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Introduction

Argentina is located in the south east of South America, bordered in the north by Bolivia and
Paraguay, in the south by the confluence of the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, in the east by the
Brazil, Uruguay and the Atlantic Ocean, and in the West by Chile. Buenos Aires is the largest
city in Argentina and serves as its capital and main tourist destination. Numbering approximately
37 million people, Argentines are mostly descendants of Italian and Spanish immigrants. Ninety
two percent of the population profess to be Roman Catholic, and thus makes Catholicism the
country’s most prominent religion. Argentina is about the size of the U.S. east of the Mississippi
River, covering about 1.1 million square miles. While Spanish is the major language of
Argentina, Italian, German, French, and English are also spoken.

Juan Domingo Peron, perhaps the most famous figure in Argentine history, became president in
1946 after the military abolished Argentina’s constitutional government in 1943. Peron
aggressively pursued policies aimed at giving an economic and political voice to the working
class and greatly expanded the number of unionized workers. Peron’s wife, Eva Duarte de Peron,



known as Evita, perhaps more famous than her husband, helped him develop popularity with
labor and women’s groups. After Peron returned from exile in Spain from 1955-1973, imposed
by the overthrow of his government, he again became president; however, he died in 1974.
Peron’s wife succeeded him as president but a coup removed her from office in 1976. Until
December 10, 1983, the armed forced formally exercised power through a junta composed of the
three service commanders. In 1983, Argentina returned to constitutional rule after the Argentines
popularly elected their new president. Since 1983, there has been strong support for the
democratic system, and in 1999 all three major parties advocated free market economic policies.

During 1976-1983, a time called the Dirty War, relations between Argentina and the United
States became strained. A conservative count estimates 10,000 persons as disappeared during the
Dirty War, as Argentina became known for its human rights abuses. These abuses became a
hindrance in maintaining close US relations with Argentina. Relations were further strained
because of Argentina’s unsuccessful attempt to seize the Falklands/Malvinas Islands from the
United Kingdom. At that point, the US attempted to play the mediator between Argentina and the
UK, but eventually sided with the British.

With the return to democracy, Argentina and the United States developed a very close bilateral
relationship, which was highlighted by President Clinton’s visit to Argentina in October 1997
and President De la Rua’s visit to Washington, DC in June 2000. In July 1998, the United States
Government recognized Argentina as a major non-NATO ally. The U.S. Secretary of State and
Argentine Foreign Minister chaired 1997 and 1999 meetings of the Special Consultative Process
to address important issues in the bilateral process. In the United Nations, the two countries have
often voted together. Furthermore, Argentina has contributed to many UN peacekeeping
operations worldwide, with Argentine soldiers serving in Guatemala, Ecuador-Peru, Western
Sahara, Angola, Cyprus, Kosovo, Bosnia, and East Timor, and was the only Latin American
country to participate fully in all stages of the Gulf War. Argentina has also been an ardent
supporter of the Free Trade of the Americas initiative leading to the Buenos Aires Ministerial in
April 2001.

WILLIAM C. TRIMBLE
Vice Consul
Buenos Aires (1933-1936)

Ambassador William C. Trimble was born in Baltimore, Maryland. He received a
bachelor's degree in political science from Princeton University. He entered the
Foreign Service in 1931, where his career included positions in Estonia, France,
Argentina, England, Brazil, and Germany, and an ambassadorship to Cambodia.
Ambassador Trimble was interviewed by Charles Stuart Kennedy in 1990.

Q: Can I talk to you a bit about Buenos Aires in 1932?

TRIMBLE: '33.



Q: I mean, that's '33 to '36. What were our principal interests in Argentina in that period, would
you say?

TRIMBLE: Well, Argentina had recently had a revolution, a democratic form of government, a
popular-elected government had fallen, and been replaced by a military dictatorship but it was
just beginning to switch again to civilian control. Our interests were to encourage a return to a
democratic system of government, a constitutional government; to further American trade which
was faced with great competition by England; and to help American oil companies, for there was
a state enterprise, the YPF, that made it hard for the American companies, so we tried to assist
them as best we could.

There was a strong feeling of jealousy in Argentina, resentment against the "Colossus of the
North" as we were called, because they aspired to be the great leader of Latin America, if not the
whole hemisphere, much more so than Brazil. And there was also a feeling against the
Americans, encouraged, I may say, also by the British because--

Q: Because the British had much influence there.
TRIMBLE: They had big influence in trade, and they owned the railroads and the--
Q: And many of the Argentine top leaders went to England to be educated.

TRIMBLE: Oh, yes. England or France. They didn't go to the United States. Very few went to the
United States. So there was competition with the British, a great deal. Germany was not so much,
because that was--Hitler had just come in and--

Q: And it was more Chile and other places.

TRIMBLE: Chile. But the Argentines, by and large, some of them aren't like this, but many of
them resented us, at least at the government level. Fortunately, Mr. Hull came down for the Pan
American Conference in Montevideo and did very well. He called on the heads of other
delegations rather than have them call on him as the senior foreign minister, and that helped a
great deal. And then President Roosevelt went down there--that was shortly after I was
transferred--and greatly impressed the Argentine Government and people.

Q: This was the Good Neighbor Policy, which--

TRIMBLE: It was the Good Neighbor Policy, which Mr. Welles had a great deal to do with,
Sumner Welles. In other words, we were looking more in that period, more and more towards
Latin America than towards Europe because of the isolationism, and we were making progress.
Even in Mexico, the feeling of the Mexicans against the United States was understandable,
rancor at what we had done in the past to Mexico, to take some of their land. But even our
relations with Mexico were improving. We had had several good ambassadors sent there by
President Hoover. And that was our whole emphasis. Most of our emphasis was Latin America.



Q: I'm just wondering, when you were in Argentina--I mean, obviously you were a young man
there, sort of your first really diplomatic type of assignment, as well as consular. But did you
have any feeling--something that's always puzzled me--how did you feel at that time about the
Argentines? Here they are, they've got a country that's full of wealth, all the best of--you might
say, western culture has come in, the education, and yet the place doesn't work. I mean, even
today--we're speaking of 1990--the place is practically falling apart. Why?

TRIMBLE: It's difficult to say. They were going ahead. They had very good school systems.
They had brought some teachers from New England back in the 1880s, and several were still
there when I was, but retired. They did much to further public education. Their universities were
fairly good, but they majored particularly--everyone had to be a lawyer or an engineer. You have
to have that title, one or the other. There wasn't as much in other fields.

Beginning in the 1880s a truly democratic system of government had developed, which was
good, but then came the depression. And, well, the economic situation declined, the military took
over. The military are not fitted to govern a country. The military is not equipped to run an
economy. There was also a feeling--there was a class relationship. There were very, very wealthy
people, there was a fairly large middle class and then a larger class of the peons, if you want to
call them. They were people in the interior that had very little wealth, very little money. And
there was a clash between these various groups. [Telephone Interruption] And they didn't pull
together as a team. And there was a great sense of nationalism, waiving the flag and also, I would
say, a feeling of resentment towards the United States and also, in a way, a resentment towards
Brazil, which was a bigger country and, of course, Portuguese rather than Spanish.

Then a final factor was that there had been such large immigration into Argentina of diverse
groups in a fairly limited period of time--I mean, 20, 30 years. There had always been the
Spanish, of course. Then the Italians came in and a lot of English, Scots and Germans. And each
group, they weren't assimilated at the time and they fell apart. The English people, some of them
were even proud of the fact that they couldn't speak Spanish and had their own little, to use the
German word "siedlung" for themselves. And the groups were still learning how to work
together.

As the economy started to deteriorate, which it did, various revolutions took place and Argentina
declined. And that is unfortunate because it is a wealthy country, a very wealthy country in
agriculture. It has a great deal of oil, although deficient in other minerals, but a fine country. And
the people are good, by and large. But they did not assimilate. It was too much of a melting pot in
too short a period. That's one explanation I would suggest.

JOHN T. FISHBURN
Labor Attache
Buenos Aires (1943-1944)



John T. Fishburn was one of the first Labor Attachés. He was interviewed by
James Shea in July 1991.

Q: This is an interview with John T. Fishburn, who was one of our first Labor Attachés and was
assigned to Buenos Aires in 1943 and 1944. John, how did you get into the labor attaché field?

FISHBURN: I went to Argentina in January of 1943 as an economist. I was working on
Argentine needs for finished industrial products from the United States, the same problem I had
worked on for two previous years in the Office of the Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs
from the American point of view. After being in Buenos Aires for about three months my natural
interest in social and political and labor problems came to the fore when I found that there was
no one in our Embassy paying organized attention to covering and reporting on social and
economic problems there, especially in connection with the labor movement. I asked my
superiors in the local embassy if they couldn't switch me to covering those fields either the labor
field and the closely related ones; I found out simultaneously that there had been established in
the Department of State in Washington under the leadership of Otis Mulliken, who was the
Director of what was then called ILH or the Office of International Labor, Social and Health
Affairs, not only a program for covering those fields outside the United States but also to recruit
and find persons qualified and interested to serve as Labor Attachés for the United States abroad.
I knew that they were considering people but had not yet selected any, so I volunteered to serve
as their first Labor Attaché in Buenos Aires if they approved. About two or three months later,
I'm not sure exactly what date, I received word that they would be glad to have me serve as labor
officer. They didn't use the title attaché then, for me at least, and I also found almost
simultaneously that Dan Horowitz had been appointed as our first formally selected labor officer
or labor attaché, I'm not sure which title he used, in Santiago, Chile. In a way the same thing was
happening over in London where Sam Berger had been serving in another capacity for the US
Government, informally as a contact with the labor people in Great Britain and so we really had
Otis Mulliken heading up the work from Washington with Dan Horowitz, Sam Berger and me
sort of all starting more or less at the same time in our various posts that I have mentioned.

I continued in that task in Buenos Aires until the former government of Argentina had been
overthrown by a military junta and a new administration established to replace the former
government. There was, for a space of a very few months, a labor minister who was very friendly
and pro-United States-whose name I haven't yet been able to remember-under the Government
which overthrew in turn the Castillo Government which had existed previously. At any rate after
a few months of having this friendly labor minister, Juan Domingo Peron decided that this was
the field that he was going to utilize. He had been so closely tied to the Germans rather than the
United States during the war and so unfriendly to the United States, that it didn't seem likely that
we would serve any useful purpose at all trying to work with Peron in the labor field. As a result I
asked if I could be transferred across the river to Montevideo as our Labor Attaché to Uruguay.
That was approved in Washington and after a year and a half in Argentina I transferred about the
middle of 1944 to Montevideo where I served as Labor Attaché for approximately a year. I then
returned to the United States to end that first temporary activity of mine as part of the labor
function in what was then the Foreign Service Auxiliary and of which I was a member during
that short period of the war. Almost immediately I came back into the labor field in the



Department of State working on Latin America under Otis Mulliken. After several years during
which I served as Labor Advisor to the Inter-American Section of the State Department. In
October 1957, I returned as a member of the full Foreign Service as Labor Attaché in Rio de
Janeiro for a period of six years, departing on home leave in October 1963.

Q: John, at the time you were in Buenos Aires and Montevideo what was the dominant political
persuasion of most of the labor leaders?

FISHBURN: In Buenos Aires at that time the C.G.T. in Buenos Aires and Argentina was
controlled by a combination of the Communists and non-Communists many of whom were
socialists. The Communists did have sort of the upper hand in a formal sense at the central
headquarters. However, almost from the time I began operating there, I found separate and
anti-Communist labor groups, the most notable of which was the Union of Municipal Workers in
Buenos Aires under Francisco Perez Leiros. Although Francisco had been a member of the
central C.G.T. while a Communist had been President, he was himself clearly inclined toward the
anti-Communist approach. I found working with him pleasant, in fact Mrs. Fishburn and I spent
ten days at the vacation colony of the Municipal Workers Union in Sal se Puedes, Argentina,
during 1944; this was a very pleasant vacation, and Perez Leiros later turned out to be a stalwart
supporter of the AFL-CIO in the inter-American labor field.

Q: Were the British active in any way in the Argentine trade unions?
FISHBURN: As far as I know, they had no contact with them at all.
Q: And was Perez Leiros a socialist or with the Argentine "radicales" as they called them?

FISHBURN: In my opinion and if my memory serves me correctly, he was a loyal member of a
socialist group and interested in collaborating with the United States when the time came.

Q: Do you recall a prominent Argentine socialist by the name of Palacios?

FISHBURN: Yes, Alfredo Palacios was a leading socialist leader and closely associated with the
labor movement. I had forgotten about him until you mentioned the name but he was there and
was very active and highly respected.

STANLEY J. DONOVAN
Air Attaché
Buenos Aires (1945-1948)

Stanley J. Donovan was born in Maine in 1910. He graduated from West Point in
1934 and served in the U.S. Air Force. His assignments abroad have included
Buenos Aires, Madrid, and Turkey. In 1996 he was interviewed by Charles Stuart
Kennedy.



DONOVAN: At that time, I was ordered to Argentina as Air attaché.
Q: Had you spoken Spanish before, or had learned Spanish?

DONOVAN: Well, mas o menos, mostly menos [more or less, mostly less]. I could maybe
say “Buenos dias [good day]” and “Buenos noches [good evening].”

Q: Could we talk about Argentina at that time? You were in Argentina from when to when?

DONOVAN: [ was in Argentina from... The war ended with Japan in 1945, and I went
immediately to Argentina. Peron was in an island prison on the river, and I think my first
night there, we were staying in the Alvear Palace Hotel in Buenos Aires, with a cobblestone
street right below my window, and about midnight, there was a terrific racket. It was Peron's
arrival, from the prison, to take over. The troops, horses and wagons, the works, made an
impressive entrance on the cobblestones.

Q: He'd been relieved?
DONOVAN: He'd been relieved, yes. He had decided to take over.

Q: Before you went to Argentina, Argentina, from the eyes of the Allies, played a very
dubious role during the war, I think it very grudgingly came in at the very end of the war, it's
German sympathies were not hidden during the whole war. What were your orders? To go to
a hostile place?

DONOVAN: I wouldn't say it was actually hostile, although there were a very great many
German sympathizers there. As a matter of fact, I've reached some of the real night of the
world classics, and when the Germans came by there, they were given receptions and all that,
they were treated like conquering heroes and all, but when I arrived there, I met one of the
German groups who owned some very large cattle ranches, and they were still 100% German,
but they were backing off a bit from the Nazi type. Before I left, I didn't see any indications of
anything but good faith on the part of the Germans that were there.

Q: What was your impression at that time, while you were there, this would be what, ‘45, 48
about, of the Argentine military?

DONOVAN: I think their military was a pretty strong outfit. The Army, I'm not sure about
the Navy, but their Army was in pretty good shape. Their Air Force was still flying rather
antiquated equipment, it would not have been a very effective force, in my opinion. But they
were, they were all right, I met a lot of them, that and I was in the Air force myself. I keep
saying Air Force, we didn't become the Air Force until about 1948, it was the Army Air
Corps then.

Q: Did you find that the Argentine military was interested in the way we fought our war? We



had gone from something like 17th largest army in the world to about the top of the heap
within a few years, were the Argentineans interested in what we had done?

DONOVAN: No, I didn't find anybody that was very interested in that. They were, I imagine
that they were really loathing, to not discussing that because they were not in a very good
position militarily. Peron, as you know, had been a Lieutenant Colonel in the Argentine army.

Q: What was your impression of how the Argentine military felt about Peron?

DONOVAN: I think they liked him very much. Of course, the descamisados were the real
power behind it, the shirtless ones. They really thought the world of him. And Evita, she
would appear, go to a factory. I had an American friend who was head of the telephone
factory, and she'd come out there and say "I want to talk to the people" unannounced, and she
would talk to the people and she'd appear, beautifully dressed, fur coat and everything, and I
thought that was rather silly of her to go out there before all these workers dressed like that,
because these were the poor workers and everything, but somebody told me that I was wrong,
she did that because almost every occasion she'd say "You too could have all of the things I
have if you go along with us." She was a pretty smart gal.

Q: Well, during this immediate postwar time, what would an American Air Attaché do in
Argentina?

DONOVAN: My job there was to get to know all I could about the Argentine Air Force,
which I did, and also incidentally, connected with that would be whatever you picked up
about the army and navy also. We would end, just kept as tight a look on what the air force
was up to as we possibly could. Report any changes in their makeup, report anything that, on
some of the people in there, what they were doing and if they were good at it or mediocre or
what. Just, in general, keep an eye on everything that was going on in the Argentine Air
Force. I had an airplane there, an old C-47 that was done up as a passenger, not as a freighter,
and so I flew around quite a bit in Argentina. Mr. James Bruce was our ambassador most of
the time I was there, and he and I visited just about every Army and Airbase and Navy
installation in Argentina, so much so that a lot of the people thought that Mr. Bruce and
Colonel Donovan were wasting their time doing everything with all these trips, and I reported
that to the ambassador, and he said "Good, let's keep them thinking that way. Meanwhile, you
and I know more authorities in Argentina and all the local governors, military commanders,
etc. That's fine, good for us." He really was a very good man.

WILLIAM P. STEDMAN, JR.
Vice Consul
Buenos Aires (1947-1950)

Ambassador William P. Stedman, Jr. was born in Maryland on January 1, 1923.
He went to the School of Advanced International Studies and to George



Washington University. He joined the Foreign Service in 1947. He served in
Buenos Aires, San Jose, Guatemala, Mexico City, Lima, and Bolivia. He served in
the ARA in Economic Policy, as a Country Director and as a Deputy Assistant
Secretary. He was interviewed by Charles Stuart Kennedy on February 23, 1989.

Q: How good was your training coming into the Foreign Service, what we call now the basic
officer course?

STEDMAN: As I recall now, the basic officer course was quite good in consular work. I recall it
being very practical and very useful. In my case, because I went to Buenos Aires immediately
thereafter and was doing consular work, it equipped me very well. I would say on other facets,
perhaps, maybe the domestic dimension of the United States and its social and economic
problems, it didn't offer as much as is now being offered.

I think the opportunity to hear from practitioners was good. We had ambassadors and senior
officers come talk to us, and we had a lot of interaction with them, too, I think that was really a
remarkable period for us. For example, George Kennan came and talked to our graduating class.
The informal give and take with the senior officers was very helpful.

Q: Looking over your first couple of assignments as a junior officer going first to Buenos Aires,
then San Jose, then Stuttgart, you came in, as did most of your class, having been in the military.
Did you find that your experience set you apart from many of your more senior officers in the
Foreign Service? Were they looking at a different world? Was there a difference, do you think?

STEDMAN: There may have been, but I must say that as a young person coming in, and with
this military service and being a traditionalist from a fairly conservative family, the notion of
absorbing impressions and responding to leadership and respecting the hierarchy was pretty deep.
Hence, I was more inclined to want to learn from those senior officers who knew the ropes, what
their attitudes and what their viewpoints were, and I guess mainly in the early years I was
interested in the whole mechanics of being a Foreign Service officer, rather than being a creator
or innovator in the policy sense. So I respected their experience and sought to learn from them as
a junior person in the ranks of the organization. It seemed to me there was an awful lot to learn.

Q: In a way, we're going to only touch rather lightly on the early part of your career. You ended
up as a specialist in Latin American affairs. How did this come about?

STEDMAN: Just before World War II, the United States created a Coordinator for
Inter-American Affairs, an Institute for American Affairs, that Nelson Rockefeller set up and was
head of. This was in the period when the United States was doing certain things on the
international scene, knowing that we were going to be involved more heavily, knowing that we
were going to be in the war, looking toward the Western Hemisphere as an area that we had to
understand better and shore up in the event we were involved in war. The coordinator put out a
whole lot of material--political, economic, cultural, and social--which filtered into the
universities. I just became fascinated with Latin America and the Latin American culture. I took
Spanish in college.



So my whole thought pattern then was a mixture of what my father had given me on Foreign
Service as a career, and Latin America as a coming area of interest on the part of the United
States. I was fortunate enough to be able to continue that after the war, at Hopkins, with Spanish
training and some good lectures on Latin America.

Q: Did you have the feeling that your class was getting divided up into specialists without
making deliberate choices?

STEDMAN: That's an interesting point, because I think that as I look back on it, while we all
believed in being generalists, many of us already had a geographic preference. You've already
interviewed some of my colleagues in my class. Bill Brewer was already interested in the Middle
East. We had others who were interested in Europe, others who were interested in the Far East,
and several of us were interested in Latin America. So there was a kind of geographic interest,
and I can't explain exactly why. But it seems to me that we had a devotion to the notion of being
generalists. Maybe there was a functional interest but clearly there was great interest in
specializing in certain geographic areas.

Q: If you had this interest, did you find that you had some control over where you were directed?

STEDMAN: I don't know whether I was just lucky, or whether it was the system or what, but it
seemed to me that most of us who were interested in Latin America were able to stay in Latin
America. I can't speak for the others, but I know that if one manifested a real strong interest and
preference, it seemed to me in those days you were able to get pretty much a fair share of your
assignments in the areas that you wanted.

Q: I notice that you were in Buenos Aires from 1947 to 1950, in Costa Rica from 1950 to 1952.
How did Latin America strike you in those two places, which are somewhat diverse, but also two
of the more prosperous areas of Latin America?

STEDMAN: They're so totally different. Argentina has within it the city of Buenos Aires, which
is one of the most magnificent cities of the world, a highly European-type city. At the time we
were there, they were suffering some shortages because of the war--shortages of electricity,
shortages of some manufactured paper-processed items. But by and large, it was a comfortable
place to live on the material side.

On the political side, this was the heyday of Peron and Evita. The atmosphere was distinctly one
of hostility toward the United States, and there was a focus on the American Embassy
symbolizing their very, very heavy efforts to be independent of, and run counter to, U.S. policy in
the hemisphere. This was a period after the Spruille-Braden efforts to try to get the pro-German
influence out of Argentine policy.

It was a period when we were trying to move back again into some kind of more diplomatic
posture with Argentina. But nonetheless, the hostility from the Perons and from Evita more
vigorously, in whipping up the crowd anger and hostility toward us, was something that you



would feel, something that was manifested in the Argentines tendency to not really want to be
very friendly with you, for fear of their own involvement with police and other security forces.

Costa Rica, in contrast, is a small, delightful, rural, totally democratic, open society, very friendly
to the United States, singularly not imbued with any kind of inferiority complex with regard to
the United States. An individual Costa Rican, an individual American, are able to deal on an
even basis, wide open.

As a member of the embassy in Buenos Aires, your level of contact is relatively low in the
government or in society. In Costa Rica, the very first week, Ambassador Joe Flack took me to
call on the foreign minister. You became friends with the president. You'd know everybody. Our
embassy and our mission was so tiny that when you had a get-together, you always had local
nationals.

At that point I discovered something that I liked, and continue to like, in my career in Latin
America, and that is the intimate involvement on economic and financial development activities.
That you couldn't get very much into in Argentina, but when you get into the smaller countries,
the United States can be cooperative, one can be involved in focusing on their problems and
trying to be helpful. This kind of intense personal association on a cooperative effort to solve
problems in countries in the hemispheres is what motivated me to keep on in the region.

Q: Even as a relatively junior officer, were you involved on the economic side in Costa Rica?

STEDMAN: In Costa Rica, I was in the economic office, not that I had any particular graduate
training of any depth in the field, but some of the work that one does on trade matters can be
done by a generalist. I was reporting on coffee without knowing much about agriculture,
reporting on cocoa beans without ever having seen one before, getting into the commercial area,
getting into activities such as came upon us when the Korean War broke out and we had to look
at the shortages of supply, what materials would Costa Rica need. Then Point Four was
announced by President Truman. Our little economic assistance mission was getting bigger, and |
was more or less the liaison between the embassy and the Point Four people. That got me into
this kind of feeling of "this is where there is some real action to make a contribution," rather than
just simply writing reports and analyzing, which I believe is very vital, but I liked the action and
the involvement.

Q: Rather than the more passive being the observer.

STEDMAN: That's right.

Q: 1'd like to return to Argentina. You were a brand-new officer in a hostile environment. Who
was our ambassador then?

STEDMAN: When I landed there, it was James Bruce, a political appointee from Maryland,
brother of David Bruce. James Bruce was a banker, a businessman, had been in a large dairy
association, a Democrat, and he was selected as the political appointee to try to do some building



of bridges with the Argentine. He tried, but I would say that our policy was not overly successful
at the time, because Per6n didn't really want it.

Q: You were doing consular work at that time, but were there any efforts made on the embassy's
part to try to breach through this wall of hostility? Were you getting any instructions? Did you
and the other officers try to get through to the more democratic groups within the Argentine
society?

STEDMAN: In the consular section we were encouraged to do the best we could with those
people that we were normally and appropriately going to deal with. We were expected to be able
to maintain good contact with people in immigration, in customs, in big shipping companies and
the whole maritime field. We were not used as political penetrators as much as we were being
used to try to make sure that the level of contact which was appropriate to us was a good one. |
must say that doing visas, while that's usually portrayed as a fairly perfunctory and routine
service, I met and learned to know many very interesting people with whom I did become very
friendly. A case in point, a woman who was on the editorial staff of La Prensa newspaper.

I did do a little political work toward the end of my stay, and I was the biographic data reporting
officer. At that time I went around to see this lady that I'd met, when I'd handled her visa case,
and she opened up the morgue of La Prensa newspaper to me for my biographic data collection,
which was all an above-board operation. This opened a gold mine to us to go into the files of La
Prensa and extract monumental quantities of public information about Argentine figures, which
we didn't have other access to. Curiously enough, one day when I was in the morgue copying
things out of the file, Perdn's police intervened La Prensa newspaper and shut it down. It was
only by five minutes or so that [ was able to walk out the door without being apprehended by the
police inside the morgue.

