have ever been adduced
and in this conneection the records of our Aruy and Navy
and of the pritish srmy and Navy would be the only basis
of determining whether there is any truth tc this state-
ment which, if not true, had a certain value during the
war, but whieh can hardly be repeated at this time If it
does not have baslis ian truth.

As sald before this memorandum is not intended to be
ain analysis of the artiele "The Germans in srgentina®. The
most dangercus and most significant statement in the whole
artlicle is the one which g 5 the impression to the reader
that storm troopers were a characteristic sight in the
streets of puenos jires, et cetera. This stutement is
without basis and appearing in an artiecle written by an
officer who was Asslstant gecretary of State at the time
the article appeared it represents something whi
unique in the history of the Department of Stat

egree Mr. Braden himself wrote this article

it is difficult to say, but whether he wrote it or sponsored
it would seem to be the same 80 far as the public effeet is
concerned, as so far as the public is concerned lir. Braden
wrote the artiele. The article itself is very remliniscent
of a person named gax Bradford who worked for a time in the
pmbassy in puenocs jires on ;xis activities and wrote a book
which appeared in 1942 dantitled »The Battle of Buenos aires®,
It is believed that he was a newspaperman pricer to his
assoc¢iation with the gmbassy and there 1s a possibility that
after leaving the Bubassy in Buenos Alres he may Lave been
for a time in the nepartment, but this has not been checked
as it has nothing to do with the matter in fact. For the
record yr. praden is responsible for tie article ia the
Atlantic wonthly and the statements made therein.

George 3. llessersmith

Buenos Alres, Argentina,
December 16, 1946




