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We have studied carefully the oritielams of £ 7
:g Taking the ceriticlsms in the order in which he
presefited them,we would suggest the following considera-
tions:

1. Our criticism of Madame Sun was baged on the conviec-
tion held by gll of our senior Chinese that Madame Sun 1s

a traltor to Her husband's ceuse and that no hope exists
that she will ever agein turn toward the West. If infor-
mation existas Lo the contrary, 1t has not been made availl-
able to us. To avolid future criticlsma of this nature, we
are taking staps to furnish the names of persons to be crit-
icized in "The People's Letter™ for review by persona in
suthority vefore the sceript 1s written.

<:§\ 2o The question of the vulgerity of our attack upon the
! person of Kuo~MoJo is debatable. If we have learned nothing
else in RFA, we have learned that one cannot judge Chinese
standards of humor by our own American standerds. Persons
on our staff «- both American asnd Chinese ~- defend the
style of thils program. Only last week we recelved an eval~
uation irom Mr. F. Cheng of the Asiesn Operations Department
of our most recent "People's Letter™ in which he sald "well
presented and written in a polished style. This writer
hes & good command of the Chinese language." '

() 3. We differ with - ’;( about the advisebility of

Kﬂ RFA speaking "for the Chlnese-People." We fssl there 1s
velidity in building identification with the Agilan scene
and that the use of "our fellow countrymen abroad" and
"wae Chinese" are useful msans toward that end. We are,
however, golng to use more care in 1mplying that "The
Peoplets Letter" is actually a seriea of "letters from the
Chinese people of Chins."

{ ] Lo The criticism that the use of the phrase "bogus Mayor"
‘ 1s nationellst practice is 8lso debatable. Whenever we use
2 Cormunist term, it 1s normelly preceded by the modifier
"so-called.® "Bogus" is & varlent of the same form. In
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view of the fact that the sceript in questlon was written

by one of our Chinese who is without strong Nationalist senti-

ments, I doubt that the phrase In-questlon would give an in-

dication in its original Chlnese of identiflcatlion with the

Formosa radio. [_ ralses the question of the simil~

arity in title between "RFA"™ and "The Volce of Free China."

If there is danger of confusion with the Kuomintang, there 1is
even greater danger of confusion with the Communists and
their new spokesman "Radio Free Japan.*

4 Se Our present policy 1s in accordance with the phrase-
ology used in the Overseas Chinese Commentary No. 88, which
; ;].appears to approve.
g A, The assumption that "RFA broadcasts are not listened

to"™ and "are thought by Asians to be much too far on the vul-
gar and scurrilous side" is hardly sclentific in view of the
fact that the conclusions aere drawn on the basis of interviews
with 2 few "informants" who have arrived from the Far East.
RFA is in possession of information f{rom "Informanta™ that 1s

coRbPErY. . . . f,,--/

We heartily agree to the advlisabillty of field evalu-
ations by our representatives and look forwerd to their reports.
In the meantime, it 1s a simple matter of our information
against thelrs. We would agalin remind our critlc that Ameri-
cans are hardly qualifled to Jjudge the vulgarity of Chinese~
language Programse

In the belief that the criticism contains some truth,
we have dlscussed thls at our meetings and have decided that
more careful editing of our programs will minimize the emphasis
which we have plased in our Mainland Chlnese programs upon dis~
aster, both man-made and natural. This will tend to lessen
somswhat the over=-all impression gained that our programs are

"gcurrilous.” (af 1 J“y Aoas becis o oniee ot A edee f s AL g
Te Mr. Bennett sppears also to be a prejJudicsd witness.
In mentioning that our program waes dirscted to the Chlnese
worker in Bnglish, he falled to note that it was also directed
to the Chinese worker in two dialeots of hils own languege.
(At the time of this erlticlsm our English-Language Cormentary
was a btranslation of one of our Chinese commentaries. This
1s no longer the case.)

., We are-atbtaehing v copy oi-the -seript-in-question,
whileh WG believe will-show-that Mr. Benrett's criticlsms ex-
ezgerate the negative mspects of the progrem and place undue
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emphasis upon the brief mention of American working stand-
ards., While not defending the script in toto, it 1is a well-
written script, and I belleve 1t will be apparent that his
criticism of it is not fully justified.

We_shetl-woleome  the -opportunity-eof digeussing these-eommonts

« We gppreciate comments of this wort, but we feel
these particular critlicisms are not very constructive. Inso=-
far as they contain gsome truth, we are attempting to rectify
our short-comlngs. But, as Mr. Bennett has polnted out, we
are an independent group end have & right to our own policies.
We feel that some of this criticism is the result of our inde-
pendent policye.
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