HENRY DEARBORN
Argentine Desk Officer
Washington, DC (1947-1952)

Director, Office of South American Affairs
Washington, DC (1952-1955)

Mpr. Dearborn was born and raised in Massachusetts and educated at Dartmouth
College and Yale Law School. A Latin American specialist, he served in
Barranquilla and Bogota, Columbia; Manta and Guayaquil, Ecuador, Lima,
Peru; Santa Domingo, Dominican Republic; and Mexico City, Mexico. In Santa
Domingo, Bogota and Mexico City, he served as Deputy Chief of Mission. In his
Washington assignments, Mr. Dearborn dealt with matters concerning countries

in Latin America. Mr. Dearborn was interviewed by Charles Stuart Kennedy in
1991.



Q: Spruille Braden was quite a figure, and I guess you had to deal with him later on when he
was in his role as ambassador in Argentina?

DEARBORN: Braden, who had been an ambassador in Argentina, hated Juan Peron with a
passion. In fact Peron always said that Braden was his opposition in the election when he was
elected.

Q: Yeah, I heard people say they were down there and saw signs saying “Peron, Si. Braden,
No”.

DEARBORN: Exactly. Ambassador Messersmith was talking to Peron, and Peron was still
saying nasty things about Braden. He said, Mr. President why don’t you forget about Braden.
Don’t carry on this feud, you know. Peron said, I don’t have anything against Braden, he elected
me! [laughter] Braden, when he was in Argentina, had such a sense of mission in getting this
man defeated not elected, that he went beyond what an ambassador is supposed to be doing, you
know. But I talked to people a year or so later when I was down in Argentina who had been in the
embassy with him, especially I’'m thinking of one of the political reporters. He said, we all knew
that Peron was going to be elected, but Braden never saw it. We’d come back and tell him what
they were saying in the hinterland, and he just insisted up till the end that whatever his name was
who was running against Peron was going to win.

Then the Braden/Messersmith feud was...Harry Truman got so fed up with them. You know,

used to write, he never said anything...lets say anything he ever said was in about 12
pages, could’ve been put in one. But then he’d make copies, and he’d send them everywhere
from the president down to the desk officer, and they would all come and file up by my desk of
course. But Harry Truman, I remember I think it was in June or July of 47, Harry Truman got
fed up with this and he fired both of them on the same day.

Q: Well, you then were transferred over to the Argentine desk, when?
DEARBORN: Well, probably was in the spring of ’47.

Q: How did we view the situation from Washington in Argentina at that time? What were
American interests?

DEARBORN: During the war there had been a lot of sympathies for the Nazis, the Axis in
Argentina. Peron himself, I think he used that. He was virtually pro or anti anything except
himself but he used this to keep us off balance. In addition to that, he wanted a country very
proud of itself and not accepting help from anybody and as a result of that we didn’t have any
helpful missions. We didn’t have any military missions, we didn’t have any aid programs...so in
that sense relationships, in the point of view of the desk officer, were rather simple. A certain
degree of hostility can make relations simpler rather than complicated. As I say, Messersmith
tried to make things easier but, I remember one day he went in to see Peron and Peron was being
difficult. He said, you know Mr. President I have always tried to be your friend, I am your friend,
I’ve always tried to be a friend, but you’re making it awfully difficult for me to be your friend



[laughter]. I remember that letter. When Eddie Miller was assistant secretary, he made a trip
down there and he made a special effort to get along, to find areas of agreement or something.
For a while he thought he was having some success, I’ll always remember this, he sent a telegram
back. Things had gotten a little better. They had had a big banquet and everything was going fine,
so he sent a telegram back. Dean Acheson was Secretary of State at the time, and he said the
honeymoon is still on. Not much of a honeymoon, but anyway Peron was being good at the time.
So, the honeymoon is still on. So I wrote a telegram back, and when it went up for clearance by
Dean Acheson, Dean Acheson added another sentence to the end of the telegram, which I always
remembered. He said, I’'m glad the honeymoon is still on but what I wanted to know is which is
the bride and which is the groom? [laughter]

Q: You were there what, '47 to —

DEARBORN: ’47, ’48, ’49...I’m trying to think, I think I was on the desk five years. Probably
until ’52 when I went on to be office chief, which Argentina was still my main concern.

Q: The Cold War was beginning to develop then. Were we beginning to get concerns about
communist influence, soviet menace in the area at that time?

DEARBORN: Yes. We were, we were sort of...let’s see. We were watching for it. I remember

and Ken Oakley made a trip around South America visiting all the countries,
looking into that very question. That was, it’s hard for me to remember just what years that was,
but it was probably between ’50 and...the first parts of the ‘50s.

Q: What was the result, do you remember?

DEARBORN: Nothing, you know, nothing like about to take over, but it was something that
worried us enough. Ken Oakley, who made this trip, was a rather low-level officer so it
wasn’t...it obviously hadn’t become important enough to send a top ranking officer. He just
came back, talked to embassies about what was going on in that field and came back and
reported what he’d found. It was later when we became more excited about it, as Castro got

going —

Q: Well, Latin America had been sort of the personal bailiwick of J. Edgar Hoover and the FBI
during the war, and the CIA and the OAS was elsewhere. Did you still find that FBI was carrying
on any intelligence role in that area?

DEARBORN: Well, certainly when I was in Ecuador it was the FBI. Yeah, it was the FBI. What
did they call themselves? They called themselves the legal attaché. That was the title they gave
themselves.

Q: They still call themselves legal attachés —

DEARBORN: Well yeah —



BOTH: But they do it different —

DEARBORN: The legal attaché in Mexico has a tremendous office, and he spends most of his
time on police type matters —

Q: Yeah —

DEARBORN: And tries to stay out of the way of CIA. But in Argentina, CIA had an office,
because I can’t really remember dates too well, when they switched from one to the other.

Q: Just sort of a feel, was there...but you weren’t getting emanations out of Argentina that we
should be worried about the communist menace, it was more we didn’t like Peron and his way of
doing things?

DEARBORN: Yeah, well Peron was taking opposite positions to us in many things. U.S.
business in Argentina was having a hard time with him, and in the United Nations and so forth he
was not cooperative. Our efforts were to win him over if we could, and sometimes we did it
better than others, but overall it was sort of, it was difficult. And then partly because we didn’t
have any —

Q: Aid program or anything like that.

DEARBORN: No. We didn’t have any leverage with him. But one interesting thing,
anecdote...Peron had not, Argentina had not, signed the Rio Treaty. It was one of the few Latin
American countries which had not signed the Rio Treaty.

Q: The Rio Treaty being the one —

DEARBORN: It’s the Western Hemisphere’s NATO. It’s a multilateral defense treaty. We were
going into the Korean War in 1950, and Stanton Griffis was ambassador in Argentina. He knew
one of his missions was to get Argentina to ratify the Rio Treaty. And we were especially
interested in it because of the Korean War. We wanted to put up a solid front. So, one night about
7 o’clock a cable came from Stanton Griffis saying, Peron has promised me that tomorrow the
Argentine congress will ratify the Rio Treaty. Well, you know in a democracy he wouldn’t really
know before congress acted what was going to happen. But he promised me, and then he said,
please inform President Truman immediately.

So, everybody had gone home in the Department. I was there late working on something. So I
thought, how am I going to inform President Truman immediately? Well, there was only way I
knew of, so I picked up the phone and dialed the White House. And a man answered whose name
was Hopkins, not Harry Hopkins but someone else, I guess a liaison officer in the White House. 1
said look, I'm all alone out here in the State Department and this came in today I’d have to write
a memo and get it cleared 10 times —

Q: Oh yeah —



DEARBORN: I said Ambassador Griffis says tomorrow Argentina is going to ratify the Rio
Treaty, the Congress, and he wants the President to know it immediately. He says, alright I’11 tell
him, and hung up. And next morning, Truman had an early press conference. Well, I guess it
wasn’t early, it probably about 11 o’clock. One of the first people said to him, do you have any
comments on Argentina...did you know Argentina has ratified the Rio Treaty? And Truman
says, oh I knew all about that last night! I thought it was sort of ironical because it gave away any
of Peron’s pretensions of being a democracy, you know. It was always, dictators always seemed
to want to maintain some semblance of democracy.

Q: Well, in this time when you were, particularly during this time when you were on the
Argentine desk, but maybe there was spillover before, McCarthyism was going at full tilt —

DEARBORN: Yes.

Q: But also maybe a little bit before too, did this affect you? How did it feel being in this
particular period?

DEARBORN: I don’t remember being affected. I certainly wasn’t affected by anything I was
doing. I remember being horrified by it. I remember reading all the exploits of these two fellows,
what were their names? Cohn and Schine.

Q: Cohn and Schine, yeah.
DEARBORN: And I felt it, but I don’t ever remember —

Q: Well also did you feel that being a Latin American specialist, this was not the focus. I mean,
the focus was more on the European/Asian side too or not —

DEARBORN: Maybe that was it. But I do remember when he died. I remember I was at a party
at a Dutch home in Lima when McCarthy died and the news came and somebody came in and
said they’d just heard it. It was a cocktail party, and I always remembered there was silence.
Nobody knew what to say, and I guess there were probably some pro-McCarthy and anti-
McCarthy people. There were a lot of business people around. And the head of the National City
Bank in Lima at the time was a fellow by the name of Laurent Biggs, and I always remember
after this deathly silence, he said in a loud voice, well I don’t know about anybody else but I'm
glad! [laughter] That was my last recollection of McCarthy. But I remember being horrified by it,
and I remember the suffering, not for myself but for everybody else —

Q: But you weren’t seeing your working colleagues in the Latin American side dropping by the
wayside in all of this-

DEARBORN: No, no because [ wasn’t an old China hand, or anything like poor John Service.

Q: Well then —



DEARBORN: I will say...now one of the leading victims of McCarthy lived in Lima when I was
there. That was John Paton Davies.

Q: Yes. He went down and sort of set up business and all that —

DEARBORN: Yeah, he was living there. In fact, that’s the place I knew him. I didn’t know him
before that.

Q: Well, then you moved to River Plate affairs, that would be what. Uruguay —
DEARBORN: Paraguay —

Q: Well, Paraguay, Uruguay —

DEARBORN: And Argentina.

Q: Argentina.

DEARBORN: But what happened there was, you know, I’d spend about 90% of my time on
Argentina still.

Q: Were you bumping up against the Argentine desk or -?

DEARBORN: No, no, no the Argentine desk, I picked him so I didn’t have any problems with
him. No, relationships in the bureau were great. I don’t ever remember in all of my 11
years...there was a lot of interesting things about them, but I don’t remember —

Q: You didn’’t find, you know, identifying yourself with one area and up against people of other
areas. I suppose part of this was we weren’t handing out lots of projects and money down in that
particular area, were we or-?

DEARBORN: Our bureau, I was talking about within the bureau. I guess the bureau, at times
they would have differences, like with the economic areas, trying to convince them to do this or
that, trying to get them to not put countervailing duties [Spanish name] from Uruguay or
[Spanish name] from Paraguay. I remember another Christmas Eve spending with, oh what was
his name...in the White House...Eisenhower’s right hand man, White House —

Q: Governor of Massachusetts?

DEARBORN: No not him. But anyway, over a question of countervailing duties of railway ties
from Uruguay and it was a deadline for some reason and we had to, we were trying to
persuade...we, and I think agriculture, and I don’t know who else met with him, I think it was
Christmas Eve. Trying to persuade him to side with us —



Q: If I recall, I think I ran across this in another interview, there was a Senator in Mississippi or
something who was very much involved because of the lumber industry there. I can’t remember
what it was, but it became a political within the United States —

DEARBORN: Uhm-Hmm. I have a hard time remembering...yeah —

Q: I think Robert Woodward was talking about this as a, as one of his big problems because of —
DEARBORN: When he was assistant secretary?

Q: Yeah, either that or ambassador down there for a little while.

DEARBORN: He was in Costa Rica, oh Uruguay, that’s right! Yeah, he’d remember better.

Q: Well, how did you feel about, while you were in ARA during this time both under Truman and
the early Eisenhower period. I mean this was a period of great growth and concerns, Europe
particularly and then the Korean War. Did you feel that Latin America was sort of off to one
side, that you weren’t getting the attention that it deserved?

DEARBORN: Well, I didn’t feel that because...it’s true that we were sort of off to the side, but I
don’t think we always knew that [laughter]. And under Eddie Miller for example, he was very
close to Dean Acheson. I think we had an advantage over some of the other departments because
of Eddie Miller and Dean Acheson’s personal relationship helped us a lot. He wouldn’t go
through under secretaries and things, he’d go right to the secretary. I remember once he walked
out of a staff meeting of all the under secretaries because he thought they were slighting Latin
America in their comments. He said, I’'m not going to sit around and listen to this, and he walked
out. But no, I don’t think we felt neglected. See, these were days when we needed Latin America.
I think it’s been worse since because we haven’t needed them all that much. But in wartime we
needed them. Well this was after the war, to be sure.

I don’t want to hop around too much, but one thing with Peron that I might mention, he was very
anxious to have international recognition at the highest levels and be an important player on the
world stage. So he announced that he was developing a nuclear facility at Bariloche, in the
western part of Argentina. And that he had this German scientist who was developing it. He
timed the announcement to coincide with the meeting of all the foreign ministers of Latin
American in Washington at the time in order to give him a special [laughter]. Tricks like that he
would play, you know.

Q: Were you at all concerned at the time about Nazi war criminals in Argentina?

DEARBORN: Yes, not only Nazis but I think we were more concerned about the pro-Nazi
Argentineans. We blamed them for a lot of our difficulties because they were in the cabinet, and
they were in position to, you know, to influence. The minister of, I forget what they call it,
government or interior or something, he was a particular thorn in our flesh. But it was very hard,
with Mexico too, it was hard to tell whether somebody was anti-U.S. or just strong nationalists.



That might have been true to some extent in Argentina. Argentina’s always had a strong feeling
of nationalism, especially in connection with its relations with the U.S. They have not wanted to
be dominated by us. Personality wise, before I ever came on the stage during international
meetings we’d had trouble with Argentina. From our point of view, just being obnoxious, but it
hasn’t always been smooth sailing. In fact, I think it’s better now than it has been.

LESTER MALLORY
Deputy Chief of Mission
Buenos Aires (1948-1953)

Ambassador Lester Mallory entered the Foreign Agricultural Service in 1931 and
became a Foreign Service Olfficer in 1939. His career included assignments in
France, Mexico, Cuba, and Argentina, and ambassadorships to Jordan and
Guatemala in 1959. Ambassador Mallory was interviewed by Hank Zivetz in
1988.

Q: In what capacity did you go to Argentina?
MALLORY: Counselor.
Q: Were you in the political section?

MALLORY: In the old days you had one Counselor; now you have lots of them. I was the DCM.
Actually, I was kicked upstairs. The ambassador to Cuba hated my guts, because he was trying to
get away with a lot of things which were illegal, and I was trying to hold the staff together.

Anyway, [ went to Argentina by ship--a nice trip. The ambassador was Jim Bruce. He was only
there a month before he left, and I was in charge again. No big problems; things were quiet. We'd
had a bad time with Peron because Spruille Braden had been ambassador, really fought an
election against Peron, and tried to defeat him at the polls. He lost. And the popular thing was
Peron si Braden no!

Anyway, nothing big was going on, and we didn't have any great problems with Argentina.
Really there wasn't much to be done about anything. Peron was spinning in the saddle, but unless
we were going to put an all-out effort to get him thrown out, we just had to ride with him--which
we did.

We had quite a large staff. We did a lot of economic reporting. We did a fair amount of political
reporting, although there wasn't much of an opposition to report on. We had quite a consular
section. Anyway, we had a busy shop.

The social life was awful. There were 103 foreign representations, and each one of them had a
national day--that means two a week. Besides, it was a time of lots of social activity. The only



way I could keep alive was to insist--personally and with my wife--that my weekends were
sacred; I would not accept anything on the weekend. However a lot of those things were useful.
You'd go to a cocktail party and you'd see the Uruguayan, the Frenchman, the Italian, and so on;
you'd exchange all the gossip you could.

[Tape interrupted, tape difficulties]

MALLORY: I think what we need to mention is the rather quiet policy time we had. Previously,
Spruille Braden had been ambassador to Argentina, and had himself tried to oppose the election
of Peron. This caused a great deal of internal trouble, because no foreigner could come and tell
an Argentine what to do. The popular theme on the street was Peron si, Braden no!. After Braden
left, he was replaced by George Messersmith, I think. There was an interregnum of professional
quiet. Then he was replaced by Jim Bruce.

I arrived in Argentina one month before Bruce left. He took me over--after a week--to meet
Peron. And since Bruce did not speak Spanish, he asked me to translate. I told Peron that my
Spanish wasn't that good; I wouldn't translate word for word, but I would try to give him the gist
of what was going on. It wasn't until a long time later that I found out Peron understood English
very well. But there was a secondary effect; because of that, I think, Peron had always accepted
me at face value, and did not mistrust me. On a number of occasions, on which I had to see him
over the years, we were able to sit down and talk right across the table, without anything being
covered up.

There was a certain amount of anti-American feeling running around, particularly among the
Peronistas. We had a few bombs, none of which were lethal; destructive of things like the library.
We had a continual stream of people from the American press, who came down to see these
horrible people, Juan and Evita Peron; they tried to get something on them, to publish. This didn't
wash very well, and caused us some trouble, because their reports back home were all pretty well
written with a certain amount of malice.

We had one particular case, [ well remember. At the time when Messersmith came
back--following his retirement from the service--my wife and I put on a dinner at the residence,
where we invited the Perons, the minister of defense, and so on. And the atmosphere was
absolutely frigid, because that day an American press correspondent had been thrown in the
hoosegow. As I remember, it was New York News. As usual in cases like that, the whole press
got in an uproar, and filled the wires. Fortunately, Messersmith, who had been able to talk pretty
frankly to Evita previously, took her off into one corner after the dinner, and talked at some
length. The next day, the man was released from jail. Our role in that, as far as [ know, was never
reported; and it's just as well, because all it would have done was more press speculation on what
we were doing there.

Q: What do you man by that?

MALLORY: Why did the American embassy do this now, and not at other times? Why don't we
do this now, and so on? You're always under suspicion.



Q: Suspicion that you were playing games?
MALLORY: That we weren't being tough enough with Peron.
Q: But in this case you did achieve the release of this guy.

MALLORY: Yes, fortunately, George was there, and I don't think my clout would have been big
enough to do it. But he had those previous relations with Evita, and it worked. George had been
ambassador previously, and come back on a visit.

Of course, we had an amazing amount of visitors of one kind or another.

Of course, the big event in the time I was there was the death of Evita. She had cancer of the
uterus, and had let it go, not checked on it. They finally brought a medical man down from the
States--a distinguished surgeon--and he checked her and left. She lasted a while longer, and then
passed on. The scenes, which are amply reported in the press, we don't need to go into. But the
streets were filled with mourners, day and night.

Q: The fact that an American doctor had seen her; had the embassy had anything to do with
this?

MALLORY: The embassy had nothing to do with it. We didn't know the guy was coming until
he arrived. By great good fortune, at that time Ellsworth Bunker was ambassador. He knew the
name. He knew what flight the man was leaving on, so he went out personally to the airport, and
got a private briefing. But that's the only contact we were able to make. There's usually a way to
do something, but sometimes you have to be rather adroit about it.

CLARENCE A. BOONSTRA
Agriculture Attaché
Buenos Aires (1949-1952)

Mpr. Boonstra was born in 1914 and raised in Michigan. He earned degrees from
Michigan State College and Louisiana State University and later pursued studies
at the Universities of Michigan, Wisconsin and Chicago. An agriculture
specialist, Mr. Boonstra served in Havana, Manila Lima, Buenos Aires and Rio
de Janeiro, variously as Agriculture Officer and Agricultural Attaché. He served
as Deputy Chief of Mission in Rio de Janeiro and Mexico City, and from 1967 to
1969 Mr. Boonstra was the United States Ambassador to Costa Rica. Mr.
Boonstra was first interviewed in 1989 by Donald Barnes and again in 2006 by
Allan Mustard, W. Garth Thorburn and James E. Ross.

BONSTRA: Subsequently, I came back to Latin America where their economies were dominated



by United States post-war activities. As Agricultural Attaché in Argentina, we had a major
interest in coordinating food supplies in the post-war era for the European countries. There was
great European competition for limited food supplies and Argentina was trying to take advantage
of this by high prices and exploitation of European markets funded by US post-war assistance.
We were both competitors and funders so Argentina had to observe our actions at all times;
similarly, we were interested in observing Argentina's practices. During the Marshall Plan years
while I was in Argentina, the European countries, including the British food mission there, the
Dutch, the Belgian, the French, had to work closely with the American Embassy. We would try
to coordinate, as best possible, their procurement of Argentine supplies.

Q: That was a time when the Perons were in power for the long stretch, as I recall. Can you tell
us anything about your relationship with the government or with them as persons.

BOONSTRA: It was a very interesting relationship, particularly for me. Agricultural statistics
were declared by Peron to be state secrets. There were five-year jail terms established for anyone
who published or disclosed these secrets. Argentina was trying to hide the total quantities
available. My particular interest was to acquire the pertinent statistics. At one point, when the
Department of Agriculture in Washington published--with my name attached--my own
formulation of these statistics, the local newspaper Democracia with banner headlines called for
my expulsion from the country for espionage. It so happened that at the same time my wife and I
were invited to a large reception at the Casa Rosada. I asked my Ambassador whether I should
attend being that they had my name on the front pages for expulsion. He said, well, if they do
these things, they are playing both sides so go ahead and see what happens. That evening, |
climbed the Casa Rosada stairs along with my wife, we shook hands with the President and Evita
Peron and stopped for a chat in the receiving line. I ventured the remark that I felt a little strange
about being there because the newspaper Democracia, which is known as the government
spokesman, had called for my expulsion that very morning. The President laughed and said, well
you people shouldn't be so brash as to attach names to such reports. We expect this is what you
do but to have your name attached as the Embassy official, that's not very nice really. We don't
feel too badly about it but your government must learn not to do things like that. I said, I'm very
happily settled here in Argentina. Peron said, don't worry, the story will appear for another day or
two and then you will hear nothing more about it. And that's exactly what happened.

Another aspect of interest in Argentina was a special relationship attributable to my first wife,
who later died. She came from a Cuban family and was one of only two women in the embassy
who spoke fluent Spanish, thus Evita seemed to feel comfortable with her. The Peron
government was trying to keep its distance from the Ambassador and made it very difficult for
the Ambassador to obtain appointments with the President and even with the Foreign Minister.
Nevertheless, the Peron establishment, while officially somewhat hostile to the United States,
understood the need for communication and cooperation and certain types of negotiations that
were helpful to them, so they would choose rather strange methods of communication. Often they
wouldn't see the Ambassador but Evita would get in touch with my wife and we found ourselves
being the transmitter of messages. It was a strange arrangement at an embassy to go through the
Agricultural Attaché but that's the way it was often done. When they wanted it done that way,
that's the way we did it.



ANGIER BIDDLE DUKE
Staff Aide
Buenos Aires (1949-1952)

Ambassador Angier Biddle Duke was born in New York, New York in 1915. His
Foreign Service career included positions in El Salvador, Washington, DC,
Spain, Denmark, Argentina, and an ambassadorship to Morocco. Ambassador
Duke was interviewed in 1989 by John McKesson.

Q: Perhaps you would like to begin by giving something about your experiences in your first two
posts, in Argentina and Spain?

DUKE: I would like to emphasize, John, that I had close working experience with all sections of
the embassy in Buenos Aires. I was named staff aide to Ambassador Griffis in Argentina and
Special Assistant to the Ambassador while in Spain. I interacted with USIA, the Political
Section, the CIA, and all elements from the top to bottom which gave me a really significant
opportunity to be substantively involved in the work of the Foreign Service and with the officers
of the Foreign Service. This gave me a point of view of the Service that I think is somewhat
unique, and certainly stood me in tremendously good stead when I had the opportunity to have
missions of my own.

CARL F. NORDEN
Vice Consul
Buenos Aires (1949-1952)

Carl F. Norden was the son of the inventor of the most famous bombing device in
World War II. He worked for the City Bank for six years in New York, Paris, and
London. He took the Foreign Service exam in 1932 and went to Harvard, where
he earned an M.A. in political science and economics. He entered the Foreign
Service in 1938 and went to Berlin. He subsequently served in Prague,
Paramaribo, Bari, Havana, Santiago, Buenos Aires, Caracas, Madrid, Tehran,
Paris, GATT (Geneva), and Caracas. He was interviewed by Ambassador Horace
Torbert on May 2, 1991.

Q: Well, let's go on then to your Latin American post. We had touched considerably on Cuba,
and very slightly on Chile and Buenos Aires. You wanted to explain Argentina.

NORDEN: I was sent to Argentina from Chile. When I went to Chile, I knew that I was not going
to remain there, but was going to Argentina, that Chile was a stopgap and I was to use my strong
points, which were finance, in Chile, because Chile was having inflation problems. I was



working on that. And I had a hell of a good time. The reason I was to go to Argentina was that
Peron had accumulated a very large, for those days, couple-hundred-million-dollar commercial
debt, which he couldn't pay. He wasn't paying his debts.

Q: This was to American banks, more or less, or American firms?

NORDEN: Firms. And my job was to watch that and sort of help push it along so that our guys
would get it. Eventually the Export-Import Bank decided to give the Argentines a substantial
loan toward payment of these debts, and my business was to keep reporting on how it was going,
you know.

Q: At that time, was Peron as antagonistic as he somewhat later became?

NORDEN: Well, not quite. We brought that on. We snubbed him. We snubbed him and he was
sore about it.

Q: Now when you first went there, the ambassador was Bruce, at that time, was it?

NORDEN: I had three of them.

Q: Stanton Griffis and Bunker, I guess.

NORDEN: Yes, a great assortment. Bunker was marvelous, of course.

Q: I knew Bunker slightly later, and he was an absolutely...

NORDEN: A great gentleman. A great, great gentleman. Bruce, of course, was a different case.
He was jealous of his elder brother in London, and so he was always trying to make the press.
And his way of making the press was to drop by my office at about 10:30 and say, "Carl,"
(whatever the topic was) "I'd like you to do a paper on such and such. Label it Top Secret." And
then about 11:00 o'clock, I'd turn it in, and he'd pass it around to the press. He was quite a
character.

Q: I never knew about this until now about James.

NORDEN: The minor Bruce.

Q: Yes. I somehow rather never... Had he been a career officer at one time, too?

NORDEN: No.

Q: His brother had, of course, been one.

NORDEN: He was riding his brother's coattail. The third guy, Stanton Griffis, he was a special
guy. He was a Hollywood type, and he had the greatest collection of "nieces" in the United



States, which used to have the run of the embassy, around which he would chase them.
Q: He came to Spain a little after I was there, after this happened.

NORDEN: Well, you know whereof I speak.

Q: And I heard a great many stories also... But he was kind of an interesting...
NORDEN: He was a damn smart fellow.

Q: Yes, very smart.

NORDEN: And he had the guts to say the un-sayable, that Peron was probably necessary from
the point of view of social reform in Argentina. He had the guts to say it, but since the American
press was violently anti-Perdn, it was tricky stuff to say it.

Q: Well, he could afford to. This is one of the advantages of a political ambassador, if you get a
good one.

NORDEN: Yes, that's right.

Q: Your service there, in trying to control and watch this desk, consisted of reporting and
consulting with bankers?

NORDEN: Oh, yes. I went much further than that, of course, beyond my instructions. As the
ambassador said, "This is such a rich country, only a genius could ruin it. Unfortunately, Perén is
a genius." Well, I wrote a good many despatches about his talent for lousing things up, and I said
that it would be years before the country got over the mischief that Peron had started.

You see, Peron was into something that never works. He was a guns and butter man. They army
was madly jealous of Brazil and scared to death of them -- Brazil growing by leaps and bounds
by comparison with Argentina. Therefore, the policy was to artificially build up industry in
Argentina. And the only way they could do that was to overtax the agriculture, which was very
expensive. And the fact is that Argentina, to this day, has not gotten over Perdn.

He nationalized things. The British had a lot of investments there, and they were selling them
out, and they sold them out to Perdn. The railways, the streetcars, and the gas company were all
British, you see.

Q: We had the phone company, I take it...
NORDEN: Yes, IT&T, yes. The nationalization worked this way: when they nationalized

anything, they immediately built a large building and they filled it full of bureaucrats. Whatever
he touched, he ruined.



Q: Even Lyndon Johnson, I think, found this out, although he was not quite as extreme at that
point. ...he had to prove it could happen in this country...

NORDEN: Oh, God, yes.

Q: That was the guns and butter part of it... Then you stayed in Argentina for...?
NORDEN: Three years.

Q: Three years, so that was really a fairly substantial...

NORDEN: Rather long. Rather long. It was very dull, because when you first got there, you
made a diagnosis, in effect. You could see it was a sick country, and you wrote up why it was a
sick country. Having made that diagnosis, there was nothing else but to keep repeating it. You
had nothing new to say.

EUGENE KARST
Press Officer, USIS
Buenos Aires (1950-1952)

Eugene Karst joined the OWI after being unable to join the military and stayed
with USIA after WWII. His posts included San Francisco, Washington, DC, the
Philippines, Argentina, El Salvador, Brazil, and Paraguay. Eugene interviewed
himself.

Next assignment: the embassy in Buenos Aires. Juan Domingo Peron was in power, aided by
Evita. They were carrying on a small but continuing anti-American campaign. They had
forbidden the newspapers and radio stations to accept or use any USIS material (There was
no TV then.). We had phonograph records of American music to offer the radio stations, and
of course we had daily news material coming to us every day. So, what does a press officer
do when his hands are tied?

We came up with the idea of a monthly magazine, appealing to the public, but sold on
Argentine newsstands. We came about this idea shortly after my arrival in Argentina in
November, 1950. The public affairs officer, my superior, and I attended embassy staff
meetings every week. Before long, I told the embassy officers about our plan to publish a
magazine which would sell for a modest amount, trying to get our message out about U.S.
policies, culture, and background.

Meanwhile, I was asking the State Department for special material, letting them know our
intentions for using this material--photos, etc. The embassy at the time was headed by a
charge d'affaires; we had no ambassador. The charge d'affaires, Lester DeWitt Mallory, was
not sympathetic to the USIS branch of the embassy. Personally, I believe there was jealousy



among him and the other "old line" Foreign Service people who regarded USIS as a new,
upstart organization. We had our separate work. We happened at the time to have a generous
"representation allowance." This enabled us to entertain Argentine officials without having to
dig into our own pockets. We had our own budget, separate from the budget of the other parts
of the embassy. Their hidden hostility was quiet because of our distinguished public affairs
officer, my superior. He had been Minister to Bolivia, Minister to Portugal, and before that,
Dean of the Rice University in Houston.

Our magazine, Informaciones, appeared for the first time on February 1. I sent copies to each
of the embassy officers. In the staff meeting, I asked for comment and suggestions on how we
could improve on the content of the magazine. I got no reaction, no response. Next issue,
March 1, shortly after then the PAO took off on home leave. His ship was hardly out of the
harbor when the administrative section of the embassy began to throw obstacles in the path of
Informaciones. Did I have permission of the State Department to publish a magazine? What
were we doing with all the money received from the sale of the magazine? And other
questions of the kind.

I assured them that there was plenty of precedent for a USIS magazine being published in
other posts. We had received up to then only a small part of the money from the sales, and
every penny could be accounted for. I had deliberately NOT asked for permission, believing
my request would bring about a delay, but saying I thought the Department already had tacitly
approved of the plan by sending us photos and other materials for use in the new magazine.

So it went, problems with the administration people until we had a new ambassador,
Ellsworth Bunker. A few days after his arrival, I was called to his office. There he read a
warm commendation for the magazine from the Director General of the Foreign Service. It
said that Informaciones was doing fine work in presenting the truth about the United States
and what it stood for. A copy was entered in my personnel files. A few months later, I
received a promotion.

North Korea invaded South Korea in June, 1950. Almost a year later, the Peronista
newspapers began asserting that the United States had provoked the war in Korea. How to
refute this? We took copies of the headlines and articles in the Peronista newspapers and had
them reproduced in Informaciones without comments. However, we did recall that the North
Korean invasion would be remembered like Pearl Harbor as a day of infamy.

Of course, Informaciones tried to refute communist propaganda. In refuting communist
distortions about the United States, we were also refuting some of the Peronista lies about the
United States. We could not call the Argentine press liars, but we could show the lies put out
by the communists. Otherwise, we could have been put out of business by the Argentine
government. After all, Informaciones was openly published by a part of the United States
embassy.

We started with 5,000 copies for the first edition published. Later, we printed up to 50,000
copies for distribution and sale before Peron was overthrown. A file for the first two years of



the magazine was given to the St. Louis University Library, St. Louis, Missouri, if any
researcher wishes to see Informaciones. In it we tried to show the cultural links between
Argentines and Americans and to reflect American ideas and American life.

VIRON PETER VAKY
Economic Officer
Buenos Aires (1951-1955)

Viron Peter Vaky served in the U.S. Army in World War 11, studied at Georgetown
University and the University of Chicago and entered the Foreign Service in
1949. He was posted to Ecuador, Argentina and Colombia and served in
Washington, DC.

Q: Well, then you moved from one side of the South American continent to the other and went to
Buenos Aires from 1951-55, a good solid tour. What were you doing there?

VAKY: That assignment was interspersed with what was then called the Intermediate Course in
Foreign Affairs at FSI, which was about a three-month course. It was being designed then for
junior officers. Although I wasn't a junior officer they were filling it to try it out. It was a useful
course. You went up several notches to look at questions like economics...how do you cover
economics? What policies are involved? Etc. It was at that time run by Norman Burns who had
served in the Department of Commerce. It again was an interesting class. George Vest was in that
class. I was there for three months and then went to Buenos Aires.

Q: What were you doing in Buenos Aires?

VAKY: Economic reporting. I was assigned as second secretary, economic.

Q: What was the political and economic situation of Argentina then in this early fifties period?
VAKY: This was during the end of the Peron period. Argentina had gone through this whole
Peronista period which had had its anti-American tones and Axis sympathies during the war. |
arrived in fact while Evita Peron was on her deathbed. She died shortly after I arrived. I never
saw her in person, but I did go through the lines to see her bier. That marked an end of an era.
The question that was being debated at that time in policy terms was...we had gone through the
war, gone through the Spruille Braden business...

Q: Spruille Braden was basically running against Peron. He was our ambassador.

VAKY: Yes, he said Peron was a dictator and shouldn't be reelected and he intervened. Peron
very wisely used that, crying Yankee intervention.

But the Peronista period shortly after and through the war was Axis in sympathy. It was difficult



and it was a dictatorship. It became corrupt. It had its roots in a social revolution. What Peron did
was to energize the working classes through the unions who had not really participated in what
had been basically an oligarchic type of system. So there was a revolution in the sense that he
gave political voice to people and classes that had really not been participants in the system. But I
don't know that he had any particular philosophy other than he liked power and saw this was a
useful vehicle. He passed a lot of social legislation. But the system became dictatorial, oppressive
and corrupt and ran into trouble.

So when I arrived it was on its down side. The interesting thing was that not everyone perceived
that that was the case. It is only looking back on it that you can see the dynamics. That is the
agony of foreign policy. The debate was in policy terms, how should we deal with Peron. Evita
had died and took a lot of problems out of the way as far as relationships were concerned. Peron
looked as if he was going to be there for a long time. It was a rich country. Should we just keep
spitting into each other's eye, or is there something to be done to bring about a rapprochement.
And this was debated back and forth.

Q: Where was it being debated?

VAKY: It was debated above my level.
Q: But you were aware of these debates?

VAKY: Yes, because you would discuss it. It would be debated in terms of specific questions or
problems. Should we renew cultural contacts with Argentina? Should we seek economic
relationships? One major item that came up and did involve me--because I was doing commodity
reporting and one of my commodities was petroleum--was the question of whether they would
welcome some foreign participation and on what terms, since Argentina had indicated they might
welcome some foreign oil companies (oil was a monopoly of the Argentine government, the YPF
company). There were American companies still operating: Exxon was still operating under its
old agreements. The government didn't nationalize them but the companies couldn't expand. YPF
looked around and threw out a tender for bids for service contracts to help them explore.
Standard Oil of California was one of the major bidders. There was a long period of negotiation
with YPF and the government as to under what terms they could contract with a foreign oil
company. It could obviously not be a concession; they were in fact to be simply service
contractors. Standard Oil of California was interested because it was a foot in the door and
because they were also looking for supplies of oil themselves. I had to do the reporting of what
was happening.

That had political overtones.
Q: I am sure it did.
VAKY: So these were the kinds of things that were argued. When I arrived there was no

ambassador, Lester Mallory was Chargé. Shortly after I arrived Al Nufer, a career officer, was
appointed ambassador. Ambassador Nufer argued that we shouldn't just be stuck in frozen



hostility. Regardless of what one thought of the government, it was their government and there
were things of interest that could be done; we ought to be thinking of some type of rapport.
About this time you may remember we had the trip of Milton Eisenhower through the area.

Q: Yes. He was President Eisenhower's brother, but also a very well thought of government
worker.

VAKY: So in this period, 1952-53-54, the Cold War was beginning to tighten all over, Latin
America was becoming of considerable interest to the United States in terms of security, alliance
matters, raw materials and all of that. So there was a lot of pressure on both sides. But generally
the U.S. government began to move towards an opening. The Standard Oil of California contract
was a major part of that underlying economic connection. But at this time and parallel to it, the
regime was basically breaking up. You didn't see it but it was becoming corrupt. You could see
social dissension. Peron was accused of having orgies with teenage school girls at his presidential
quinta. There was a lot of unrest, even among the labor groups. He had a lot of bully boys--we
would probably call them storm trooper types at that time--and they used to do dramatic things to
try to hold the regime together, such as burn the Jockey Club. The Jockey Club was the epitome
of the old establishment and the wealthy elite, etc. They burned that beautiful building with all of
the records of the horses, etc.

Then the regime got into a fight with the Church. I am not sure to this day, why they did that. I
am not even sure of the proximate cause. The fight with the Church over its role, social policy,
etc. became so intense it manifested itself in attacks on the clergy. In late 1954, I guess, there was
one bloody night in which these thugs burned several churches. Argentines are very Catholic,
although not very religious, and you don't touch the Church. I think that really focused dissent in
the military on this situation. It was from that time on that you began to hear from the military,
which had been one of his main sources of support, beginning to break away.

So I went through my first coup in Buenos Aires in June, 1955.
Q: What happened and how did the embassy work during this situation?

VAKY: No one as I remember predicted the coup. It came as a surprise to a lot of Argentines
themselves and certainly to Peron. The first coup was an abortive one and broke out in Buenos
Aires in June, 1955 when air force planes suddenly appeared and started bombing the
Presidential Palace at mid day. Our offices were on the top floor of the Bank of Boston building
which is right off the main plaza where the Presidential Palace, the cathedral and municipal city
hall are located. I came down with some friends and we were walking out of the building at noon.
With us was Ernie Siracusa, the head of the political section. The first bomb dropped and you
could hear the planes coming. Ernie turned right around while the rest of us were just watching
and went running up the stairs, not waiting for the elevator, and got on the phone to Washington.
He said, "There is something happening here, there is a bombing." This was the first news
Washington got...they didn't have CNN in those days. The line was kept open, they didn't cut
communications until much later.



Meanwhile we went back in and watched some of this from the top floor where our office was.
There was clearly fighting going on between loyal troops in the ministry of defense and
apparently naval troops. But most of the army stayed loyal so that by evening the coup had
collapsed. It was basically an air force coup with some naval support. However, into the evening
we didn't know what was happening. A command post was set up in the Ambassador's Residence
which was away from the main fighting. I was on the edges of it. As a young officer I did some
gofer work in that office. Later they let us go. We lived out in the suburbs and it looked like it
was all over. I got my car and drove home giving a ride to other people. Clarence Boonstra was
with me. Ernie Siracusa did most of the work along with Ambassador Nufer. It was over within a
day.

Q: Did the United States play any role? Was anybody coming and saying, "Are you with us?" or
something like that?

VAKY: Not at this point. Had it gone on something might have happened. It was basically a
skirmish. It did happen in September, 1955, a little later. But this was basically a skirmish that
surprised everybody. The job the embassy had was to assess what was happening...who was on
first base, etc. We did have a consular protection problem. We had a lot of American engineers
who had come in under the Standard of California oil contract who were in a hotel on the edge of
the plaza. The ambassador wanted to get them out of that area not knowing what was going to
happen, so early in the evening consular officers went over to the hotel, where electricity had
been cut off, and walked them to the embassy where cars were waiting to take them out to
various homes in the suburbs.

I was at the end of my tour at that point. In fact I had already had my assignment, which was as
Argentine desk officer. So with the abortive coup and not knowing what might happen as far as
getting your stuff out of the country, I was taken up with personal problems making sure my
personal effects were being packed and gotten out of there.

I went on home leave. Throughout this period in Argentina the tension was high; you did begin to
get the rumors of who was organizing what and what was going to happen. It was pretty clear by
then that Peron was probably not going to make it. I assumed my duties on the desk, if I
remember correctly, on the 5th of September, and on the 15th of September the revolution broke
out in Cordoba and did in fact overthrow Peron.

Q: We will come back a little later for more on your time in Argentina, but now on the desk...for
somebody who doesn't understand how the thing works...here you are the desk officer and
obviously you are knowledgeable about Argentina at the time, but you are the desk officer and a
coup starts. How did the news come to you, how did you react, how did the system react? What
were our interests?

VAKY: Well, we had a lot of interests. You know at this point I will have to get anecdotal.

Q: That is exactly what I would like.



VAKY: The word came to me through reporting from the embassy. Now remember I had been
on the job for ten days. My immediate boss was Livingston Watrous, Pete Watrous. I remember
coming in the morning of the 15th and Pete coming into my office and saying, "They have a little
trouble up in Cordoba." Initially the news came over the press wires. Right away your first job is
to absorb the information, sift it and tell your boss--Maury Bernbaum was the office director;
Henry Holland was the Assistant Secretary--what is happening and what does it mean. That is the
function of the desk officer, to take that raw material and put it into some form that you can
communicate tersely, with as informed a judgment as possible to the boss. It meant identifying
people, their biographic data and assessing what the ramifications were in many ways.

The revolution took a week or so and it was a long time before we could see what was
happening. Finally the regime collapsed and a junta took over. There was lots of drama in
between. The head of the army went to Ambassador Nufer's house and asked for asylum and
Nufer said, "We don't give asylum, we don't recognize that, but I will put you in my car and my
driver will take you over to the Bolivian embassy which is nearby; they do give political asylum."
There was that sort of thing going on all the time.

One concern while you are on the desk is to look at the threads in the big picture and let them
know what is happening. Once Peron was out, then your questions and interest turned to who is
in and what does that mean. The rest of my tour on the desk was involved basically with the
problem of what kind of relationship we should now have with a new regime. And it looked like
a good regime.

Q: How did we react emotionally within the State Department apparatus to the fall of Peron?
Obviously he had been a thorn in our side and we had been unhappy with him for a long time.

VAKY: I suppose a lot of people were actually relieved. Peron didn't have a lot of fans. There
was some concern for the Standard Oil of California contract, but nobody got excited about that,
even Standard Oil of California felt it was just an adventure. I think in political terms it was
looked upon as probably a good development.

Q: Did we see any of this in Argentina at the time in terms of the Cold War? There was no
Communist insurgency?

VAKY: No. The participants in the coup were military with distinguished civic leaders, business
interests, political units like the burgeoning Christian Democratic Party. There was no Cold War
context at all. The question that came up was what do you do with this new government? It has
come in by revolution or coup; says all the right things; and for the next several years--the rest of
my tour there--it turned on the question of basically economic assistance for Argentina. Very
shortly after this new government took office under General Aramburu, they set up an economic
mission to Washington to ask for help. The treasury had been depleted under Peron and there was
a lot of corruption and a lot of needs. The infrastructure was depleted and there were lots of
things they had to do. I was at that point for those years immersed in the bureaucratic infighting
of dealing with other agencies--Treasury, ExIm, Commerce, AID, etc.



Q: A question that always occurs to me is, why is it that Argentina, which probably is potentially
one of the richest countries in the world with a population that comes from Europe and doesn't
have an Indian culture which is an inhibitor on modernization, at least the second half of this
century almost an economic basket case? What is the problem?

VAKY: I don't know. It is a country that never really found a national coherence for a long time.
I really don't have the answer to that. It was sort of an anti-nationalism. It also is not as bad as it
looks.

Q: Maybe it is something like Italy. When you look at Italy from the outside...

VAKY: Well, there is a lot of that. There is a lot of fragmentation of the social/political fabric.
Up until very recently you didn't have the kind of poverty problems that you had in Brazil.
However, because of shoddy economic policies there recently has developed a lot more poverty.
But at that time, remember you are talking 1955 and you have just gone through a military
dictatorship of Peron, a kind of fascist, strange system called justicialismo, which had polarized
the country, so there was the feeling in 1955 that maybe here was a chance for us to deal with an
important country that had come out of a nightmare and see what happens. I can remember
writing policy memoranda to that effect...in fact, they are published in the Foreign Relations
volumes for 1955-56, first to Henry Holland and then Dick Rubottom who succeeded him. They
argued that in fact, having gone through this strange period where we had a lot of
anti-Americanism and cool, if not cold relationship, we ought to help them. They did need
economic assistance. We ought to help them with ExIm loans. We did have a lot of problems
with trade restrictions, tung oil restrictions, fresh fruit and all of these commercial problems. We
ought to inform the things we did in these different areas of activity--economic, commercial and
trade--with an underlying concept that we were trying to establish a working, friendly
relationship with a country whose potential for importance in South America was very high. And
I think that position was essentially adopted.

Q: Was there any debate over whether this was a military rule or a democracy?

VAKY: There was some, but it wasn't clear because in those days the junta had brought in
civilians. Today you would call it a national reconciliation group. It was not run as a military
government as such. Furthermore they were working towards elections and in fact had elections
in 1958 in which a civilian from, Arturo Frondizi was elected president. So it was moving in that
direction. Everything that came in afterwards had not yet surfaced. That is to say you didn't have
terrorism starting out, you didn't have the military getting worried about its role and what
politicians were doing, so that it began clamping down, etc. None of that had happened. This was
a country still coming out of a period of Peronism. The Peronistas were still pariahs. But as a
whole the country was trying to work its way out. Individual interests began breaking it apart.

Q: You were saying as desk officer you often found yourself sort of fighting the State Department
battle with AID. What were you trying to get and what were they trying for you not to get?

VAKY: The desk officer's job is to be sure his bosses, who are fighting the bureaucratic battles,



are well armed. The question comes up as to whether or not we are to grant a loan for recovery to
Argentina. Even if everybody accepts it the questions are always, how much, what
conditionalities, if any, etc. [ had my views on those questions, but [ am not the action point. The
guys who were going to the meetings, etc. were Maury Bernbaum and Dick Rubottom, at that
level. I am their aide. I am to argue a case with them since I am supposed to have been the
repository of most of the basic facts and knowledge of Argentina. What their balance of
payments looks like, etc. So I had those twofold functions. One, saying to them that I think we
ought to be generous and realizing that we had budget restrictions, we ought to argue for X
amount; and secondly providing them with materials if they are willing to take that position. This
all works out in terms...you do a lot of paperwork; you have a meeting with the head of the ExIm
Bank to determine how we are going to respond to this request; here is what the Argentines are
asking for; here is what looks reasonable, here is the ExIm Bank position, and here is what I
recommend you tell them...give them talking points of why we should do this. That kind of thing.

The other job the desk officer has is to understand what is going on in Washington so I had
contacts with everyone in Washington dealing with Argentina. I had to find out who was the
ExIm Bank desk officer and what he was doing. We would have very friendly talks. And then we
would go back and forth. As you know when actions are taken you have to get things cleared in
Washington which meant you have to get the concurrence of a number of agencies on a particular
problem. That is a whole task in itself because policy in Washington is essentially a process of
consensus formation, working stuff out. When the apple and pear producers want an increase in
duties on Argentine pears, that is going to be taken to the Agriculture Department and they are
going to come to us and say, "We have to do this," and we then have to tell them why they can't
do this because it affects the national interest, etc. So you do that kind of thing.

So I viewed my job as trying to know as much as I could about what was happening in Argentina
and in Washington with regard to events that you have to deal with. I had to be sure that my boss
was well informed of that and give them my best judgment as to what I think we, the U.S., ought
to do.

Q: Looking back with some perspective, one has the feeling that the Dulles State Department had
a good solid structure to it in the decision process. Did you find this?

VAKY: It was rigid all right. John Foster Dulles ran it and that was basically it. We always felt in
the Bureau of Inter-American Affairs, that we were a little fortunate in that John Foster Dulles
wasn't really interested, he had other things to do. So you sort of had a freer hand to do things. He
was going to look to his Assistant Secretaries in those areas where he wasn't, himself, personally
interested, to carry it out. So Henry Holland had a lot of power. That would not have been true if
you were talking about the European Bureau or the Middle East.

But my memory is of a very much personal, controlled Department in which you knew who was
boss, and he ran it. But in our area he let us run it. But he would do things...he called me one day
on the desk after his press conference and said, "I have just had a press conference and they asked
me a question about Argentina and I replied thus and so, is that okay?" I must say I don't
remember what it was, but I replied, "Yes, sir," which it was. But, other than that in my day at



that time you didn't feel the seventh floor. The boss was Henry Holland. Now, his relationship
with the Secretary is another question.

Q: Just one more question about this time which really covers three tours, did you feel any
effects of McCarthyism at all?

VAKY: No.
Q: Latin America, again, was sort of out of the focus. The Far East and Europe were.

VAKY: Whatever you felt was tangential. For example, Francis Styles was a China hand and was
quite caught up in it. He was succeeded by another China hand, Paul Myers, and he had gotten in
trouble with Luce, etc. and for that reason was not assigned...he didn't know anything about Latin
America and didn't care about it, but he was assigned because as an old China hand they wouldn't
assign him elsewhere.

Q: So this wasn't a...?
VAKY: Not in my cognizance.

Q: You were arriving when the Wriston program which was bringing civil servants in was just
beginning to really get going. There was an amalgamation within the State Department of the
Civil Service with the foreign service. Was this upsetting?

VAKY: I never got upset about it although there were obviously a lot of people who were. I had
less than ten years in the Service and still struggling going up. I don't remember being exercised
at all about the Department bringing people who worked in INR, for instance, who were doing a
great job, into the Foreign Service. In fact, I never really got exercised about the career, I just
tried to do my job.

Q: On the career side, I was thinking more along the line of the expertise. One of the things the
civil servants had was that they spent a lot of time say, on Latin America, rather than being in
the Foreign Service rotational policy. Did that at that point seem to have any effect?

VAKY: Now, if you are asking me about the way I felt or what I thought about it, I didn't really
get worked up about it. I thought it would be a shame to lose the expertise of people like the
person who headed the Latin American part of INR and was a real scholar, etc. Why would he
want to go out? But this was still very early on in the Wriston period and I was back out in the
field when the amalgamation really came. If you are asking about the wisdom of integrating, I
can't remember particularly debating that or getting involved in that, but looking back at it I think
there were some things that didn't really make sense. From that period I think there was a
fundamentally flawed concept in the Foreign Service that gave us all kinds of trouble later. Now
this has nothing to do with this period.

Q: Well, why don't you mention it because when the time comes up we may miss it otherwise.



VAKY: Basically the Foreign Service was conceived of, and I think should be, a field service. A
professional service serving foreign relations, basically in the field, doing negotiation, reporting,
analysis, etc. With integration, the assumption was that the Washington function of bureaucratic
infighting, etc. and the field function were fungible. That the same guy could do both easily. And
that is not true. The reason, I think, that Foreign Service officers had a very difficult time back in
Washington, the reason why the State Department always gets clobbered, is that the concepts and
training of Foreign Service officers are not always suited to what you have to do in the
bureaucracy, both in terms of continuity and just generally how you operate. In the field, the
Foreign Service is essentially a conflict resolution kind of activity. You negotiate, you try to
reconcile, you try to compromise and find ways to do it. Up here it is a jungle and it is infighting
and it is a different concept. So it is not automatic. Now the same person can do both if you are
very talented, but that will tend to be adventitious, it just happens to work that way. So Foreign
Service officers are brought in and put into this pressure cooker dealing with people who are
bureaucrats who have been here in Commerce, Treasury and Agriculture for all their lives and
know how to work in a bureaucracy, and we have to learn. By the time we learn we are rotated
out. So, the concept that the two are fungible is, I think, a fundamentally flawed concept. How do
you deal with that then? I think there is a lot more room, and I suppose we will move to it,
towards a home service, particularly in areas of expertise where you need it...advanced
economics, trade, etc. I think it is good for Foreign Service officers to have tours in Washington
because you do need to know how it works back at the home office, but absolute fungibility...

Q: You took the desk from Argentina particularly at a time of a deteriorating situation allowed
you to hit the ground running. In fact you were bringing something with you that probably would
have been missed by somebody, even an old Argentinean hand who hadn't seen what had
happened in the last days of Peron.

VAKY: But if I had been brought in and stuck in European Affairs or even one of the functional
bureaus, I would have had to swim a lot harder there being a lot more to learn.

Q: And probably not contributed as much.

VAKY: Not immediately at least.

CLARENCE S. BOONSTRA
Agricultural Attaché
Buenos Aires (1952-1955)

Ambassador Clarence A. Boonstra was born in Grand Rapids, Michigan on
January 5, 1914. He attended Michigan State University, the University of
Wisconsin, and Louisiana State University. He entered the Foreign Service in
1946. Ambassador Boonstra's career included positions in Cuba, the Philippines,
Peru, Argentina, and Brazil, and an ambassadorship to Costa Rica. Ambassador



Boonstra was interviewed by Mr. Donald Barnes in 1989.

Q: You went to the Philippines just as the Japanese were leaving. The following years have been
considered by some people familiar with the Foreign Service as the years in which the United
States had, perhaps, it's greatest impact in foreign affairs, because it came out of the war
relatively unscathed, relatively wealthy, and willing to use it's wealth and it's power. Could you
talk to us a little bit about what it was like?

BOONSTRA: Well, it was a heady experience representing a country then the dominant power in
the world, influencing and often controlling economic and political happenings everywhere. In
Cuba we were the sole buyers of Cuban sugar and their supplies of rice and other foods depended
directly on the United States. In the Philippines we were even more in control. I came there when
they had military government and helped in the turnover to the civilian Filipino government. On
July 4, 1946, in a spectacular celebration of independence, I was one of the aides on a platform
with General MacArthur and Paul McNutt, and the incoming President Manuel Roxas. Paul
McNutt had been High Commissioner and was about to become Ambassador. Subsequently, I
came back to Latin America where their economies were dominated by United States post-war
activities. As Agricultural Attaché in Argentina, we had a major interest in coordinating food
supplies in the post-war era for the European countries. There was great European competition
for limited food supplies and Argentina was trying to take advantage of this by high prices and
exploitation of European markets funded by US post-war assistance. We were both competitors
and funders so Argentina had to observe our actions at all times; similarly, we were interested in
observing Argentina's practices. During the Marshall Plan years while I was in Argentina, the
European countries, including the British food mission there, the Dutch, the Belgian, the French,
had to work closely with the American Embassy. We would try to coordinate, as best possible,
their procurement of Argentine supplies.

Q: That was a time when the Perons were in power for the long stretch, as I recall. Can you tell
us anything about your relationship with the government or with them as persons.

BOONSTRA: It was a very interesting relationship, particularly for me. Agricultural statistics
were declared by Peron to be state secrets. There were five-year jail terms established for anyone
who published or disclosed these secrets. Argentina was trying to hide the total quantities
available. My particular interest was to acquire the pertinent statistics. At one point, when the
Department of Agriculture in Washington published--with my name attached--my own
formulation of these statistics, the local newspaper Democracia with banner headlines called for
my expulsion from the country for espionage. It so happened that at the same time my wife and I
were invited to a large reception at the Casa Rosada. I asked my Ambassador whether I should
attend being that they had my name on the front pages for expulsion. He said, well, if they do
these things, they are playing both sides so go ahead and see what happens. That evening, |
climbed the Casa Rosada stairs along with my wife, we shook hands with the President and Evita
Peron and stopped for a chat in the receiving line. I ventured the remark that I felt a little strange
about being there because the newspaper Democracia, which is known as the government
spokesman, had called for my expulsion that very morning. The President laughed and said, well
you people shouldn't be so brash as to attach names to such reports. We expect this is what you



do but to have your name attached as the Embassy official, that's not very nice really. We don't
feel too badly about it but your government must learn not to do things like that. I said, I'm very
happily settled here in Argentina. Peron said, don't worry, the story will appear for another day or
two and then you will hear nothing more about it. And that's exactly what happened.

Another aspect of interest in Argentina was a special relationship attributable to my first wife,
who later died. She came from a Cuban family and was one of only two women in the embassy
who spoke fluent Spanish, thus Evita seemed to feel comfortable with her. The Peron
government was trying to keep its distance from the Ambassador and made it very difficult for
the Ambassador to obtain appointments with the President and even with the Foreign Minister.
Nevertheless, the Peron establishment, while officially somewhat hostile to the United States,
understood the need for communication and cooperation and certain types of negotiations that
were helpful to them, so they would choose rather strange methods of communication. Often they
wouldn't see the Ambassador but Evita would get in touch with my wife and we found ourselves
being the transmitter of messages. It was a strange arrangement at an embassy to go through the
Agricultural Attaché but that's the way it was often done. When they wanted it done that way,
that's the way we did it.

Q: That's interesting indeed, and from Argentina you went where?

BOONSTRA: From Argentina [ went to Brazil. I went there as Agricultural Attaché and then
took over as Acting Economic Counselor, because I left Agriculture at that time. You may recall
that in 1954 the Department of Agriculture set up its own agricultural service. At that time I
remained with the State Department and moved over to the economic side.

ERNEST V. SIRACUSA
Political Officer
Buenos Aires (1952-1956)

Ernest V. Siracusa was born in California on November 30, 1918. He obtained a
B.A. from Stanford University. He had service in the U.S. Navy during the Second
World War and spent one year at MIT as a graduate student in economics. He
served in Buenos Aires, Rome, and Lima. He was ambassador to Bolivia and
Uruguay. He was also in the U.N. as an advisor on Latin America. He retired in
March 1974. He was interviewed by Hank Zivetz in June 1989.

Q: You were assigned to Buenos Aires as a political officer. This was in the final years of the
Peron period. Could you share with us some of your impressions of the political atmosphere in
Argentina in the mid-1950s?

SIRACUSA: That's a big subject, as you well know, but I will try to hit some highlights without,
I hope, rambling too much. I did go to Buenos Aires. About September, 1952 if I remember
correctly--arriving in October, 1952, to be exact. (it took about ten days to get there by ship) That



was about a month or a bit more after Evita Peron's funeral.

Our Ambassador, Albert Nufer, a career officer, had been my boss in Washington where I
worked as Officer in Charge, Central America and Panama Affairs, after finishing my courses at
MIT. When Nufer was assigned to Buenos Aires, he asked if [ would like to go with him as the
number two officer in the political section and I happily accepted. Given our past association and
the basis for my being there, I enjoyed a special trust of the Ambassador not exactly
commensurate with my middle rank in the Embassy.

Ambassador Nufer had arrived in Argentina just in the week of Evita Peron's death and funeral
and, although it earned him the criticism of The New York Times, and especially from
editorialist Herbert Matthews who was bitterly anti-Peron, Ambassador Nufer felt, after some
soul-searching and doubt, that the proper thing was to go and pay his respects. (After all, he said,
Peron was human and his wife had died after long suffering).

And so, with Eva Peron lying in state for several days, while tens of thousands of Argentines,
(especially the working class and mostly women) passed before her bier, Ambassador Nufer
appeared, unannounced and unescorted, and stood quietly and respectfully for a while beside the
coffin, much to the surprise of the mourners and especially of Peron whom he had not yet met.
(The Ambassador, just arrived, had not yet presented credentials and was therefore without
official standing).

That gesture, however, was, I believe, very important in establishing a basis for the kind of
personal relationship which Nufer was able to develop with Peron and was a factor in the
improvement for a time in U.S.-Argentine relations which later occurred.. Peron, apparently,
rightly viewed the Ambassador's act simply as one of human consideration, which it was, and
responded to it in kind.

A few months after my arrival in Argentina General Eisenhower was inaugurated as President
and gave some priority to his desire to strengthen Latin American relationships. So in early 1953,
shortly after his inauguration, he sent his brother, Milton Eisenhower, on a very highly publicized
visit of fact-finding and goodwill to key Latin American countries.

The Embassy had considerable difficulty against strong opposition in the Department and even
from some nearby posts, in having Argentina included in his South American itinerary. Although
Peron was an elected President, there was much bitter feeling against Argentina which was seen
as a dictator-led, hold-over Fascist country which deserved to be snubbed by the President's
brother.

Just after we had fought a long and costly war to rid the world of Fascism, Peron (and Argentina
itself with which country we had never had warm relations) was especially unpopular. Also,
Argentina's ambiguous role and attitude during the war and Peron's newly developing,
pretentious "Third Position" in the growing post-war struggle between the West and
Soviet-Communism was more than adequate basis disapproval and resentment.



In short, Peron and Peronismo; his Mussolini-like but always eloquent balcony addresses to his
manipulated union followers mandatorily packed into the Plaza de Mayo; their shouted
"democratic" endorsement of his proposals (often rewarded on the spot with a paid
holiday-cynically called SAN PERON); and, Evita's showy exploitation of her "adoring" masses,
coupled with her scornful vindictiveness toward all others, made it all hard to swallow as all the
things we were opposed to seemed to be reflected in Peron's character, in Peronismo and in the
kind of government he was running. Such antics were by their very nature most distasteful to
most Americans.

Also, Peron had the intractable opposition of the American media. If simple antipathy on grounds
just mentioned were not enough, Peron had also nationalized one of the great newspapers of the
world, La Prensa of Buenos Aires. and turned it into a controlled caricature of its former status in
the world of journalism. That act, in addition cost the Associated Press one of its biggest
accounts. Thus, while the media had plenty of reason to oppose Peron for his affront to
democracy and press freedom, the accompanying financial damage to the Associated Press may
have added something to the solidarity of all the American media and their unrelenting and
determined opposition to Peron.

As a footnote I might add that while Peron had indeed been elected by an overwhelming
majority--something like 75% or more of the votes--it had certainly not by our lights been a fair
campaign. The opposition was hamstrung at every turn, had no free press support as there was
none such, had limited access to radio, etc., etc. Nonetheless it was generally considered by most
observers that he would have received at least majority support of Argentines even in a fair
election and there was opposition representation in the Legislature, powerless as it was.

The leading opposition figure was Arturo Frondizi of the Union Civica Radical (Radical Civic
Union) who finally became President for a time in the post-Pron period. Finally, a factor in
Peron's attitude toward the U.S. was that a former American Ambassador, Spruille Braden, had
virtually campaigned against him. Many Argentines thought that in a campaign where a
patriotism-inspiring slogan--Braden O Peron--was gleefully exploited by the Peronistas, Peron's
margin of victory would not have been so large had Braden behaved more correctly.)

While recognizing the many good reasons for Milton Eisenhower to skip Argentina and thus
deliver a clear and in many ways satisfying message, it was hard to see what in fact this snub
delivered to one of the three most important South American countries Brazil, Argentina, Chile)
would accomplish or how it could serve US interests, especially since he would be going to the
other two. Looking beyond such immediate though questionable satisfaction which Peron's
humiliation might bring, Ambassador Nufer and most (but not all) of his policy-advising staff
believed it more important to try to influence Peron toward our side in the developing cold war
and felt that with Evita gone there was a chance for a change to our advantage. The thought that
Peron absent Evita might be different was an important consideration.

Supporting this estimate was the fact that by that time Ambassador Nufer, helped by his genial
personality and vernacular command of Spanish--including an inexhaustible supply of jokes in
that language, which Peron enjoyed-- and by Peron's clear appreciation for the gesture which



Nufer had made at Evita's bier, had established a comfortable relationship with Peron in their
several official contacts at the Casa Rosada. In these contacts the Ambassador had sensed that
Peron would respond to a gesture pointing toward a possible improvement in relationships. On
the other hand, a humiliating snub (by the Eisenhowers, President and brother) would surely end
that possibility.

In the end the Embassy's view prevailed and the President's distinguished educator brother did
come to carry out a very effective program of formal and informal (football game at a
jam-packed stadium) contacts with Peron which the Embassy and the Foreign Office had
organized.

Through it all, the ambience was correct but not warm, but as the program developed neither was
it cold. With Nufer as a skilled interpreter at their sides, the two got along well and established a
kind of wary rapport which with some follow-up contact and correspondence, provided the basis
for Ambassador Nufer to work toward a considerable change in the way things were going
between the United States and Argentina.

In short, Milton Eisenhower agreed with the Embassy that with Evita gone and Peron showing
signs of desire for change, the United states should try to develop some influence for better
relations and, perhaps, for a better condition for the Argentines. It seemed worth a try with
potentially significant benefits against little to loses by failure.

Coincidentally, in the aftermath of Evita's death, changes were occurring, slowly, in Argentina as
well. Although middle and upper class Argentines opposed Peron, increasingly some began to
regard him (even if grudgingly) as somewhat the arch-typical, macho Argentine Army officer
product of the middle class; and, the waning memory of Evita, whose embalmed remains were
jealously guarded at Labor Headquarters, made this all the easier. (Elaborate efforts were
reportedly made by Evita's Labor guardians to embalm and restore her remains-looking, it was
said, to her eventual canonization; and, in a country where there was no free press the gossip and
rumor mills were constantly fed with the most outlandish, shocking and often ghoulish "details".
But the truth was that no one knew anything.)

I guess I digressed there re Evita's remains. So to pick up the thought, Peron, after all, had many
characteristics and qualities that many Argentines could recognize and identify with even if not
support. That was not the case with regard to Evita, however insofar as the upper and middle
classes resented, hated and even despised her. Evita's strength came from organized labor which
owed her much as a practical matter, and vice versa. And in addition to the working class men, a
form of adulation came to her from working women and from the lowest of the low, servant-class
women, who saw in her rise, almost from their own humble status, a sort of fairy-tale hope for
themselves and for their future. If Eva could rise so high couldn't anyone?

Evita was, as workers saw it, the spiritual embodiment of a deep-rooted revolution which for the
first time in Argentine history sought to give them both social and political status and protection
from the grievous exploitation to which many of them had customarily been subjected. (As for
servant women, my wife and I learned early on in our Argentine experience that really heartless



exploitation of such women was not uncommon even by people who could afford to house, feed,
and pay them well. Many were said to sleep in hallways even without a bed. But we also learned
that Eva's rise largely had put an end to this-hence her status among to lowest--and her death did
not end the adoration of her by such people. And the government-backed power given to
organized labor doubtless gave factory and other unionized workers a better share than they had
been able win before.

In the months after Milton Eisenhower's visit Ambassador Nufer had a good atmosphere within
which to advance the constructive dialogue he had initiated with Peron and coincidentally, things
did begin to improve in the country as the economy gradually strengthened. And moral was
palpably lifted with an end to the unprecedented requirement for black bread only and even strict
meat rationing which were shockingly and stringently in effect--(in this bounteous land of meat
and wheat)-- when I arrived.

With these developments internal political tensions began gradually to subside as well. As for our
own relationships, Ambassador Nufer's continued good reception from Peron, who clearly liked
him, and a useful follow-up visit by Assistant Secretary of State Holland (also the kind of down
to earth, vernacular-Spanish speaking diplomat who could best communicate with Peron) were
followed by some concrete, positive developments such as the start-up of the Kaiser auto
assembly plant in Cordoba -(the first in a now large industry there); a very well received,
spectacular and popular visit by the Air Force Thunderbird Team,-(no one had seen such
precision, jet flying before); and, early consideration of a possible Export-Import Bank loan for
electric development all brought about a greater degree of normalcy if not cordiality in official
US-Argentine contacts.

The overall impact was such that by mid 1954, if my memory serves correctly, our relationships
were constructive and probably at least as good as they had ever been. (Pre-Peron they had never
been warm as Argentina, almost as a thorn in our sides constantly challenged US influence in
Latin America and competed with Brazil and Chile for South American leadership).

At this point I should insert one concrete evidence of a dividend emanating from our better
relations which surely would not otherwise have occurred. I'm sure enough time has passed to
speak of this then-classified event, which started when Peron called Ambassador Nufer in to
protest that his agents had discovered ours trying to bug the Soviet Embassy. He said that our
"clumsy effort" (his description) had almost blown their own taps. He proceeded top offer, then
and there, to share the product with us if we would only not try again.

At a time of increasing cold-war tensions and McCarthy era hysteria this gesture, giving us an
information pipeline into the Soviet Embassy, was as appreciated as it was surprising. No time
was wasted in augmenting our station by a number of Russian-qualified translators and analysts
to deal with the product which I assume was of some value to us. I believe we shared back to the
Argentines what we developed from the raw data and believe the activity went on at least until
Peron's downfall. I also assume the information was useful. .

To return to the narrative, there was also greater acceptance internally of Peron than there had



been theretofore by industrial and commercial interests, by elements of the middle class and even
by some in the oligarchy.-- Here is an interesting evidence of this change:

I think it was in October of 1954 when the exclusively upper class yachting community, which
was very large in Argentina and which had been prevented for many years because of tension
between the two countries from doing what they loved to do--sail across the Rio de la Plata for
weekends in Uruguay--had come to the point where they were willing to pay homage to the
President with the tacit understanding that this ban would thereafter be lifted. Although it had
been hotly debated in the clubs and some did not participate, on a certain Sunday at about
mid-October nearly 2,000 yachts of all sizes passed in review by the presidential yacht, which
was anchored at the Olivos Yacht Club. Peron, standing at the stern beside the flag, took this
salute with obvious satisfaction.

(I know because my wife and I, in order to be able to observe, experience the ambience of and
later report on this most striking political event, sailed our own, venerable Six Meter Class boat
in harrowing proximity to all the others. It was a sort of demanding "achievement" test for us as
newly minted sailors, determined to do it all under sail, alone and without power.)

At the time, it seemed, that with such an occurrence, embodying a degree of chary goodwill and
perhaps tentative, at least, class reconciliation, better times might well be coming to Argentina
and to Argentines. Alas, this was not to be and the era of "good" or perhaps just better feeling
was tragically over in a matter of weeks.

As certain moderate and positive forces were moving Peron toward the high point which the
yachting event represented, a mixed bag of contrary forces (extremists, fascists, ordinary
rowdies--Guillermo Patricio Kelly's Alianza--and even communists) had been at work behind the
scenes to push Peron in the opposite direction --and in the end they won. The common thread
which united these disparate forces within Peron's always heterogeneous movement was their
aim to continue social and class conflict and to thwart any rapprochement with the United states
which a more moderate and possibly, eventually, less dictatorial Peron might achieve. A milder
Peronist Argentina or even a somewhat more democratic one eventually would obviously not be
to the liking of such interests.

Thus, as Peron seemed to pay attention to some more constructive and moderate advisers, he was
moving in one direction. And as these became more influential in the era of a somewhat softer
Peron, the extremists were losing ground and seeking opportunity to stir up trouble and provoke
a clash which would force Peron to return to more reliance on them.

One of the things that was going on behind the scenes with scant publicity was Peron's interest in
young people,(ostensibly for the political objective of forming future staunch Peronists) but this
activity inevitably gave rise to rumor, tentative and then increasingly persistent, of improprieties
with young women of high school age. The locus of activity was Peron's very large, official,
suburban estate in Olivos which he had virtually turned into a club for secondary students.

He once explained in my presence that his reason for doing so many favors for people of this age



group was that he had failed in all efforts to gain support of the university students who
implacably opposed him. So, he said, his answer was simple: he would favor the high-school
people, who would soon be in the university, and the problem would be solved in due course).

One can even suppose, perhaps, that what he started as a political objective put him in contact in
his widowerhood with some delectable young things and a temptation which he did not have the
character to resist. He quickly acquired a reputation for lechery as the country almost overnight
began to buzz with rumors of the scandalous goings-on at Olivos. Later it became known that his
favorite, one Nelly Rivas, I believe, was then about 15 years old, I seem to recall.

In a country where the Catholic Church was the official religion, where divorce was illegal, and
where the women faithfully attended church, even if the men in general did not--except it was
said for weddings, baptisms and funerals--this issue rapidly became the straw which broke the
camel's back.

Responding in part to these scandalous rumors and perhaps to other general church-state
problems as well, reflecting concern for the intrusion of Peronism in education of the children,
(some of the Peronist-indoctrinating children's books which I saw could in no way have been
welcomed by the Church as Peron and Evita were almost deified as role models instead of Mary,
Jesus and the Saints) a bold and critical pastoral letter was read in all churches in late November,
1954.

The response was almost immediate--a bitter and emotional speech by Peron attacking the
Church. Thus ended the era of good feeling, such as it was, and from then on until the bloody but
unsuccessful Navy-inspired coup-attempt in June, 1945, and the final, successful military revolt
in August, 1955, leading to Peron's downfall and exile, everything went downhill on an ever
more slippery slope.

Peron's harsh tirade against the first pastoral letter was responded to by more critical pastoral
letters, helping to inspire women especially, and even, timidly, some elements of the press and
opposition politicians, to express in varying degrees their disapproval and even defiance. And it
is to be supposed that in the bedrooms of military officers, wives became unrelenting in
pressuring their reluctant husbands to pull up their moral socks and do something.

The development of events are, of course, fully documented in Embassy reports at the time and
in those of the foreign press reporting on Argentina which by and large went out uncensored.
These should be consulted for accuracy and detail. Here, speaking from memory and many years
later, I am only trying to paint the broad picture without specifics.

There was a rapid deterioration as the Church’s critical debate with Peron inspired marches,
clashes and the ever-increasing crescendo of rumors upon rumors. The rumor mill--absent a free
press-- was so prevalent that choosing what to believe became more an exercise of intellect and
judgment--or even an art of sorts-- than anything else; and the choice was constant and broad,
from the impossibly outlandish to the seductively persuasive which might, even, be the truth.



I remember, for example, that our station chief was 100% taken in by what the political section
of the Embassy disbelieved and irreverently dubbed "the tumor-rumor". This held that Peron was
suffering from an incurable brain tumor which affected his sanity and judgment and would lead
to an early demise. His reports, a veritable stream of them, were always persuasively based on
"highly qualified" medical sources who had supposedly examined Peron or on others claiming
intimate and direct knowledge. Throughout society and the cocktail circuit all sorts of people "in
the know" would fill us in on this and other gossip.

Eventually, the view of the political section on this issue came to be that you got what you paid
for and if you wanted to believe something your sources were only too ready to oblige. For our
part, we discounted the rumors on the basis of personal observation of Peron, mostly by the
Ambassador but also by others (myself included), to whom Peron always appeared healthy,
vigorous and rational. He did have a persistent "tic", i.e. the blinking of one eye and we supposed
that this must have been what gave rise to the "tumor rumor" seized upon so hopefully by the
populace and others. As we now know, Peron lived for about another twenty years and I do not
think it was a brain tumor which got him in the end.

Speaking of rumors, I used to tell the correspondent of The New York Times, an especially close
friend and later Godfather to my children, that I could plant a story--a pure invention-- with
someone at lunch at the Plaza Hotel about 10 blocks up the Calle Florida from the Embassy, and
that no matter how fast [ walked back to my office I would find it there as a sure -fire fact by the
time I arrived.

Once I tested it by confidentially relating at a cocktail party to a group of my press friends
(Times, Time, AP and UPI) a fine cock-and-bull invention of my own about a supposed Naval
uprising. Sensing that I had been only too convincing, I disavowed the story before any of them
could run with it. However, so strong was the penchant to rely on rumor that I actually had some
struggle in unconvincing them. And I always believed that even after my disavowal some of them
at least checked further into my invention just to be sure that I had not made an inadvertent slip
of real dope which I later tried to cover up.

But to get back to the story, the first significant event after the initial exchange between the
Church and Peron happened in early December--I believe on or about December 6 -- when a
religious gathering was scheduled to be held in the Plaza de Mayo initiating, I believe, the
Maryan Year. This was the perfect cover for political as well as religious expression and the
response was striking as the Plaza was filled with a huge, white handkerchief-waving crowd
which rivaled those gathered for Peron's balcony scenes.

The happening was without incident but the message was clear: the people in the name of
religion had been emboldened in effect to demonstrate against Peron by supporting the Church,
now in open conflict with him. The trend was thus set with additional pulpit-read pastoral letters
being followed by further Peronist criticism and, of course, by the rumor mill operating at full
blast to create ever-increasing tension

The next critical event happened, I believe, in April or May of 1955, when an even larger



Church-sponsored gathering met one Saturday I believe) afternoon in the Plaza de Mayo fronting
on the Casa Rosada, the Executive Mansion. From there the silent crowd, all waving white
handkerchiefs and many bearing Papal flags, proceeded up the broad, tree-lined Avenida de
Mayo to gather and demonstrate, pointedly, in front of the Legislative Palace,

The march proceeded without incident but as the vanguard entered the plaza, a group of younger
men bearing the Papal flag hauled down the blue and white Argentine colors from the Legislative
flagpole and raised in its stead a large gold and white Papal flag.

This gave rise to a highly publicized and embittering incident in which, some time later, after
most of the crowd had dispersed and been replaced by a claque of Peronist supporters, the
Minister of the Interior, the sinister, much feared, little-known and mysterious Angel Borlenghi,
appeared on the balcony, holding aloft the burned remains of an Argentine flag which he charged
had been desecrated by the religious demonstrators. The violently aggrieved tone of the outcry
against this act and its extensive publicity later given by the docile and directed press served, of
course, further to exacerbate the situation. Thus emotions and events proceeded explosively
toward their inevitable conclusion.

As a footnote to this event I should note that I was witness to it all since I, as the junior political
officer, was present as an observer at all demonstrations, Peronist and otherwise. The better to
inform my Embassy and my government firsthand. At Peronist events I camouflaged myself as
best I could under a gaucho hat and Peronista lapel button while at religious events I came
complete with white handkerchief.

On this occasion, as luck would have it, although part of a massive crowd, I was precisely among
the small group of young men who performed the flag caper, as a matter of fact right under the
flagpole. While it may well have been pre-planned (I had no way of knowing) and while I do not
know what exactly happened to that flag, I do know that no flag was burned then and there or
anywhere nearby insofar as I could see. I therefore supposed and so reported that, seizing upon
the incident, the burned flag was presumably prepared in the Ministry and in due course
displayed by Borlenghi for his intended purpose.

While there was some localized cheering when the flag exchange occurred, the act in itself had as
rather quickly sobering effect. Thus, possibly fearful of reprisal then and there, the religious
crowd having accomplished the objective of reaching the Legislative Plaza, began an orderly but
rapid dispersal.

The next few weeks brought deterioration and increased tension at a rapid pace and there were
even some outright clashes. I remember, for example, that my wife and I were invited to Sunday
night supper at the City Hotel, just off the Plaza de Mayo, by the New York Times correspondent
and his wife who had taken up temporary residence there. But the evening was flawed as a social
event as our host never joined us except intermittently as he was busy observing a small but
vociferous anti-government rally in the Plaza.

From time to time he would rush in, excitedly to tell us of the latest developments, the last time



stinking of tear gas. It was really surreal as there we were, in the quiet elegance of a Buenos Aires
hotel, with soft dinner music and the best of food, while not 100 yards away a clash was in
progress complete with police control by tear gas.

After the last smelly appearance of our host I thought it best to get my wife out of the area and
back to the tranquility of our nearly suburban apartment, well beyond the zones of political
activity. In those circumstances one did not relish being far removed from an infant daughter or
to having a nice convertible exposed to mob damage. Retreat was in order.

The balloon finally went up in mid-June, June 18, I believe it was, when the first overt attack
against Peron occurred. This was, I believe, a Friday afternoon and right about noon. The
Ambassador who had called on Peron briefly that morning at the Casa Rosada mentioned on
return that while Peron appeared normal he had sensed uneasiness in the demeanor and
movement of others. There was too much abnormal activity, he thought. Nevertheless, there was
nothing specific, and he had gone to the airport many miles out of town) to meet someone. Also,
the Deputy Chief of Mission and the senior political officer had gone for official lunches in the
suburbs.

With everything being quiet, I and a couple of other officers were on the way to lunch at a small
Spanish-style restaurant in the Plaza de Mayo. We took the elevator down, the Chancery being on
the eighth floor of the Boston Bank building on the corner of the famous Calle Florida and
Diagonal Norte, a major artery leading into the Plaza de Mayo, one block away.

As I stepped out of the elevator on the ground floor I ran into an Argentine stringer for Time
magazine whose offices were on the second floor and I asked him (the standard greeting in times
of tension) "Hola, Carlitos, que hay de nuevo?" -- "Hi, Carlos, what's new?" Carlos answered:
"Absolutemente nada, todo tranquilo" -- "Absolutely nothing, everything is calm.” And at that
very instant, the first bomb hit right out in the Diagonal Norte in front of the Embassy; followed
immediately by other explosions farther away!!!

Q: Who was the bomb directed at, at the embassy?

SIRACUSA: No. The bombs (eventually many of them in successive waves) -- were intended for
the Plaza de Mayo and specifically the Casa Rosada where, obviously, they were hoping to get
Peron. (We later learned that Peron sensing or tipped off as to danger had long since departed for
parts unknown).

I was startled by the noise and at first instant thought I'd heard a close bolt of lightning and
thunder. But just as quickly, realizing that it was a bright and sunny day, the actuality dawned on
me, shocking as it was. Afraid to reenter the elevator I turned and ran all the way up the eight
flights to the Chancery.

Being the only and therefore senior officer on board at the moment--I was Second Secretary, or
maybe First Secretary by that time, I can't remember-- I rushed in to our telephone operator's
room just in front of my office and asked her immediately to get Washington. I had looked out



my window, and I could see the planes coming -- they were small Navy biplanes -- coming right
down the Diagonal Norte, those at a somewhat higher altitude maybe 5-800 feet) to drop their
bombs and veer away and the lower ones, just about at my rooftop level, to enter the Plaza de
Mayo at the Cathedral corner then to strafe and zoom up over the Casa Rosada at the other end.

After the first wave had gone by, I knew exactly what was going on and from my vantage point
could see people fleeing the Plaza where I would have been a few minutes later) .I could also see
the smoke rising from whatever destruction the bombs had caused in the Plaza beyond my field
of vision.

Miraculously, given the sad state of telephones in general in Buenos Aires at the time, our
skillful operator got through to Washington almost immediately and had on the line the party I
wanted, Henry Holland, Assistant Secretary of State for Latin American Affairs. And in this there
is an anecdote which I think might be of small historical interest.

It so happened that Washington was that day practicing its first nuclear-age evacuation of key
officers and Secretary Holland was in the Department's bunker which I believe was at that time
somewhere near Front Royal, Virginia. My first task as it turned out was to convince Henry
whom I had known from our previous service together in Mexico City) that my call was for real
and not just one of the planned exercises for the day.

I think conviction finally came at last from Holland's perception of the anger and
adrenaline-excitement in my voice, and perhaps from the sound of the next stick of bombs
exploding outside. I was too keyed up to be afraid) In any case, when I had reported as much as |
could I promised to try to call back in about an hour and then hung up. But that was not to be and
we had no further direct communication of any kind for about three days, and neither did anyone
else.

As I remember, the outside world after my one brief report got news of Argentine events, such as
they were, from Uruguayan reports based on monitored Argentine radio talk. In those days our
Embassies were not equipped with the sophisticated means of independent communication which
they have today.

(My success in getting through this one call mortified my press friends, not one of whom had
been able to file a report before communications were cut off centrally. I still do not know how
our operator had managed it so quickly. I suspect that in the sisterhood of operators she had
friends in the central offices who did her favors when asked, and hurried that one call through
before they pulled the plug.).

Turning my attention then to more immediate concerns, I told everybody to go down to the bank
vaults for safety, except for the Marine guards, the telephone operator and myself. The marines
quickly made a bunker of large, leather sofas under which they, the operator, and I could dive as
needed. This was in the lobby at their station and just a few steps from my office and that of the
telephone operator.



To achieve some early warning of coming danger I could step out onto a wide ledge outside my
office and look up the Diagonal Norte toward the Obelisk at the broad Avenue Nueve de Julio
the widest in the world, the Portenos. Shortly after the bunker was up I saw a formation coming
in somewhat higher than others had and I also saw them release their bombs, every one of which
looked like it was coming right at me personally. All of us had just dived under the sofas when
this stick hit, much too close for comfort. One bomb exploded in the Diagonal just outside our
office, breaking most of the windows in the lower four or five floors and another went through
the roof of the next building from ours, maybe about 50 to 70 yards beyond our position. The
rest, apparently, landed on target in the Plaza de Mayo.

After about an hour and several bombing and strafing runs there was a lull in the action and we
could observe a great number of curious Argentines walking into the Plaza to see what happened,
only to be scattered and some doubtless killed by another wave of strafing planes.

Eventually, the Navy apparently having shot its wad and its "heroic" pilots--the New York Times'
Herbert Mathews term, not my own-- having landed for asylum in Montevideo, it was the Army's
turn as tanks and some small artillery took up positions outside the Ministry of Defense and
began to bang away. This was on the other side of the Casa Rosada, out of our sight but well
within earshot.

During another lull about mid-afternoon the Ambassador managed to return to the office as did
the DCM and other officers. We then sent most of the staff home as it seemed safe to exit the
area up the Calle Florida (or anywhere away from the Plaza de Mayo). Strangely enough the
Calle Florida bore intermittent pedestrian traffic most of the afternoon. Buenos Aires is such a
large city that action such as we experienced was highly localized.

Later, since there was nothing much we could do, we all went home except for a Marine
contingent and one duty officer. In the late afternoon when it was apparent that the attempted
coup, with no follow-up, had failed, one last gasp effort by perhaps the only remaining Navy
plane made a run at the President's official residence at the edge of downtown Buenos Aires,
hoping we supposed that Peron might be there and might be hit like the proverbial needle in a
haystack. Tragically, however, they damaged nothing presidential but did hit some nearby
apartments with a few fatalities and injuries to the totally innocent.

As another comment on communications I might note that while international phones were cut
off, local service continued with little interruption.. Thus I was able to reassure my wife at home,
tell her to stay put, and to speak to the Ambassador at his residence. While I told him I thought
there was nothing he could do at the Chancery and that we were all safe, those who had not
already gone home, he insisted on coming so I suggested a route whereby he could leave his car
near the Calle Florida strictly a walking street) and safely approach the Chancery from
close-by--which he did.

That tragic day was, as I recall, supposed to have been observed as some sort of a
commemoration of significance to the Navy in which their planes were to have made a symbolic
flyover of the city. They departed from their base in La Plata, then called Eva Peron, performed



their altogether sinister instead of symbolic mission, and then flew on to Uruguay where planes
and pilots were safely interned. Shockingly, it seemed to us, the New York Time' Herbert
Mathews called them heroes. But to us and I suspect even to some Peron-hating Argentines as
well it must have seemed a cowardly act to bomb the heart of their own city, at that moment
teeming with innocent civilians, without warning of any kind, in hopes apparently of killing one
man. And, although they missed him, they did manage to kill several hundred people boarding
their busses and streetcars for home and lunch, just outside the Casa Rosada.

Seeing the burned out cars and bodies when I later ventured briefly into the Plaza was a horrible
and tragic shock never to be forgotten. And when next I ventured into the Plaza a day later it was
to see the terrible damage done inside the National Cathedral the night before as the Alianza
thugs led by Gilleremo Patricio Kelly attacked it and many other churches in a night of savage
vengeance, using Molotov cocktails and other weapons to wreak their havoc. When over, it had
been a bloody and terrible afternoon and night; and it was a totally indecisive Act I, which settled
nothing.

Life magazine, in one of its memorable feats of photo journalism, recorded the shocking damage
to the churches in unforgettable black and white pictures.

Ironic for me was the memory of an interview I had recently had with the young hot-head
Kelly--today we might call him a skinhead--for some unremembered reason. Such as he,
notorious for having lead the destruction of the Jockey Club in 1952 and for similar crimes and
general acts of public intimidation, was not a customary visitor to the American Embassy; but he
had asked and I received him.

In any case, this being after the beginning of the Church-State conflict. I queried him on his
attitude toward that subject. To my great surprise he opened his shirt and showed me a crucifix
hanging around his neck. He then said--which seemed then to imply much--that he had been
raised and educated by priests to whom he owed his life. He then dropped the subject after this
seeming dramatic and unexpected gesture. One wonders what must have been his thoughts as he
and his gangs ravaged the churches.

During that memorable night the DCM, Gary Ackerson, and I and several other officers were at
the Residence trying as best we could to get some line on the welfare of Americans. Most
residents, we could assume, were safely at home so our concern centered on several dozen family
members of the advance party of Kaiser Motor Co. who were then residing at the City Hotel, just
off the Plaza de Mayo and about two blocks from the National Cathedral. The New York Times
correspondent’s wife and children were also there, we knew. As we began to receive reports of
the attacks on the churches, including the Cathedral, and rumors also of another attack to be
made on the Casa Rosada at dawn the next day, we decided that we must try to evacuate these
people, dangerous as it might be to go out on that dark night.

About two in the morning, having contacted one of the Kaiser party at the hotel, we set out in
about 5 station wagons to rendezvous with them at the hotel. It was very dark and we had to cross
several roadblocks before leaving our caravan at the intersection of the broad Nueve de Julio and



the Avenida de Mayo, about 8 blocks from the hotel. Gary and I then proceeded down the
darkened street being scarily challenged twice by nervous sentries. However, we never reached
the hotel as, to our relief, we encountered the party, about two dozen women and children,
walking up the Avenue. Afraid because of our delayed arrival, they had decided to risk the
darkened streets rather than stay so close to what they feared might come with the dawn. About a
half hour later, very relieved in all respects, we arrived without incident back at the Residence
where the evacuees were given refreshment and as much comfort as possible. Happily there were
no American casualties in these events although, tragically, this was not the case for many
Argentines.

In a few days, with no free media to keep the subject alive, things settled down to a seeming but
expectant normalcy. But of course that was not the case and even though Peron survived.
Characteristically for Peron there was no general punishment, nor was it possible with most of
the perpetrators safely in Uruguay, champagne-toasting their prowess, it was reported, at a
downtown hotel. And, of course, there was none for Kelly and his thugs. But the wheels were
obviously turning and the country waited with seeming bated breath for the next act, which was
not long in coming.

In about mid-August fighting broke out again with an Army revolt in Cordoba, This led in but a
few days to the toppling of Peron with little or no fighting when Buenos Aires based forces
despatched to deal with the rebels declared en route for the other side.

Then followed the classic Latin American race for Embassy asylum by principal Peronistas,
wrong-side military figures and others. Peron found safety in the Embassy of Paraguay, and most
of the others elsewhere. The Minister of Defense was turned away from our Ambassador's
residence as we determined there was no "hot pursuit" endangering his life.

There followed an orgy of vengeance by citizens and elements of the Military, venting the pent
up frustration of years of domination and seeking to destroy and obliterate every vestige of Peron,
Peronismo, the Justicialist Party and the memory and works of Evita. I remember watching out
the same window from which I had observed the Naval planes on their runs, the destruction of an
office of the Eva Peron Foundation across the street. Furniture, files, pictures, statues--in short,
everything moveable was tossed out of the windows and everything breakable or burnable was
broken or burned or dismantled.

There was a very destructive Army attack on a labor stronghold just outside Buenos Aires, and
one night tanks surrounded and literally destroyed the downtown headquarters of the Alianza
hoping, presumably, to get Kelly inside. (He escaped that one but was later captured and
imprisoned for a while at least. Years later, it was reported, he escaped to Chile disguised as a
woman).

For several weeks Peron was kept aboard a leaky Paraguayan gunboat in Buenos Aires harbor
and finally cleared to sail away for Asuncion. On the same day, as it happened, my wife I and our
daughter sailed for New York on the SS Argentina, our memorable and eventful three-year
assignment to Argentina having been completed.



I guess this personal reminiscence is really not what we want here. So to sum up, I considered
that a great opportunity had been lost in Argentina. If Peron had been able to continue along the
more moderate line he had for a while at least chosen after Evita's death, and not been derailed by
his own character flaws and the pressure of extremist associates which projected into the conflict
with the Church, the history of Argentina might have been much different.

Q: Well, that's interesting. No, I think that this anecdote is exactly what is called for. This is
something that you wouldn't find elsewhere. However, right after Eva Peron died, you suggested
that Juan Peron was embarked on a more moderate course. But there was a boycott in 1953 of
he legislative elections by the radical party, which was followed by violence against the radical
party and also followed by some additional curtailment of the services of the Associated Press
and UPI and so forth, which suggests that the opposition to Peron was coming not only from the
more radical elements within his own movement but from the opposition parties. Could you
comment on that?

SIRACUSA: Well, the principal opposition party, the UCR, led by Arturo Frondizi, could not
have been happy with the nascent rapprochement with the US or even with a more moderate
stance by Peron. Both would tend to limit their stature and hope for somehow achieving power
and the prospects for such achievement by democratic means had to appear slim indeed.

Their best hope, it would seem, would be by some form of military ouster not only of Peron but
of the apparatus of Peronismo, followed hopefully by elections which could give them a fair
chance for power.

Since relative tranquility and economic progress are not the stuff of which coups are inspired or
made it would, it seems, behoove the opposition to play dog-in-the-manger and to keep up
pressure against Peron whenever and wherever they could and not participate in elections in
which they could neither win nor advance their power significantly. (And in our contacts with
them they made clear their critical view of our efforts to deal with Peron)

For his part, a macho Peron would have to show his power over an opposition not being properly
submissive and docile, hence the political tensions and even some violence to which you referred
in 1953.

Also, as the improvements already noted began to be apparent, including the greater willingness,
absent Evita, of at least much of middle and upper society including merchants, industrialists,
bankers and even estancieros whose wives had been deliberately insulted and humiliated by
Evita), to at least reconcile themselves to Peron, the political opposition could not have been very

happy.

So of course your question is a good one. The pressures projecting Peron ultimately over the cliff
were coming not only from the extremist elements of Peronismo but also from all elements of the
political opposition, technical allies, so to speak, with a common immediate interest but different
ultimate objectives. And, of course they were right, for it was only after the ouster of Peron and



the stringent suppression and political outlawing of Peronismo that the UCR and Frondizi finally
came to power, if only for a relatively short time.

Q: Would you suggest then that the conflict with the Church further alienated this particular
group?

SIRACUSA: As for the political opposition, I certainly do not think they approved or fomented
the clash, although they must have seen it as a promising way to oust Peron and rubbed their
hands accordingly. The other non-government groups mentioned had to be alienated by Peron's
acts which perpetrated the crisis, egged on by their offended and religious wives if not by their
own principles; and likewise for the military officer class and for the same reasons.

After all, there was a certain code in a country without divorce where mistresses were common
for those who could afford them, and where even seemingly faithful and loyal wives could
clandestinely meet their lovers at the so-called "amuebladas" (furnished sites with discreet
off-street parking and no questions asked} for dalliance in the afternoon. But fooling around with
children was another thing. Even though it tolerated the described adult peccadillos, (which
system in its way may have helped keep families together). Argentina was a country with strong
family values and ties and Peron's acts were thought justly outrageous.

The ones who clearly favored the conflict and helped to perpetrate it were, I believe, those in the
Peronist movement who could hope so to regain their importance to and influence with Peron
and thus oust the moderates who had for a while been in ascendancy. But, of course, their victory
was but short-lived as the conflict they produced led to the downfall which in the end destroyed
them all.

Q: Did this break with the Church anyway influence America's attitude towards Peron?

SIRACUSA: We could only watch it with sorrow and regret for the disaster we saw it wreaking
over what we had hoped to achieve and may even have felt was within our grasp. Beyond this
there was not much we could do about it. We observed it going on and we just sort of stood back.
The Ambassador maintained some contact with Peron and tried to the extent he could to advise
him to keep to the better course., But as indicated, the situation rapidly went to a level of emotion
and conflicting determinations far beyond any ability we might have had to be of good influence.

On the anecdotal side, I observed a remarkable occurrence many years later when I was
ambassador in Uruguay. Just after [ arrived there, Peron, having returned to Argentina, been
restored to his full military rank of General, been unexcommunicated by the Church (if there is
such a word) and restored to the Presidency was paying a State visit to President Juan
Bordaberry, a very decent military-dominated civilian at that time. This seemed to me to be a
really extraordinary occurrence given the state of relationships with Uruguay during the heyday
of Peronismo when I was there.

In those days you had a dictatorial bastion of fascism on one side of the river--a dominating, huge
by comparison, and overbearing presence from the Uruguayan point of view. And on the other



side, little democratic Uruguay, scorning and figuratively thumbing its nose at Peron and all the
time and in many ways being a constant thorn in his side.

For example, all of the radio stations there, which were clearly heard in Argentina, broadcast all
the news unfit to print in media controlled Argentina, opposition attacks on Peron and all the
rest. It was also a convenient haven for all who felt it best to run for political or other reasons.
Being something of a financial center, it served as a handy black-market, thwarting the strictly
controlled and artificial Argentine exchange rate. When the official rate in Argentina was 14 to
the dollar the rate in Uruguay was never less than 22 to 1 in my years there and moved up
through the numbers to ultimately go as high as 50 to one before I left. All the Embassies in
Buenos Aires operated on the Uruguayan rate, with full knowledge of the Argentine Government,
making regular courier runs for exchange. And, of course, the "heroic" Navy pilots who kicked
off the revolt against Peron had taken asylum in Uruguay as well.

With this background one can readily imagine my amazement to see Peron and Bordaberry
embrace on the balcony of government palace before the monument to Artigas, Uruguay's
national hero, and with the faithful crowd chanting: "Bordaberry y Peron-un solo corazon"
(Bordaberry and Peron-a single heart).

I could scarcely believe my ears. As I had not yet presented credentials I was not included in any
official events and did not meet Peron. But from the crowd I could observe he was not the man I
once knew and, indeed, he did not live much longer.

I also conjured up memories that day of my wife and I sailing down to Argentina. We had had a
delightful cruise on one of the Moore-McCormick ships, I think it was the SS Uruguay, and after
a day in Montevideo sailed for the overnight trip to Buenos Aires, across the River Plate. We felt
then, given the state of relations with Argentina which we expected to find, that we were almost
sailing behind a sort of iron curtain. The unsmiling attitude and overbearing demeanor of the
Argentine customs and immigration inspectors who came aboard did little to dispel our thoughts
and apprehensions.

Happily for us, the warm dockside welcome we received from Ambassador Nufer eased our entry
into the somewhat sullen atmosphere that pervaded Buenos Aires at the time. Argentines did not
like black bread and meat rationing, and it showed.

Shortly thereafter I was plunged into the reality of political reporting in Buenos Aires,
experiencing my first massive rally of the Peronista supporters, complete with Peron and his
cohorts, coats off, as he addressed the banner-waving multitude of descamisados "shirtless ones".
My first impression apart from surrounding pressure of thousands of bodies and the spectacle of
Peron and his comrades on the balcony, was the oddity of Peron, in order to identify more closely
with his "shirtless ones", appearing before them in shirt-sleeves. It seemed somehow
inconsistent--coatless but with shirt did not a shirtless one make I thought.

As Itook all this in, little did I suspect the special show arranged for the day. About midway
through Peron's speech in which with great eloquence and passion he was giving hell to the



enemies of the regime (those really responsible for black bread and meat rationing) the first
"bomb" went off on the roof of a building adjoining the Plaza de Mayo and the crowd began to
surge away from that point. Fortunately panic was arrested as Peron stood his ground and called
for calm. Then came the second "bomb" which seemed to kick up a little dust on the rooftop but
little else. I quickly decided that they were really more noisemakers than real bombs or else
Peron and his friends surely would have fled. Nonetheless. not wanting to tempt fate or be
smashed in a possible stampede, I eased to the back and returned to the Embassy, there to work
on my firsthand report and hear the rest of the speech by radio.

None of us suspected, however, what was to be the aftermath of Peron's attack on the "enemies"
of the State and supposed perpetrators of the "bombing" of his speech. That night, the nefarious
Alianza under Guillermo Patricio Kelly sacked and burned the elegant Jockey Club on the Calle
Florida, destroying everything in this highest symbol of the privileged class, including priceless
art and statuary.

The next morning, as [ and my immediate boss, Robert Martindale, walked down the Calle to the
Embassy, the silence in that block was literally deafening as everyone advanced with eyes
forward, possibly only, as we did, stealing a sidelong glance at the wanton destruction.

Q: What did you think of Peron?

SIRACUSA: Peron was without doubt in my opinion a remarkable man in any setting and surely
one of the most magnetic personalities I have ever met. In addition to my frequent view of him in
political, public settings, I had occasion to see him from time to time up close, escorting visitors
to meet him. Among Argentines he had his many followers and his many enemies. He was
soundly disliked (and even detested not too strong a word) by some Americans-- senators,
congressmen, journalists businessmen and the like. Yet he was viewed as a celebrity and all
wanted to see him. Those with adequate status almost demanded it. (Senator Capehart, for
example, then chairman, I believe of the Senate Banking Committee.) Peron, in turn, was very
generous in acceding to such requests made by Ambassador Nufer and it was interesting to
observe the reaction of the visitors.

Another thing I can say is that Peron and Evita did carry out a really profound social revolution in
Argentina, perhaps, even, averting a worse one. And they did this for the most part without
widespread oppression, violence and bloodshed that has happened in other such historical events.

Peron was always relaxed, friendly and gracious. I never saw anyone, skeptical as then may have
been going in, who was not affected to some degree by his chemistry and who did not come out
sort of shaking their heads. They had certainly not been converted by him but they had to
recognize he has special qualities, a commanding presence and easy charm which said much
about his status and rise in his own country and which tended to mask the dictator and conjurer
of exotic political doctrine he called Justcialismo.

There were, of course, incidents of political and human rights being violated. But it was not as
wide spread as it was reported to be. The reason for this, I believe, was that Peron did not have a



bloodthirsty nature and his mass support was such that mass repression was not required.

The disaffected ones were the upper classes, and yet they were neither liquidated nor
dispossessed and most survived with their material holdings largely intact. Looking back on my
years there I felt that the great tragedy was that the trends in motion after the Milton Eisenhower
visit could not have continued. Certainly there appeared to be some hope then of reconciling the
revolution in a more constructive way.

But when it was all over, the people new in power did everything they could to eradicate and
destroy the memory of Peron and Evita. The Party was outlawed and barred from all political
action. Yet even with Evita dead and Peron in exile for years and years, what they left could not
be so suppressed. In the end it failed and Peron returned at last in real if belated triumph.

Before I left I could observe the seeds of this eventuality. While the "wrecking crews" were out
after Peron's fall it was eloquently clear that the "people" were not among them;. by that I mean
the great mass of laborers, housemaids and the like. My wife and I observed also that the maids
in our house were not celebrating--instead they were crying and could not be consoled, feeling
abandoned and without hope again. It seemed to us to portend the future, long term. So I was not
surprised when Peron did at last return-not restored to power if not vindicated.

I remember one of the last things I reported before I left was that the revolution was finished, but
that the Peronist Revolution was not over. And this proved eventually to be the case as Peron
returned as President, restored in military rank and in religion as well. He was a sick and broken
man by then and when he died was succeeded by his second wife, Isabellita.

What irony--Peron at the height of his power could not make Evita, (a real political power in her
own right), Vice President, though he tried; yet in his waning days he could do that for Isabellita
who then was elevated, disastrously, to the Presidency. Isabellita's only qualification was the
name PERON, apparently still magic enough.

And last week in Argentina a Peronist candidate was elected overwhelmingly. I had a visit last
week from a very close Argentine friend, a very wealthy man, a very smart man, and I have never
seen him so pessimistic about his country, because of the election of Menem. He faces the initial
challenge of horrendous inflation but that is nothing new. I would speculate, however, that this
new Justicialist-Peronist president will bear scarce resemblance to the manner, trappings and
excesses of the old Peronismo. He is of another generation and such things are really out of style;
but we shall see.

Speaking of excesses. A favored slogan of the old days was "Peron Cumple-Evita Dignifica"
(Peron Delivers-Evita Dignifies). One saw it plastered over the entire country in formal signs or
graffiti. So I was not really surprised when on a memorable fishing trip to Tierra del Fuego I saw
at the very end of the road, as far south as you could get--next stop Antarctica, virtually--a huge
billboard proclaiming PERON CUMPLE-EVITA DIGNIFICA.

As another commentary on Peron I can relate that he appeared to have no fear of those he deemed



to be his people. He had a Lambretta motor scooter, for example, which he liked to ride around
Buenos Aires at night. He would go into the huge crowds at football games with guards to be
sure, but not too much of a show of them at that. One night the Ambassador and I saw him enter
a relatively small and much overcrowded boxing arena at Luna Park. The crowd pressure was so
great that he became separated from his guards while going to ringside and anyone with a knife
could easily have stabbed him, but Peron seemed unconcerned as he walked in waving to the
crowd.

I also do not recall ever having heard of any attempt having been made on Peron's life, except, of
course, that made in their way by the Navy pilots. He had a lot of magnetism. People either loved
him or hated him. That is the way it was with not much in between, or so it seemed. If the
Church-conflict tragedy had not occurred Argentine history could have been a lot different from
what we have seen unfold in the last twenty-five years or so. But, as I have said, Peron brought it
on himself.

ROBERT C. TETRO
Agricultural Attaché
Buenos Aires (1953-1955)
Robert C. Tetro graduated from Amherst College. He has served a variety of
posts in Italy and Argentina and has served a variety of posts specializing in
agriculture in Washington. Mr. Tetro was interviewed by Lane Beatty in 1988.
Q: Really. So you're off to Buenos Aires?
TETRO: So off to Buenos Aires.
Q: And how did that compare with Rome?

TETRO: Piece of cake.

Q: Piece of cake compared to Rome?

TETRO: Yes. The business community in Buenos Aires were basically Italian.

Q: Really?

TETRO: I could talk Italian. Buenos Aires is a cosmopolitan city. You go to dinner parties and
people were Italian, German, English, French. And some of the people would talk them all. The
upper crust in BA is really something. They never did understand Peron. So we're safely in BA

now.

Q: Is Peron there? Is he in charge?



TETRO: Evita died the year before. Peron is still in charge. I'd forgotten that Henderson, my
predecessor was there. He had a fantastic letter system collection that he'd worked up. He was an
old statistician and the files- As you move from one post to another, you left the new attache with
the files to see what your predecessor had been doing. The first thing you've got to do at least as
well as he did. And in this case my predecessor was excellent. And I had some pretty good
people to work with. A Johns Hopkins lowa economist. The economic counselor was a man by
the name of Sandiford who later became assistant secretary, political consular. The living in
Buenos Aires, that was the only place I wasn’t screaming at my wife all the time about spending
money. The cost of living- Well, we got our pay in local currencies at the "black market" rate
which made it easy. It was something like three times what the official rate was. And we fell into
a lovely place in Olivos, one of the suburbs where I took the train to work, the subway. The kids
took it to school.

In early '55 one of the information guys there who had - several of the homes had swimming
pools near two clubs. We belonged to two. I played golf. Two golf courses. I belonged to both of
them. One I played golf, the other was swimming for kids and other club affairs. In early 'S5, the
information guy who was going to leave had one of these places with a pool and we put our dibs
down to have that when he left. About this time, I got a letter from Gwynn Garnett who has now
become the administrator.

Q: And he's the second administrator?

TETRO: Or third. I think third. But when Gwynn was pumping up the PL480 idea, he came by
Rome. And I, apparently, was one of the few people that encouraged him in this idea. I said,
look, you've got these surplus commodities; use them. That's basically what it is. He remembered
that.

Q: He was the idea generator of PL480?

TETRO: He was the father of PL480. We had put into effect one of the early uses of these
commodities in Italy. We had something to demonstrate you could do it. He remembered this,
remembered my support and he said why don't you come back to this important position in
Washington. And I sit down and write a two-page letter. I was a left-wing Democrat and I don't
want to be - I didn't say that part. I told him the family was very happy here. There were in
school, in schools and were doing great.

The family is doing very well; I just didn't want to move again.

And about a month later, loanes comes tearing down. He's deputy deputy. “What the hell is your
problem? We like you here.” Besides the PL480 assistant administrator job is open. This is what
I thought Gwynn wanted me to do, that I thought I could have done but didn't want. But Ray said,
"Oh, no, no, no. He wants you to be in charge of the attache service and the international affairs
part,” - Fred Rossiter's job. And I said, what about Fred? Well, poor Fred had gotten so stressed
out fighting these various things embodied in the operation, he had practically gone into the john



here on the fifth floor and damn near bled to death with an ulcer-
Q: Oh, my god.

TETRO: -and was told to get out of the job. This, for me, old "One World" Wilkie - ideal.
International Affairs, one world, United Nations is in business. Great. Attaches, I love ‘em. And |
think I know how to work and autowork. Perfect. I never realized there was going to be
bureaucratic infighting still developing. So I'm back as assistant administrator and we have a ball
with people who do a lot of things in our shop. One of our basic approaches was to try and get
clearly that the attache ran the attache office. And that instructions to that attache - work
performance instructions - cleared through our office. We didn't want every Tom, Dick and Harry
at FAS calling attaches and telling them what to do, otherwise you had chaos.

Our biggest fight in this respect was over there with Gordon Fraser who had now come in as
assistant administrator, and Pat O'Leary and some guys. They had a good shot. They had some
good people. Little by little they did understand that they had to cleared it with us. We had our
own area office for each area of the world. We also had a problem of raiding attaches. What is a
description of the job; how do you handle it. And here we lean on the Foreign Service approach.
We also had a problem of how do you get along with State with this new arrangement. And here
we had trouble, also, with some of these characters that wanted to push embassies around. And
our answer to this one says clearly, one problem you've got when push comes to shove is that the
top dog in an embassy is the ambassador. Whether you like it or, he can tell you what to do; he
can fire you if he wants to. We had a few cases where he did. A few cases, by the way, where we
agreed with the ambassador.

ALDENE ALICE BARRINGTON
Assistant Trade Commissioner
Buenos Aires (1957-1966)

Aldene Alice Barrington was born in 1902 in North Dakota to homesteaders from
Canada. She earned a teacher's certificate in 1921 from the University of North
Dakota and a B.A. in Sociology and Economics from Barnard College, New York.
In 1927 she entered the Foreign Service and served in Colombia, Argentina and
Brazil as an Assistant Trade Commissioner and later as an Economic Officer. She
was interviewed by Stuart Kennedy on January 3, 1995.

Q: I have you going into the Department of State for a short time as an Economic Olfficer.
BARRINGTON: That's right. Well, all these titles.
Q: But basically you were sent off to Buenos Aires.

BARRINGTON: That's right. Buenos Aires is a most cosmopolitan city, with outstanding



attractions. For many years it was known as the "Paris of South America."
Q: You went there in 1957. How long were you out there?
BARRINGTON: I was there until '66.

Q: My goodness. What were you doing there?

BARRINGTON: Basically the same work.

Q: Did you find that being in Argentina was different from being in Brazil, as far as how things
operated?

BARRINGTON: Oh, yes.
Q: What were the differences?

BARRINGTON: The character of people, basically, as well as the differences in the operation of
the two governments. You know, they're great rivals.

Q: I didn't know that.

BARRINGTON: The Argentines were number one in South America for many years.
Sophisticated, energetic. Forty percent of their immigration at the turn of the century was from
Italy. Like the United States, the population consists of many nationalities, the Brazilians have a
different basic character. Well, you see that if you travel in Portugal and Spain. The bullfights are
an illustration. In Spain, after artistic, almost ballet movements of the bullfighters, the bull is
always killed, and many times the horses are gored and slashed. In Portugal, it's a disgrace if the
bull's horns ever touch one of the well-trained horses. And they don't kill the bull. And if the
fighter has enough courage he jumps on the bull's horns and leaves the ring that way. Well, that
may help to typify the differences in the two peoples.

: You were there during the Peron period, weren't you?
g p Yy

BARRINGTON: No, [ wasn't. Peron left in '55 and I came in the aftermath period of his rule.
Peron admired Mussolini very much, as well as Hitler--at least outwardly, he didn't favor a truly
democratic form of government. The government made much money exporting to Europe during
the war years, because of their grain and meat products. Peron had all this money to use as
government subsidies. The Swiss bank accounts were huge. He bought the railways, which had
been established by the British, and took control of many basic industries. He permitted the
German navy to use Argentina harbors for their ships during the war, etc. But Germany's warship
"Graf Spee" as you remember, failed to make it to the Buenos Aires harbor. The torpedoed "Graf
Spee" reached the Montevideo harbor but wasn't able to leave within neutral Uruguay's allotted
time period. It therefore was sunk by the German captain. Much of the crew went to Argentina.



Q: That was out of Montevideo, Uruguay.

BARRINGTON: I was in Rio at the time, and we just hung on to the radio in the Navy Attaché’s
office, listening to what was happening there. But Peron declared war against Germany shortly
before the war ended.

Q: Yes, yes, because you had to have been at war with Germany in order to get into the United
Nations. Whereas Brazil had already sent a whole division to the Italian campaign.

BARRINGTON: Of course. All those German ships that were in the Buenos Aires harbor
became the basis for the Argentine merchant marine after Peron declared war.

Q: I take that, as far as the American attitude there, Peron was not well liked. Our ambassador
at one point was Spruille Braden, who was instrumental in helping to work up opposition against
Peron, wasn't he?

BARRINGTON: Yes. We couldn't like many of Peron's activities at all.

Q: How did you find, when you got there, the attitude of the Argentineans toward the
Americans?

BARRINGTON: As regards the people that you met and dealt with, it was very civil and
acceptable. There was nothing at all contrary to decency and respect. Peron, of course, had the
masses behind him, primarily the laboring masses. The present President was elected as a
Member of the Peronista Party but what he has recently done is not at all what Peron would have
done.

Q: Peron pretty well bankrupted the country, didn't he?
BARRINGTON: Yes, indeed. And his wife...
Q: Evita.

BARRINGTON: Many considered her smarter than he. I've seen all of her jewelry when it was
put up for sale, bringing jewelers from Europe and all over. People said she would go into a
jewelry store, pick out something, and say that she'd like to consider it and to please send it to
her. And the store would never think of sending a bill. She was something and very clever in
appealing to the masses. She now has a wonderful musical. Physically she was most attractive.

Q: The musical, which has been popular for years, is called Evita. Were there any particular
problems in the commercial work there?

BARRINGTON: No, I went all over the country at various times and to various places, to visit
factories and discuss situations. Mendoza, Cordoba, Corrientes, etc. Also to the southern
Patagonia area, and to Ushuaia, the southern most city in the world. Argentina is composed of a



varied, progressive population and ever since colonial days it has been outstanding in South
America.

Q: Were there any particular trade problems with the Argentinean government? Was this a
difficult country for American business to operate in?

BARRINGTON: Competition from European firms was acute and problems were accentuated
because of the tight control of Peron and the central government. Officialdom protected their
own interests and people. Approval of US projects was complicated and difficult.

Longstanding British interests prevailed in the extensive cattle and sheep "estancias" (vast
ranches). With their beef exports traditionally important, we were sometimes kidded about our
import restrictions which curbed Argentine meat because of presumed "aftosa" cattle disease.
Descendants of British settlers influenced various social as well as commercial activities as did
the German population in several western areas. The Buenos Aires telephone system was a
disaster. One had to wait six or seven years to be eligible for one. New residents sought living
quarters already with telephones. Foreign interests connected with an official telephone company
couldn't obtain permission to produce items necessary to rectify the situation. The lack of
cooperation perhaps wasn't so much against outside interests as it was to indicate confidence in
the government enterprise. "This is our business, controlled by the Government." Too much so!

Q: I assume you reached retirement age, was that it?
BARRINGTON: Yes.
Q: In 1962.

BARRINGTON: Yes, it was extended until '65, because the retirement age was 60 then. I left
there early '66, in January of '66.

JORDAN THOMAS ROGERS
Economic Officer
Buenos Aires (1958-1959)

Mpr. Rogers was born in South Carolina and raised in North Carolina. After
graduating from the University of North Carolina, he served with the United
States Air Force in WWII. Entering the Foreign Service in 1946, he served at a
variety of foreign posts in Europe, Latin America and Asia, primarily as
Economic and Political Officer. His final overseas post was Rawalpindi,
Pakistan, where he was Deputy Chief of Mission. In Washington, Mr. Rogers was
assigned to the Department’s Staff Secretariat, to the Department of Defense as
Foreign Affairs Officer and finally as Economic Officer in the Department’s Latin
America Bureau.



Q: Well, when your days in Budapest came to an end, Tom, you were transferred to a different
part of the world, to Buenos Aires. How did that come about. Had you asked an assignment for
in Latin America or not?

ROGERS: No, beats me. I had not asked for a transfer to Latin America. I’'m not sure when we
got word we were going to B.A. I was about to say it was the first time I got any language
training. But when we came on home leave in between my first two years and second two years
in Hungary, I think I asked for and got a period of about a month or maybe a little more in
Washington to study Hungarian. I had a private tutor in Hungarian. But then when we were going
to B.A. I was put into the FSI Spanish program. So we were there, we borrowed Madeline
Myers’ house, we stayed in her house six weeks maybe and I went to FSI for Spanish language
training.

As a personal recollection, I might add that while taking Spanish language training in
Washington, I would go home at night and at the supper table would say to my daughters, “OK,
girls, let’s learn some Spanish. We’ll start with numbers: Uno, dos, tres, cuatro, cinquo.....”
After several nights of this, one daughter said, “I‘d rather wait to learn Spanish till we get to B.A.
It’s not a nice easy language like Hungarian!”

Q: What was the state of our relations with Argentina when you got there, because they 've been
lukewarm, they 've been better and they 've been worse?

ROGERS: I think they were technically warm but there was a big difference for the individual in
going to B.A., coming from Hungary. In Hungary, we were Westerners and people who could
wanted to have contact with us. Many people were afraid to but if they could overcome that in
one way or another I think we were to some extent sought after because there were so few of us.
When we got to Argentina, it was the exact opposite. There were thousands of Americans and
relations had not been very good. We were suspicious of the Argentines for hiding all kinds of
Nazis. They didn’t like us telling them what to do, which seems to be our frequent proclivity. So
it was a different personal atmosphere. Whatever the reason, it bolsters your self-esteem to be
sought after, and the opposite to be ignored or even shunned. So whereas we felt very warm and
liked in Hungary, and that helps your ego, we felt the opposite in B. A. We thought, “What did
we do?”

Professionally, we were on warm relations but we were always, seems to me, badgering them.
Again, | went back to the economic section in B.A. and I was again, not altogether, dealing with
strategic commodities. I remember going in and making pitches for them to stop shipping bauxite
somewhere. Whether they did I don’t know but they were not automatically very sympathetic to
that kind of request.

Q: How many in your economic section in Buenos Aires?

ROGERS: The man who ran it, his name was Ed Cale. He was a delight. He was a very, very
nice guy. We had three or four, plus Ed, four, possibly five, but four probably.



Q: So you had a fairly good-sized section. Did you have a particular interest or particular field
that you followed?

ROGERS: It may be that because of COCOM that I was switched back to that. I don’t remember
doing any general economic reports, but I probably did, because they were doing a lot belt-
tightening. I remember wondering why Chile could export so much wine and Argentina didn’t,
because they had excellent wine. So by process of elimination I think I must have focused mainly
on

Q: Commodities.

ROGERS: Commodities, and Frondizi’s efforts to straighten out the economy. I also did some
work, I recall, on efforts to develop trade agreements between Argentina and Chile and others in
that part of the continent. Now, I was not there very long. I was there about a year and a half.

Q: Were you there when Vice President Nixon visited?
ROGERS: No, but I was in other places when he visited....
Q: Was there any interest in your Hungarian experience?

ROGERS: Very little. But there was a good-sized Hungarian community there and friends in
Hungary put us in touch with some of them and some of them we became very friendly with
some. In fact, one woman who was the sister of one of our neighbors in Budapest, not the
newspaper couple, was there. She went there not speaking any Spanish. She had a brilliant record
as a chemist. She immediately got a job at the University of Cordoba and came down and stayed
with us occasionally when she had things to do in B.A. I asked her how she managed to teach not
knowing Spanish. She said “I just memorized each day’s lesson a day ahead!”

Q: Tom, I wanted to ask you whether there was any lingering effect of Peronism, from Juan
Peron’s long stay there. Even though he was not in the country, did he had any adherents there,
or any people who longed for him?

ROGERS: Oh, yes. As I said, we were there during the so-called Frondizi era, there was what
was called the Frondizi straightjacket because the economy had gotten out of control, so a lot of
people were suffering. So yes, the Peron days was still certainly well remembered as the good old
days, as was Evita. What people really thought of him I don’t know. I don’t recall any sort of
groundswell of hopes that his party could come back into power, but I think it’s safe to say that
many remembered him with nostalgia, as representing the hey-day of Argentine prowess. There
was a good bit of antipathy toward Brazil as Argentina’s principal competitor for leadership in
South America or the British over the Malvinas or the Falkland Islands. Argentines are I think
very sticky people and it’s easy for them not to like you and I think we felt that. We didn’t feel
that we were very popular there. We felt that way because we weren’t very popular.



Q: And they were going through economic troubles at the time?
ROGERS: They had a lot of economic troubles.
Q: Inflation, things of that nature?

ROGERS: Yeah, the Frondizi period was supposed to be getting things back in shape. That
wasn’t easy.

MAURICE BERNBAUM
Deputy Chief of Mission
Buenos Aires (1959-1960)

Ambassador Maurice Bernbaum was born in Illinois on February 15, 1910. He
graduated from Harvard University in 1931. He did graduate work at the
University of Chicago. He joined the Foreign Service in 1936. He served as a

Vice Consul in Vancouver and then Venezuela. He served in Nicaragua as Chargé
d'Affaires. He served in Argentina as deputy chief of mission and as ambassador
to Ecuador and Venezuela. He was interviewed by Charles Stuart Kennedy on
January 13, 1988.

Q: After some time in the State Department you were in Argentina as DCM in 1959 to 1960.
What was the situation in Argentina at that time?

BERNBAUM: Well, Peron had just been overthrown. Actually he had been overthrown when I
got into the State Department from Venezuela, and I was in charge of the Office of South
American affairs. And I got to know the Argentines quite well. We devoted ourselves after
Peron's overthrow to reestablishing good relations with the Argentines. I played a rather key role
in that. And so I got to know many Argentines.

Q: When you say you played a rather key role, how?
BERNBAUM: Negotiations with the Argentines. We had economic negotiations with them to
settle outstanding economic problems, and through that I got to know quite a few of the

Argentine people, who I knew later when I went there.

I was assigned to Buenos Aires because the previous DCM, who hadn't been there very long,
didn't seem to get along with the ambassador.

Q: Who was the ambassador?

BERNBAUM: Willard Beaulac.



Q: He was a career officer.

BERNBAUM: A very highly respected career officer, with a great deal of experience and with a
lot of prestige in the foreign service, but a man who had very definite ideas about how he wanted
to run things. Apparently my predecessor and he didn't get along very well. So very much to my
surprise | was asked whether I wanted to be DCM in Buenos Aires.

Well, I'd already been in the department for about three years, it was time for me to go, and so |
said, "Fine."

Q: Well, with Beaulac, what was our policy and what was Beaulac's attitude towards dealing
with Argentina at this critical stage of change of government?

BERNBAUM: Well Beaulac was very much interested in continuing with this policy of
strengthening relations with the Argentines. He also had ideas about getting things done. His
principle was you got to a country and you found certain problems, and then you devoted
yourself to solving these problems. One of them was aviation relations. But at that time when |
arrived there we had started a stabilization program with the Argentine government, headed by
Arturo Frondizi. He was president of Argentina. Beaulac was very much interested in insuring
the success of the stabilization program, and I was heartily in accord with that. This is what we
emphasized throughout our period there.

Q: What was, just to get an idea, Beaulac's way of using you as DCM. A DCM is whatever an
ambassador wants him or her to be. And how did he use you?

BERNBAUM: Well, I think he more or less checked me out to see how much he could rely on
me. As he began to feel he could rely on me, then I got more and more responsibility. My
primary function as a DCM would be to manage the embassy as executive officer. But then he
used me for political purposes as well. He had more or less a hierarchical idea of contacts. He
would see the ministers, and then I would see the number twos. And he depended on me more
and more to develop these contacts in the Foreign Office and other government departments.

Q: Well, how did you find running the embassy, the management of the embassy? Was it a
difficult job?

BERNBAUM: No, no. It wasn't at all difficult. We used to have staff meetings every morning.
They was attended by the heads of the various sections of the embassy. Decisions would be taken
at these staff meetings, and I would see to it that they were carried out. That was part of my
responsibilities, and I'd always check back with the various people who were given the action
responsibility for the things.

JOHN A. FERCH
Consular Officer



Buenos Aires, Argentina (1959-1961)

Ambassador John A. Ferch was born in Toledo, Ohio on February 6, 1936. He
received his BA from Princeton University in 1958 and his MA from the
University of Michigan in 1964. As a member of the Foreign Service, he served in
countries including Argentina, Colombia, the Dominican Republic, El Salvador,

Guatemala, Mexico, Cuba, and Honduras. Ambassador Ferch was interviewed by
William E. Knight on September 27, 1991.

FERCH: At that time one of the many Personnel assignment policies that the State Department
has had over the years was that new officers, after A100 and language training, would spend their
first tour in Washington. And sure enough, everyone in class, all these experienced people, spent
their first tours in Washington. And the powers to be said, "Ferch goes to Argentina." Now
everyone in the class was more qualified, more mature, and envious as all get out watched us
leave for The Pampas. We sailed down to Argentina and began a career.

Q: Did you already have Spanish?
FERCH: I took Spanish in FSI.

As I'said, I joined for all the wrong reasons and the Service itself seemed to lack reason in
choosing my first posting. When I look back I can't imagine a more confused Personnel policy
that would take two kids who knew absolutely nothing and send them abroad to defend US
interests when all the more experienced officers were kept home in rather dull jobs. This doesn't
make any sense at all. But, of course, like that class in my high school, it shaped my life. It got
me on the road to Latin American affairs, and because the second year of my two year
assignment down there was in the economic section...

Q: First year was...?

FERCH: Consular work. I liked the economic work and had it in the back of my mind to get the
Department to send me back to school. I hadn't taken economics at Princeton.

I learned something in getting my second assignment. I was assigned to INR...of course I didn't
even know what INR was. Naiveté has been my strong suit for years and years. Another junior
officer who had already left and was back in Washington wrote me and said, "You can't go to
INR, that is no good. You will just bore yourself. I will get you a better job." This has since
shaped my career. I don't think the assignment process has ever put me anywhere formally. I
haven't been one to go out and be a hard wheeler and dealer for assignments, but I did realize that
you had to get out in the corridor and look for your assignments and make yourself known. That
has shaped my career too.

EDMUND MURPHY



Cultural Attaché, USIS
Buenos Aires (1959-1961)

Edmund Murphy spent three years in the U.S. Navy from 1943 to 1946. His
career as a Foreign Service Officer with USIS has included positions in
Argentina, the Dominican Republic, Colombia, Haiti, and Finland. Mr. Murphy
was interviewed by Allen Hansen on January 30, 1990.

Q: In October of 1958 you were given a temporary assignment as desk officer in the Office of the
Assistant Director for Latin America. Do you recall what countries were included in that
assignment?

MURPHY: Yes, that was a temporary assignment with Lewis Schmidt and Albert Harkness. I did
some work on the USIA Argentine program, but took on whatever overflow needed attention.
That was while awaiting my transfer orders from France to Argentina.

Q: Oh, yeah.

MURPHY: Originally, I was supposed to transfer from Lyon to Bordeaux but while I was on
home leave, I think Al Harkness intervened and negotiated with Bill Cody to let me go because
Al wanted me to go to Argentina.

Q: I see.

MURPHY: Because the Argentine vacancy wasn't available yet, I had a temporary assignment
until they could send me to Argentina.

Q: Right, I can see it was only about three months, October of '58 that you came back and in
February of '59 you went to Buenos Aires as Cultural Attachée.

MURPHY: That's right.

Q: Where did you live that three months when you came back? It's a problem we all face when
we come back from overseas.

MURPHY: Well, I found a French diplomat who was going on home leave to Paris and I rented
his house on Macomb Street, just off Connecticut Avenue. We were very comfortable there and
our kids could walk to school from there and it worked out very nicely.

Q: How big was your family at that time?

MURPHY: Well, we had five children at that time.

Q: I see.



MURPHY: The house we rented was a big house.
Q: Can you tell us a little bit about your assignment as Cultural Attaché to Buenos Aires?

MURPHY: Yes. It was a time that's somewhat like now because one thing that one noticed right
away in Argentina was the terrible inflation. Another thing you noticed was that there was still a
very strong Peronist element in Argentina among the working class in spite of the fact that Peron
had been gone since the end of September, 1955. And, it was also evident that because all of the
money he had spent on social gains for the working people, the infrastructure in Argentina had
fallen apart. Their once famous British railroads, a model of efficiency, were in shambles. The
streets were full of potholes. Public transportation was undependable. Telephones didn't work.
Electricity was sporadic. Garbage frequently piled up in the streets. In short, the after effects of
the Peron regime were all too conspicuously visible.

Q: We're talking 30 years ago?
MURPHY: Yes, we're talking 1959-1961.
Q: You could almost be talking about Buenos Aires today!

MURPHY: Of course, of course. It's very much the same. That was a rough time for us and more
particularly for the Argentines because they could scarcely survive with the inflation.

Q: I believe at that time USIA was having some difficulties with the book translation program, as
it was being operated in BA prior to your arrival. Traditionally this program operated somewhat
independently from USIS, if I'm not mistaken. At least it does today. Would you care to comment
on the situation that apparently developed with respect to this regional book program in BA
during your tenure there?

MURPHY: Yes, the book program in Argentina was and had been an almost independent
operation and it was not really in the local chain of command under the cultural operation. It was
a regional service center for all of Latin America, so it was not considered by USIA to be a USIS
Argentine operation. But I did take a close interest in it and I was consulted when titles were
discussed and so on. But it developed that the public affairs officer at that time became
somewhat suspicious that there was collusion going on. And I think after some months of rather
quiet investigation it did turn out that the Argentine who was publishing the books was
shortchanging USIS, i.e., he was not publishing the numbers of books that he said he was
publishing. The result of that was that the book officer was transferred and I think he afterwards
resigned.

Q: What were your major activities on the cultural side during the years you were there?

MURPHY: Well, I was concerned with the exchange of persons program a good deal in
Argentina.



I found when I arrived there that it was handled largely by Argentines and the Americans had
tended to sort of give them the full responsibility. That caused some problems needing to be
cleared up because it looked like there was too much favoritism in certain sectors with the
exchange program and I think I did help to break down the system and insist that the Americans
take more leadership in the nominating process. I was elected chairman of the Fulbright
Committee in Argentina. That situation was a little unusual because they had always had an
Argentine in that job. The locally employed Executive Secretary was a lawyer who had several
jobs. He paid too little attention to the program and was arbitrary in his decisions. Fortunately,
we were able to replace him with an Argentine who had studied in the U.S., and who gave full
time to this job. Historically, USIS Buenos Aires has been a troubled program for the Agency.
For reasons not clearly understandable, that post has always had more than its share of problems.

Q: Had the Lincoln Library been established by then?

MURPHY: Oh, yes. The Lincoln Library had a great location on Avenida Florida and it was a
busy and popular place. Isabelle Entrikin was the American librarian, and she was very able and
popular in Argentina. Only two blocks away was the Argentine-American cultural center that had
been founded by Luis Fiore, a wealthy Buenos Aires businessman.

Q: And this is the binational center.

MURPHY: Yes, this is the center I spoke of earlier as having been opened in 1928. I understood
that the motive in founding this center was to counteract the bad publicity the U.S. was getting in
Argentina over the Sacco-Vanzetti case. The Italians represent an important part of the
nationalities who make up the Argentine. Rosario, which also has a binational center, is a very
Italian city. The Binational Center in BA had been in existence for 12 years before the U.S.
embarked on assistance programs. So the local founders did not welcome American suggestions
or interference. Nonetheless, it was and is effective.

Q: Was there considerable difference between the BA binational center and the one in Bogota,
Colombia, where you later served?

MURPHY: Yes, a very big difference that can be accounted for principally by the fact that
American initiative, financing and personnel were involved in the Bogota center from its
inception. So the question about the extent of American participation was never moot. On the
other hand, the BA center was created by local, Argentine initiative, and had a strong feeling of
independence.

Q: In Argentina, were there other binational centers besides the ones already mentioned?

MURPHY:: Yes. Besides Rosario, there was one in Cordoba, one in Mendoza, one in Salta and
another in the process of getting organized in Santiago del Estero. The latter two did not have
American personnel in them; the others did. As part of my job I visited all of these centers from
time to time to participate in their programs and to confer with their Boards about their needs,
and give the American personnel some contact with headquarters.



Q: Were the centers in the provinces more closely related to USIS because they had Americans
as directors?

MURPHY: No, I don't believe that was the case. The Buenos Aires center also had an American
"administrator," but the centers were reluctant to surrender authority and the Americans had to
work under restraints imposed by the history and attitudes of the local sponsors. The situation
also depended on the talents of the Americans involved. If they were competent and diplomatic
and came to be trusted, they were given more latitude in carrying out their duties.

Q: Who was the public affairs officer in Argentina in those days.

MURPHY: Seymour Nadler was the Public Affairs Officer. He had been sent there just about the
time [ was.

Q: Is there anything else you want to mention about Argentina in those days?

MURPHY: Well, one of the benefits of serving in Argentina was that the Colon Theater was one
of the most beautiful theaters in the world, and because the seasons in the southern hemisphere
are the opposite of those in the northern, Argentina got all the best of theater, opera, ballet, music
and individual concert artists. Performers were glad to be busy in what was the off-season up
north. The U.S. Cultural Officer got a big welcome from the management of the Colon Theater.
There were close ties between this theater and the Met in New York, and many Argentines had
transferred and made enviable careers in New York, e.g., Tito Capobianco as a stage-manager for
opera. Argentine musicians like Alberto Ginastera were also well known in the United States. A
box was available to us at the Colon Theater for most performances, and this was quite a help
when American visitors of importance wanted to go to the theater on short notice.

We had some important American visitors like Howard Mitchell and National Symphony
Orchestra from Washington (under the "cultural presentations" program of the Department of
State), visits by U.S. Navy ships, for which we handled some aspects of public relations. There
was also a visit by President Eisenhower who was accompanied by his son, John. The American
ambassadors who served in Argentina while I was there were Willard Beaulac and Richard
Rubottom, both of whom were staunch supporters of the cultural and information activities of
our Agency.

Q: Were the relationships of Argentina with little Uruguay and big Brazil, both near neighbors,
about the same as they are today?

MURPHY: Argentina and Uruguay always got along fine and the two moved across borders
almost as if they didn't exist. The favorite beach playground of the Argentines was near
Montevideo. They had a common language and a common cultural background. Brazil, on the
other hand, had traditionally been considered a threat but now, as in 1959-61, both countries are
primarily concerned with their troublesome economic problems, so that historic rivalries have



faded into the background.

SEYMOUR I. NADLER
Public Affairs Officer, USIS
Buenos Aires (1959-1962)

Seymour I. Nadler was born in New York in 1916. As a Foreign Service Officer,
his assignments included Taiwan, Washington, DC, Argentina, and Turkey. Mr.
Nadler was interviewed by Jack O'Brien on November 21, 1989.

NADLER: After that [ went to Buenos Aires.

Q: This is interesting, that your background overseas so far had been in Asia. How did you
arrange or did someone else arrange for you to jump to Latin America?

NADLER: The job came up, and I made it known that I wanted to go overseas again. [ was
offered that job. I did go to the Foreign Service Institute to study Spanish before I went and
actually came up with a three-three-plus rating, which was later raised.

Let me say this. As I was taking the Spanish language course I found that I was assimilating it
quite rapidly, and I was very proud of myself, particularly my ability to acquire vocabulary. Then
one day it occurred to me that what was happening was that my three years of Latin in high
school were paying off. The Spanish words all had Latin roots and my mind made the
connection.

I had studied Latin for three years in high school. At the time, you had to study Latin and a
foreign language in high school in New York City. Anyway, I went to Buenos Aires for the next
three years.

Q: Good story. What were relations overall between the United States and Argentina at that
time?

NADLER: To the extent that the Argentines can accept anybody, Americans were more or less
accepted at the time. There were problems because of the volatility of Argentine politics, which
was - and is - nothing new, but they did have a civilian president then. President Frondizi was an
elected president. Nevertheless, the Peronistas were still very strong.

Q: Let us establish the dates, please.

NADLER: I was there from the beginning of 1959 to August of 1962, nearly three years.

Q: Now, did we have complete freedom as an alien foreign information service to conduct our
affairs? Were any restrictions placed upon us?



NADLER: I can't think offhand of any serious restrictions placed upon us, no. In other words, we
did not have to submit anything to an Argentine jury before releasing it.

Q: Yes.

NADLER: On the other hand you knew, as you do in any foreign country, that there are certain
bounds beyond which you cannot go, and we accepted that.

Q: You had a library that was used?

NADLER: A library that was used.
Q: Did you have a Fulbright program?

NADLER: A very active Fulbright program and a particularly active cultural program. The
people in Buenos Aires have always been very interested in matters cultural. You have to bear in
mind that, as big as Argentina is physically, a third of the population lives in the city of Buenos
Aires.

Q: Overall, you found that an agreeable assignment?
NADLER: Oh, yes, yes. This was -
Q: Any exceptions that you would like to record or not?

NADLER: Well, not for any personal reasons, just the lessons that I offer to people in the
Agency, young people who might someday be based somewhere like that. Let me say first that
this was the first post that I had where I could take a walk down the street and not stand out as
something different and alien.

In any event, we had at that time -- well, before I got there, as a matter of fact, for some time a
program that was one of the showpieces of the Agency. Unfortunately, it turned out to be
something quite different. I will make this as short as possible. It was one of the book programs,
the book translation programs that were popular in those days, except that this one had been sold
to the Agency as something which could operate throughout Latin America (except, of course,
Brazil, where the language is Portuguese) while based in and controlled from Buenos Aires,
which had the strongest publishing industry in the entire area.

In any event -- again, I am trying to keep this brief - the arrangement was that, through
USIS-Buenos Aires, USIA would pay for translations and subsidize publications of American
books which we wanted to reach Latin American readers, but to reach them as if they were
American books selected, translated, and commercially published by a Latin American publisher.

It could be called a gray activity. Edward R. Murrow defined a gray information activity as one



where the hand of the United States is concealed, but if revealed could be admitted to without
serious national embarrassment. When I arrived in Buenos Aires as CPAO, the activity was in
full swing and had been in operation for a couple of years. Reports to the Agency were not only
encouraging but enthusiastic. The program became an Agency showpiece, especially where
Congress was concerned.

The books that were very important to have disseminated were supposedly being disseminated
and bought, which would have meant more effectiveness, because when people buy something
they pay more attention to it than when it is given as a gift. Remarks by some local employees led
me to think a little more about it. It just didn't seem to ring true.

In any event, drawing on my experience from research and intelligence, I had a routine check
initiated, by employing local offices of American survey firms, simply to go out and try to
determine how many of these books were actually being sold, by checking the kiosks and so on.

It turned out that sales were almost nonexistent in Argentina and in some countries, for all intents
and purposes, nonexistent. The whole thing was just a scam. I reported it back and eventually the
program was ended.

Q: Well, the person or persons responsible for this mischief -- what happened to them?
NADLER: Well, the one primarily responsible was permitted to resign from the Agency. I
suppose some of the others were reassigned, or whatever happens or doesn't happen in those
cases.

Q: Yes.

NADLER: The bearer of bad tidings got what the bearer of bad tidings usually gets.

Q: Now, as a lesson you would like to leave with persons who listen to this tape -

NADLER: The lesson is, very simply, that when conducting a particularly ambitious program of
any sort, never take anything for granted. Never say we can assume this or we can assume that.
From time to time make checks that should be made simply to make sure that what is supposed
to be happening is happening and happening the way you want it to happen.

Q: Yes.

NADLER: Let me mention now, still in Buenos Aires, something amusing and enlightening that
happened to me. At that time American television programs were being sent in great numbers to
Latin America through commercial channels for commercial purposes.

Q: Mr. Nadler will continue.

NADLER: American television programs were first sent to Mexico, which had the most



advanced equipment in Latin America for dubbing into Spanish. Then they were sent throughout
Latin America, where television was just taking off at that time.

At a party one night, an Argentine lady, one of the so-called elite, came charging over to me, and
I could see fire in her eyes. She was obviously very upset. We knew each other. She did
everything except shake her finger in my face and she said, "Your American television programs
are being broadcast down here now. I have six children at home of an impressionable age -"

I thought that was a good point to break in. I said, "Yes, I understand. We in the United States are
concerned, too, about all of this violence on television and the possible effects on children. We
are assured by psychologists -" and I gave the theory that children naturally have tendencies
toward violence and don't see it the same way we do.

I was part way into what I thought was a good defense, when she raised her hand imperiously and
said, "I am not concerned about violence. I am concerned about my children starting to talk with
a Mexican accent."

Q: Do any other stories about Argentina come to mind?

NADLER: Well, just something that was more often said there than elsewhere. As you know,
Jack, before World War II some of the radio script writing I did was for comedians. I did some
research when I was much younger about the nature and uses of humor. I have always thought it
important to determine what kind of stories are going around at a given time in a country. Today,
people say that you can listen to Johnny Carson and some of the other late night talk show hosts
to learn exactly what is on people's minds by what they are laughing at, what the major issues
are, and where politicians stand.

In any event, in Argentina there was a magazine called Tia Vincenta, which actually means Aunt
Vincent. It was sort of a cross between The New Yorker and Mad Magazine. It was vicious
politically and, of course, it had a wide following. At that time there were occasional attempted
coups in the city, which usually got nowhere. They were more of a politico-military exercise than
anything else.

One of the magazine's regular cartoonists had a two- page spread shortly after one of these
attempted coups. I still remember one of the cartoons. The perspective was looking down toward
the street from a fifth-floor apartment terrace. Tanks were visible in the street below. A man was
depicted on the terrace, pointing down toward the tanks in the street, looking back over his
shoulder, saying -- this was the caption -- "Rosa, come look! Elections!"

We -- call it a calculated risk -- took a chance on offering the editor of this magazine an
opportunity to travel to the United States on a leader grant. We were taking a chance, but actually
when he came back it really paid off. He had a lot of critical things to say about the United
States, but a few of the things he wrote in his magazine canceled all the rest. He did criticize our
lack of sophistication about the rest of the world -- he said, "I was taken to a lot of parties, which
I enjoyed, but wherever I went, you know, as soon as I walked in out would come the LPs with



sambas, rhumbas and tangos. No one asked me -- I happen to like jazz piano."

He also wrote: "I especially appreciated my introduction to the voting machines that they use in
the United States. You can cast your vote by machine. It would never work down here, because
there is no that lever says 'fraud."'

BARBARA S. MERELLO
Junior Officer Trainee, USIS
Rio de Janeiro (1960)

Barbara Shelby Merello joined USIA in 1959. Her overseas postings included

Brazil, Peru, Spain, Costa Rica, and Argentina. Ms. Merello was interviewed by
Lewis Holffacker in 2000.

MERELLO: I'm not going chronologically. I should, really. We got our assignments in the fall,
of course, of 1960. I went in with three other people. It’s strange, but I’ve never seen any of them
again. There was one young woman and two men. I’ve seen the names of the men, but we’ve
never been at the same post, so I’ve never seen them again since 1960, and the young woman
was drowned at her first post on the Ivory Coast. She was drowned in the ocean. But at that time
we were all very happy and enjoyed the training and were looking forward to our assignments.
And I remember telling the Personnel officer that I liked cities. I’'ve always been a city girl. And
they sent me to Rio, and I was very grateful. That was a pretty good first assignment. [ was a
junior officer trainee, so I went there in December of 1960. At that point some posts had
language training at the post, three months of training. When I was in the University of Texas, I
had just for fun taken a semester of Portuguese. There was a girl from Bahia, and I had just taken
it for fun, never thinking that I would ever use it. And [lo and behold] it came in handy. But it as
good training — three months, six hours a day. There were only three or four of us in the class,
and we had several different teachers, so we heard different accents. And it was excellent
training. The only drawback was that we were not working, so we weren’t meeting anyone, and
so it was very lonely, being there for those first few months.

But I found a little wonderful place to live. I have to laugh about it because it was actually an
illegal little house. It was on the Baisandu, a long street that leads up to the Governor’s Palace in
Rio, an old, kind of dilapidated street with tall royal palms. Every once in a while a branch would
fall and knock someone on the head, but it was an elegant street — a little dilapidated, a little gone
to seed. And I found a little apartment on the top of a four-story building. In Rio it was illegal to
have any more than four stories without an elevator, and this was actually the fifth story, but it
was all right — I always thought that was kind of fun. There was an open iron gate, and it was
extremely small, but there was a big terrace, and I spent most of the time on the terrace. I had a
hammock there, and I remember I had Wisteria. It never stopped blooming the whole time I was
in Rio, which was a year and a half, I guess. It never stopped blooming.

And I remember Carnival. Carnival in those days was marvelous fun. There were neighborhood



associations. There still are. Ours was Narangeras, and the Brazilian family on the floor below
I’d made friends with the young woman, who happened to work in USIS. It just happened that
she worked in USIS, and we became good friends, and I joined this little neighborhood
association, went out, and it would start around New Year’s, when you would hear this clink
[taps a rhythm on a glass], and then the rhythm would pick up and so on, and everyone would
start rehearsing. Some of them had been sewing their costumes all year. And then you’d go out in
the streets and that day everyone would go out, and they would round up the usual suspects,
pickpockets and so on, and they would have their costumes in jail, and they would celebrate their
own Carnival. But amazingly, they wouldn’t sell liquor. No one really got drunk. The worst that
could happen was they’d spray some ether. But there actually was no crime during Carnival. It
was just a lot of fun, everyone jumping around. And I got to go to the ball at the Opera House,
and you would see the costumes like nothing in this world. I don’t think before or since have so
many sequins been sewn on so many — real diamond! You can’t imagine. Some of the people
couldn’t even walk, the costumes were so elaborate. But you danced all night, and of course it
was hot — it was hot and humid — but the costumes were brief (all the others, not the ones who
were being judged), and you danced all night. And then there was a night club where they would
serve onion soup; after four in the morning anyone would get onion soup for free. And then there
was a place called Drink on Copacabana Beach, where you could finish up, dance a little more, if
you had the energy, and then go out and watch the sun come up over that green ocean. And on
Ash Wednesday, everyone was exhausted. It was marvelous to do once. [ wouldn’t want to do it
again, but it was great fun.

And the work — of course I was in training, so I got to be in press and radio and television and the
cultural side. It was good training. I enjoyed press especially. And that was the time, while I was
in Rio, that John Glenn went up and circled the earth. In fact, this was a very exciting time
because of that. It was just amazing. Some people felt that it couldn’t be true, that it was all made
up, as some people still don’t believe that we sent anyone to the moon. But in Sao Paulo, which
was my next post — my first real post was in Sdo Paulo — we had a couple of astronauts visit. I
think one was Pete Conrad, and I have a signed, an autographed picture of him, and that was a
great event. Pete Conrad was here not long ago. There was an anniversary celebration of the ‘60s
at the LBJ Library, where I volunteer as a docent, and it was like a homecoming party. Everyone
was there, and they had a panel on NASA, and Pete Conrad was there telling wonderful stories,
and I was so shocked when he died very suddenly a few weeks later. In Sdo Paulo we also had a
visit from Louis Armstrong, and that was very exciting, too. And for some reason this has stuck
in my mind. Of course, the Brazilians are so self-righteous about how they don’t have any racial
prejudice. As a matter of fact they do. It’s just a different kind. I met a number of black people in
Sao Paulo who told me that it was more economic than anything else, but at that time, black
people were not admitted either to the navy or to the foreign service, the Itamarati. That has
changed, but this was in the “60s.

Q: How did this affect your reception of Louis Armstrong?
MERELLO: Oh, not at all. Well, everyone loved Louis Armstrong, but what I was going to say

was that when he arrived there was a press interview, and one of the reporters said, “Well, how
does it feel to be in a country where there is no prejudice?” And he said, “Well, I don’t see very



many of my color here at this Jaguar Hotel.” It was the Jaraguar, one of the fanciest hotels in
town, and by golly, there weren’t any others his color in that hotel, because they didn’t admit
people [of] his color in that hotel. And they said it was because some of their guests were
prejudiced, but of course, again, it was because they were prejudiced themselves. But on the
other hand, every woman wanted to be a beautiful mulata, and who wouldn’t? Who wouldn’t
want to have beautiful café au lait skin and lovely black wavy hair? And so they found that many
women, when they took a census, a lot of women called themselves mulatas who really weren’t.
So it’s a different sort of prejudice, and I think it’s probably less now. That was just an
interesting sidelight.

And I loved Rio. In those days, Rio was falling apart, actually. It was awfully dilapidated, but it
was fun. There wasn’t much crime at all, and there was the only bonyji, the trolley that you could
sit on and go all over town. It took about a day to go around town because, I think, it was a
hundred years old at that time, or almost. I think it was dated from the 1880s, and these were still
the same cars and the same little torn curtains at the windows. If it rained you got wet. But it was
so much fun, and it still had that old magic. It’s lost now. I’ve been back since, just very briefly,
but the crime is the problem now, many things. It was after I left that the terrible things started
happening. The police would go out — I think maybe out of frustration because criminals were
always set free immediately — and they would start just killing them instead. And even children,
even orphan children on the street. This was after I’d left, but things are not what they were. I
know we always say this, but it’s true in Rio’s case.

In Sdo Paulo, I didn’t want to go there, but it was wonderful. It’s a very interesting city, and at
that time it hadn’t become such a monstrosity as it is now. Now it’s an anthill, not a city. It’s
grown much too much. But even then it was called “the engine of Brazil,” and very interesting. It
was industrial, but it was also full of artists and writers and musicians and a great many
immigrants, many from Eastern Europe or the Middle East or Italy. In fact, one of the wealthiest
men there was Francisco Macarazzo. He started the Sao Paulo Bienal. At that time it was one of
the two big art shows in the world. The other one was the Venice Biennale. And Macarazzo had
come as a penniless immigrant. He had a pushcart — everyone starts with a pushcart — and he had
become a multi-millionaire. And so he built this enormous building, and that was one of my first
tasks, to participate in the Bienal, and as a matter of fact, we ended up winning the grand prize
for the first time, much to the dismay of the Europeans, who had always divided the prizes up
among themselves before. But this was a very big deal. You had a certain amount of space, and
you could bring in the artists that you want. And the artist who came, the exhibit was of Adolph
Gottlieb, one of the New York impressionists, and [ wasn’t familiar with their work at the time,
but when I saw those pictures hung, and getting them hung was not easy, because we had to build
special walls and special materials, and we didn’t get the paintings until about a day before the
big reception was due — and that was a panic. There was a longshoremen’s strike in New York,
and so it was late leaving. Then when they got to Santos, there was so much rain that they were
afraid to bring them up the hill, and so we had more delay. And the curator who had come down
was Walter Friedman, who then went to the Walker Arts Center in Minneapolis. I’'m not sure
where he is now. He was fairly young at the time, and he was tearing his hair out. He was in
despair. He said it takes a week to put these up. Well it turned out we had a day and a half, and
we put them up, and they looked marvelous, these enormous paintings with these suns and —



wonderful energy. And I came to love those paintings very, very much. They were marvelous,
very romantic in their own way. Maybe the last romantics were the impressionists.

And then some sculptures by young sculptors who later became famous — a number of them did.
Stella was one. There were a half a dozen of them. So it was really a stunning show when we
finally had it up on the special walls and everything. It really was an amazing show, quite
overwhelming. And since Walter Friedman had never been curator at a Bienal before, he refused
to play the game with the Europeans, and he just wouldn’t go along, and so finally and luckily,
they gave the Grand Prize to Adolph Gottlieb, to our section, and it deserved it. It was a
marvelous show, anyway. The whole show was good, but we really did deserve the prize, and
Adolph Gottlieb deserved it, and I was so happy that he had come down and was here when it
was announced. He had come down, and he was a wonderful man, just had the best time. He
didn’t know Portuguese, but he met all the artists in town. They took him to a geisha house, and
that’s because one of the Japanese artists was one of the most famous in Brazil, Manabumabe.
He had started out as a penniless immigrant himself. He planted heels and his father had died
when he was young, and he had had to work in a dry cleaner when he was 14 to support his
family, and then he started painting neckties, and he ended up becoming the most famous
impressionist in Brazil, enormous canvases, very beautiful and very expensive. He also was a
wonderful man. They were good friends. They didn’t have any language in common but they
communicated. So he had a grand time and had not dreamed that he would win the Grand Prize,
and when he did — it was about $1500, I think — he decided that he would spend it all on jewelry
for his wife. His wife had been a teacher, and she had supported him for many years in New
York, and he had never given her any jewelry. And Brazil was the place to buy jewelry — gold
and tourmalines and topazes and aquamarines and anything that you could imagine. I had the
most wonderful time, and I went with him to the best jewelry store in Sdo Paulo, and he decided
what to get. And he could buy a lot for $1500. He bought a great many jewels, and I know that
she was very pleased when she got them. So this was all great fun. It was tremendously exciting.
This was my first real assignment, and I worked very hard on it. It wasn’t easy to get those
materials and to hang all this and get it all ready. It was intoxicating, really. It was great fun. And
the newspapers were plastered with pictures of Adolph Gottlieb, and everyone recognized that it
really was a fine show. So that was a wonderful way to start out. Not everything was that
successful, but it was fun to be part of something. And of course, the fun of the agency is that
you’re always an amateur because you’re always doing something you’ve never done. [ don’t
know whether the State Department is that way or not. I don’t think it is.

WILLIAM B. WHITMAN
Argentina Desk Officer
Washington, DC (1960-1962)

Myr. Whitman was born in New Jersey and raised in lllinois and New Jersey. He
was educated at the University of Colorado and Northwestern University. In his
posts abroad Mr. Whitman served variously as Consular, Political and Economic
Officer. In Washington, he dealt with Fuels and Energy. His foreign posts include



Palermo, Cochabamba, Belgrade, Milan, as Director of the US Trade Center,
Belgrade, as Economic Counselor and Rome as Economic Minister. Mr. Whitman
was interviewed by Charles Stuart Kennedy in 2004.

Q: Well, what was the situation in Argentina in 1960 when you got on the desk?

WHITMAN: As usual, confusing. We had the president whose name was Frondizi and we were
supporting him strongly as a moderate leftist, but there were all kinds of people in the shadows
there in the wings, the generals, the admirals, right wing people, but basically Frondizi was no
bomb thrower--he had some very conservative people in his financial ministries. But basically it
wasn't very exciting because the administration we got along well with, and we were trying to
help each other out, and that was it.

Q: Did, had Peron, in one of his things he had been and had left the scene by that time?

WHITMAN: He was in exile I think, in Spain. And the only exciting thing that happened in the
Argentine desk was the Eichmann case. Remember Adolf Eichmann was grabbed off the street in
Buenos Aires, and taken to Israel. That happened the very first or second day of my stint on the
desk in the summer of 1960 And we had Cuba which was a major concern; basically it was a nice
job for a junior officer.

Q: Well, did you, were you able to use this sort of experience at a later time to see how the State
Department worked, often the desk officer, the system desk officer, you get a little feel about
clearances..

WHITMAN: Oh, you get to see this, I mean you were told this in A-100 but in those days you
had to take a cable around and somebody would scratch initials on the bottom, you would stand
out in the hallway at seven at night waiting for this clearance to go, then you take the cable down
the hall, you take a copy on a sheet. It was very, of course, a junior officer, I did a lot of that,
standing around and waiting.

WILLIAM W. LEHFELDT
Economic Officer
Buenos Aires (1961-1962)

Principal Officer
Cordoba (1962-1964)

William W. Lehfeldt was born in California on July 13, 1925. He served in the
U.S. Army in a specialist’s role. Upon completion of his tour, Mr. Lehfeldt
received a bachelor's degree from Georgetown University's School of Foreign
Service in 1950. He entered the Foreign Service in 1952. His career included
positions in Kabul, Bilbao, Buenos Aires, Cordoba, and Tehran. This interview



was conducted by Charles Stuart Kennedy on April 29, 1994.
Q: What kind of work did you do--just general political and economic, military?

LEHFELDT: Well, I'm the last of the old time generalists, I'm afraid. In South Asian affairs I was
the political desk officer for Ceylon and Nepal and an assistant for India. Later I was the
economic desk officer for Afghanistan and Pakistan, although there was very little difference at
that time. From there I went to Argentina, to Buenos Aires, as petroleum officer, where I stayed
for about a year and then moved up country, to a city called Cordoba, where the revolutions
begin (one almost started recently), to open a consulate.

QUENTIN ROY BATES
Agricultural Attaché
Buenos Aires (1961-1965)

Quentin R. Bates served in the military in World War II. He entered the Foreign
Service through the State Department, but switched to the Foreign Agriculture
Service (FAS) in 1955. His posts included Colombia, Canada, France, Argentina
and Washington, DC. He was interviewed by Jennifer Nyberg in 1990 and by
Richard Welton in 1994.

BATES: Argentina was one of the most difficult posts in some ways. It was a period of great
tension.

O: From '61 to '65?

BATES: Yes. We had seven fairly large scale attempts to overthrow the government, in which in
at least three of them, there was quite a lot of fighting and quite a few people killed. The streets
were often closed off. There was fighting in the streets occasionally. So it was a difficult time
politically.

Q: How can you work in situations like that? Was it very difficult - did it affect your day to day
work?

BATES: No, it didn't very much. These were strange types of revolutions. It was mostly an Army
versus Navy thing. The Navy officers were generally a very conservative group and the president
at that time, Frondizi, was a left-of-center politician. He had the support of the army, but the navy
was very strongly opposed to him - the navy and the right wing political parties. So it was usually
a military confrontation between the navy and the marines versus the army and the air force. The
worst one occurred when we were on a trip with the minister of commerce. We had been visiting
a number of areas in Mendoza, the fruit and wine area, and went from there to the mountain
resort area of Barraloche. On our way to a major hotel, we were stopped by the military and told
about the revolution. We immediately went back to the plane and headed back to Buenos Aires



without knowing where we would land. The rebels had seized the airfield that we had taken off
from so we knew we couldn't land there. We were going to head for an air force base, but the air
force hadn't decided yet which side they were going to be on so we didn't know until fairly
shortly before we were to land whether the air force was in rebel or government hands. It turns
out the air force decided to stick with the government. We landed and the minister, personally,
took all of us by bus back to our homes, going on side streets because all of the main streets had
been blocked by the Marines.

Q: Were you in danger because you were American? It was obviously an internal thing.

BATES: No, there was no anti-American feeling about it. It really didn't worry us too much
because very few civilians ever got hurt unless they just happened to be in a area where there was
fighting. They were pretty careful not to hurt any civilians so that was not as much of a problem
as you might think.

WILLIAM LOWENTHAL
Deputy Assistant to the Director
Buenos Aires (1961-1966)

William Lowenthal was born in 1920 in New York City. As a child he learned
both English and French at the same time. Other parts of his education and
experience were also unique. For example, he assisted with a political fact finding
survey of Latin America in 1941. He graduated from Dartmouth in 1942. He was
a Navy pilot. He was a textile mill executive dealing with labor unions. His
master’s degree, from Columbia University, was in Latin American economics
and history. Later, he received a doctor’s degree from Georgetown University,
with a thesis on Argentine economics and social development. He was involved in
foreign aid programs in Washington DC, Chile, and Argentina. He also served
with UNESCO in Paris and the Economic Commission for Latin America. He
retired in 1981. He was interviewed by James D. Williams in 1986.

Q: So now we're trying to get back on the track when I guess you went to Argentina, right? And
you had made some initial statements as to your being in Argentina.

LOWENTHAL: Yes, [ went to Argentina in 1961 and as I said before this was a, a new program
because Argentina was not an underdeveloped country but had fallen into a great deal of
economic depression after the overthrow of Peron. The Peron regime had milked the agricultural
sector in order to build an industrial sector and to help develop a working class, a working class
that would always vote in favor of the Peronist movement and this debilitated the country
tremendously.

Q: Well, wouldn't, wasn't that basically a sound idea, to industrialize, isn't that the way all the
countries have now gone? So what did they do wrong?



LOWENTHAL: They did it at such a terribly high cost that they really couldn't compete and they
taxed the agricultural sector which was the great foreign exchange earner to such an extent that
they began to lose their ability to produce.

Q: Oh, so they, they ruined their cattle industry and ...
LOWENTHAL: Right.
Q: What else did they have at that time?

LOWENTHAL: Cattle and wheat production. They were tremendous exporters of beef and grain
to Europe primarily.

Q: I see.

LOWENTHAL: So that by the time I got there the economic situation was in very dire straits.
Peron was overthrown in 1955. When I got there in '61 -- there were several military
governments in between. When I got there it was a civilian government elected -- [the president
was a man] by the name of Frondizi.

Q: When did you say Peron was overthrown?
LOWENTHAL: In 1955.
Q:'55.

LOWENTHAL: President Frondizi was very much interested in economic development and
trying to balance out the whole picture of industry versus agriculture. He wanted to revive
agriculture. He established an extension service on his own which had not existed before. It
involved research and extension and he sent many of his agricultural people to the United States
for study and practical experience. The universities in lowa and Michigan helped a great deal and
also Texas A & M -- Texas A & M and lowa State primarily. A great number of Argentines went
there for study and came back and established this research and extension service. It was so
important to the President that he didn't establish it in a conventional way in the Ministry of
Agriculture. He established it in his own office and at the time the Minister of Agriculture did not
take umbrage because he understood that because it was established in the President's office and
there was U.S. interest and U.S. contributions -- it was like a servicio without calling it one. He
worked with it as a member of the board of this organization which was called CAFADE, which
is alphabet soup for the organization that was established in the, in the President's office for
research and development of agricultural extension. There were co-heads as we had in a servicio
and eventually this organization became part of the Economic Development Council of
Argentina after Frondizi was overthrown. This organization which was in the President's, was
sort of cast loose. The new government was interested in establishing an Economic Development
Council, not just for agriculture but for all sorts of economic development and therefore this



organization which had concentrated in agriculture was put into the Economic Development
Council as the Agricultural Department for it and it's still in existence today -- the National
Development Council. What I wanted to talk about in Argentina was not just our regular program
which functioned well and has had lasting effect on the country -- I wanted to talk about the
problem we had with respect to the policy matters as to whether or not economic and technical
assistance in Argentina was solely for those purposes or for political purposes as well. We had an
ambassador who believed that they should be used for political purposes as well as economic
development purposes. He didn't think that any kind of U.S. assistance should be solely based
upon economic and technical assistance development theories or reasons but it had to have a
political aspect to be justifiable for the interests of the United States to be investing its money in
that country.

Q: Would you explain how you viewed political involvement...

LOWENTHAL: Yes, it became very obvious. While we were there the country fell into a very
severe recession and maybe it was a petty depression. In those days they didn't differentiate as
much between depressions and recessions as they do now and inflation was starting to heat up
very rapidly. The military got very restive and unhappy with the presidency and the ambassador
called a meeting of his staff and said that he had been thinking about what he could do to save
Frondizi because he felt that this was a democratically elected government with very good
objectives and he wanted to do everything possible to save this government. He felt that with 150
million dollars we could save him and that he had written a telegram to Washington that night,
after he came home from the opera, proposing and justifying a program of 150 million dollars
which he said would save Frondizi and he said to me "What kind of projects would you have that
would do this?" And I said to the Ambassador "There aren't any that would do such a thing and
that even if there were it would take so long to get them approved and through Congress and get
the money that this crisis will have passed and we will have been in three or four other crises."
The Ambassador didn't like that very much. But anyway, he said "Well, We'll see what happens
in Washington. I sent my telegram so it would arrive Saturday morning when there is a small
group working. They'll concentrate on that and we'll see what kind of an answer we get." Well,
the following week he called another meeting, and he looked very triumphant and, he waved a
telegram in front of all of us saying he got 80 million and he then turned to me and he said, "All
right Bill, what are the projects?" And I gave him the same answer. I said "There aren't any
projects, Mr. Ambassador, that will do this kind of thing. Our work is long term -- we have some
loans for road building and we have some loans for trying to eliminate hoof and mouth disease
and we have loans and technical assistance grants for the agricultural extension service. You
know what they are and that there doesn't seem to be anything in the economic assistance and
technical assistance field that will have any such immediate effect. These are long term projects
that involve training, that involve development of the people." He replied "If you won't give me
any projects, I'll give them to you. Take a pencil and a paper."

Q: And what did you get?

LOWENTHAL: He dictated to me projects -- he said "road-building 30 million, silo construction
60 million." No I guess that must have been another 30 million. He just dictated a list of projects



that he thought up and gave them to me on a piece of paper and said "Go negotiate these with the
Argentines."

Q: And he came to this conclusion without any contact, previous contact with the President of
the country or anything like that to see if they had any ideas?

LOWENTHAL: A certain amount of that money eventually was changed into a balance of
payment support loan which is not technical or economic assistance. It was a loan that was to be
paid back in about twenty years at three or four percent and it was to help them pay their external
bills. But most of it was still left in technical assistance. Now, the silo loan, which was one of the
loans that he put on the paper became notorious in Washington. It was the loan that was on the
books longer than any other loan in the whole history, I think of the world.

Q: This was for grain storage?

LOWENTHAL: Yes. The Argentines are great grain producers. There was a tremendous need for
improved silos and grain storage -- enormous waste of grain at the port and in the country as
well. A tremendous amount was eaten by weevils and rats and I don't know what else and so that
there was some need for it. But this loan, the way it was prepared in the first place, almost
created the expulsion of the whole program from Argentina because the loan required 60% of the
material for the silos to be imported from the United States. That was one of the ways the
Ambassador was able to get agreement because this was going to help the United States silo
manufacturers. And so the Congress was perfectly willing to approve that but when it got to
Argentina and it hit the press, it was phenomenal. The Argentines had been making silos for
years. They knew very well how to make silos, they just needed money in order to stimulate the
business because the agricultural sector had fallen down so in its general outlook that it couldn't
afford to build these things. This loan was ostensibly to help them do that but if they were going
to have to import so much of the material it would cause them greater debt and put more people
out of work than it would help and so it was aid that caused a very great problem. There were
editorials in the paper that if this is the kind of technical assistance the United States was
offering, we should pack up and go home. (Laughter). Well...

Q: There again two different cultures coming together in collision.

LOWENTHAL: Absolutely. This happened just about the same time as the assassination of
President Kennedy. I was in Argentina getting ready to go to Washington for budget hearings on
the next years' program and to try to do something about this problem of the silo loan when we
got word of the assassination of President Kennedy and the Ambassador said we must proceed
and go ahead and we should go to Washington anyway. I did go to Washington and stayed there
for quite some time because of the funeral and all of the commotion in the congressional
committees and nothing was meeting. Eventually I was able to talk to the committees and to
explain what a terrible turmoil this silo loan had produced.

Q: As you know we're hearing about the silo loan in Argentina so you go ahead and I'll put some
identification on this tape.



LOWENTHAL: The congressional committees that I spoke to did not want to cancel the silo
loan as I had suggested and the Ambassador, or course, in Argentina was very much opposed to
canceling it. I explained the problem in Argentina that this silo loan, requiring 60% of the
material to come from the United States when there is a sizable silo making capacity and industry
in Argentina itself, that this would raise all kinds of complicated problems. If the loan could be
amended to reduce the amount that had to be imported from the United States, then we might be
able to go ahead with it. Well, after considerable discussion we were able to -- we amended the
loan so that we only had to import one silo as a model to Argentina and the rest of the loan could
be used for establishing and modernizing silo-making capacity in the country. This appeared to
be very satisfactory to me and was accepted by the Argentines though when we signed the loan,
the Minister called up and said that he wanted no publicity about it and we had to go in through
the back door of the ministry and through the kitchen and up into his office so that we wouldn't
be seen and he signed the loan with us without any kind of publicity whatsoever. We had nothing
but trouble with this loan. The Argentine method of manufacturing silos and financing silos was
not well understood by our technicians. Nothing seemed to work in accordance with the loan.
Eventually the loan dragged on without any money being drawn down for three or four years and
it was finally reduced to ten million dollars and only about six or seven was used and eventually
the rest was turned back to the U.S. Treasury.

To me that's an example of how one can get into trouble by dreaming up loans to countries, loans
that don't really fit in with their needs and their system of operation. Another loan that we had in
Argentina also foundered for completely different reasons. Prior to this new injection of capital
by loan to Argentina, the United States had made a loan of six million dollars to the province of
Entre Rios for a road that would tie in with farm to market roads to make it easier for farmers to
get their products to central markets. This six million dollar loan seemed to be progressing quite
well when one day the controller of our office came to me and said "Something is wrong with
this loan. We will have to look into it because the amount being spent for gravel is ten times
higher than the estimate and we can't understand why." So I went to the highway department of
the Ministry of Public Works and asked the question "How come so much more is being spent
for gravel than was estimated?" Everybody seemed to just shrug their shoulders. They didn't
seem to know. I got out the original plan for the loan and the map of the road that showed where
the quarries were for procurement of the gravel. All along the road there were places marked
where there were quarries so that it shouldn't have cost ten times more than anticipated. Since the
people in the highway department couldn't give me an answer. I said, "Well, we'll have to go out
on the road and look and see what's the matter." So the controller and I and two people from the
Highway Department in a jeep went out on this road that was still in the making. It was very
rough going -- and every place on the map where there was a quarry -- supposedly a quarry --
nobody was drawing any gravel.

Q: Were the quarries actually there or not?
LOWENTHAL: There were quarries actually there and there were places where you could see

that there was rock and there were places where you could see that rock had been at one time
taken because there were excavations. But none of them were being used. Well, finally on the



way back we stopped at a restaurant for lunch with these two men. I guess it was later in the
evening or it must have been tea time or something like that. We got to be more friendly with
these Highway Department officials who let on that the Minister had a brother-in-law who had a
quarry many miles away. That's where the rock was coming from and that's why it cost so much
more.

Q: Hm.

LOWENTHAL: So I said to the Highway Department people that this couldn't go on this way
with the loan that the United States was making at a very low interest rate, financed by American
taxpayers and that would have to be changed. I would expect to hear from them on that. He said
he would make his report and would call me back. Well, a few weeks passed and I was informed
that the Minister had reviewed our request but was unable to make any change.

Q: Were the people you went to in the Highway Department?

LOWENTHAL: I went to the head of the Highway Department and we canceled the loan and
returned the money to the U.S. Treasury. So this is an instance of technical cooperation that
should have worked out, but because of the way in which the local culture functioned, we had no
recourse, really, except to do what we did. I could find no other way that we could. We would be
subject to terrible criticism, if knowing this problem, we had continued to disburse our funds.

Q: Do you see any connection between this way of their doing business and what has happened
eventually in Argentina with the military take-over, I guess, and then now things going back the
other way?

LOWENTHAL: Well, not in any specific way.

Q: But you can assume that if it's going on like that in the instance that you uncovered that must
be almost a standard way of doing business throughout the country, right?

LOWENTHAL: Well, perhaps so. It's hard to take one instance such as this and generalize. Lots
of people do and I really don't think it's right. There are a number of very well run institutions in
Argentina and there are some that aren't, but I think that it's very important to know what you're
doing and not let things like this happen. I would guess that in many cases our loans have gone to
do things of this nature without being caught. We were lucky in the sense that we were willing to
persevere and find out what was going on and to take some action so that it was an example to
the Argentines that the U.S. was only going to do things the way the original plans were worked
out. I don't think it's good to generalize, though I gather there's a lot of the same kind of thing
happening in the United States as well as in Latin America.

RICHARD S. WELTON
Assistant Agricultural Attaché



Buenos Aires (1961-1966)

Richard S. Welton grew up in West Virginia and completed his bachelor’s at the
University of Maryland in 1956. He joined the Foreign Service immediately after
college and served in Argentina, El Salvador, Spain, and Mexico, as well as
various positions in Washington. He retired in 1989 after 33 years with the
Foreign Service. Mr. Welton was interviewed by Quentin Bates on January 6,
1996.

Q: They felt that they couldn't publish figures that were at variance with what the official figures
were. There were many countries, where the official data were not just guesses, but deliberately
distorted.

WELTON: I think we had a very good experience in Argentina, where we had good sources of
information outside of the government. I never felt that anybody deliberately tried to mislead us
there, but when I got into Central America and the coffee republics -- this was the time of the
International Coffee Agreement, which had established quotas for each country -- and their
interest was to convince us that they had a tremendous surplus of coffee, so that they could get a
larger quota. There I did feel that they misled us. In fact, the Ambassador, before I went there,
told my predecessor, that was Dick Smith, who later became the Administrator that he had been
called in to a Cabinet meeting, where they had been discussing the coffee situation. And that the
President said, "Now, just how can we convince you that we've got all this coffee?" And the
Ambassador replied, " Well, it might help if you stopped lying to the Agricultural Attaché."
Diplomacy and tact weren't two of his stronger elements. Anyhow, that was the situation we had
in coffee.

I remember also a personal experience when the Chairman, or whatever he was, of the Coffee
Company, which was a state trading agency, who invited me to accompany him around to see the
coffee plantations just before harvest. I was staring at red coffee beans through the car window
all day long, and got the worst headache I've ever had. But he was trying to convince me that they
had a tremendous crop. But I'm sure there were a lot of similar experiences at other posts as well.

One thing I should mention, perhaps, on reporting: In later years when the agency became more
focused on market development, there's been a lot of concern that perhaps the Attachés were
spending too much time on mundane reports on different crops, rather than focusing on
encouraging more export sales.

ANTHONY G. FREEMAN
Assistant Labor Attaché
Buenos Aires (1962-1964)

Anthony G. Freeman was born in New Jersey and graduated from Rutgers
University and Princeton University. He joined the Foreign Service in 1961 and



has served a variety of posts in Argentina, Spain, Bolivia, Brazil and Italy. He
was interviewed by Don Kienzle in 1995.

FREEMAN: I did a detailed profile of the trade union movement and the political parties in
Argentina, so by the time I got to Argentina myself in July 1962, I was extremely well- read on
Argentine affairs. I knew the bios of all the characters I was going to meet when I got down there.

I say, "I was going to meet," but I am skipping something here, so let me backtrack. As I said
earlier, I was assigned as a central complement officer, where you "rotate" from one section to
another in the Embassy. But during the time that [ was working for Henry Hammond, our
Ambassador at that time to Argentina, Rob McClintock, came to Washington. I asked to meet
with him, and an interesting thing happened, which had some impact on what my first
assignment in Buenos Aires would be later on.

He came through Washington, among other reasons, to have a meeting at the AFL-CIO with
Serafino Romualdi, Jessie Friedman's step-father. Now Serafino was a legend in those days. He
had been a very active labor person during the War. He evidently had worked for the OSS in the
labor area. He was an Italian Socialist who had fled Italy during Mussolini's time prior to the
War. He had lived or worked in Latin America and had many Socialist friends from Italy who
were in prominent places in the trade union movement and in politics in Latin America, for
example, in Venezuela, Uruguay and Argentina, et cetera. And it had been a strong article of
faith for Serafino as head of Inter-American affairs of the AFL-CIO to oppose the Peronists, who
came to power in Argentina and took control of the labor movement by pushing out the socialists
and anarcho-syndicalists, with muggings and killings and so forth. So Serafino was a bitter, bitter
enemy of Peronism, which he regarded as nothing more than a Latin American variety of
Fascism, which he had been fighting all his adult life.

Well, McClintock aimed to persuade Serafino that the time had come for the AFL-CIO to begin a
rapprochement with the Peronists, and the reason was, of course, that we were facing a problem
called Castroism in those days. Castro communism supported by the Soviet Union was on the
rise as a political model to be exported to and replicated in the other countries of Latin America.
Castro sympathizers were penetrating political parties and labor movements throughout Latin
America, and the Peronists were seen as a potential bulwark to the spread of Communism in
Argentina. So from the United States' point of view, it was opportune to begin a better
relationship with the Peronist movement. There had been a long history of hostility between the
Peronists and the United States. Peronism was a kind of Third World populist nationalist
movement that viewed the Yanquis with hostility. Peron, who was a demagogue, grandiosely
portrayed his movement as being a "Third Way," not a bridge, but a third way between
Capitalism and Communism, between Imperialism and Communism. But the Peronists were
anti-Communist, so Ambassador McClintock saw value in trying to establish relations with the
Peronist labor leaders, and in order to do that, he needed the support - or at least wanted to soften
the opposition - of the AFL-CIO. So that was the purpose of the visit which Ambassador
McClintock and Henry Hammond paid on Serafino Romualdi, with me tagging along. And
incidentally that was the first time I met Jesse Friedman. Jessie was sitting in an outer office, and
he immediately made an impression on me as a dynamic young international trade unionist



activist doing really exciting work. However, the meeting was unsuccessful. Serafino rejected the
Ambassador's arguments, at least at that time.

But during the course of the Ambassador's stay in Washington, I asked to meet with him. He
asked what I wanted to do when I got down to Buenos Aires, and I said that I had been working
in the ARA labor office, his idea of reconciliation with the Peronists seemed an exciting thing to
do, and I would like to be involved. And so he said, "Fine. You've got the job." My first
"rotation" assignment would be to the Embassy labor office, so that's how I got to be Assistant
Labor Attaché in Buenos Aires, at least for the first six months that I was there.

Q: How did you find the labor movement once you arrived in Buenos Aires? Were you able to
make any useful contacts with the Peronists?

FREEMAN: Oh, yes. It was a great assignment. I actually got down to Buenos Aires two weeks
before Henry Hammond did. I don't know whether you want me to tell that story or not.

Q: Go right ahead.

FREEMAN: The Labor Attaché preceding Henry Hammond was a fellow named Irving Salert.
Now, if I am not mistaken, Salert came from the ILG [International Ladies' Garment Workers'
Union], and he was quite a character. I arrived in Buenos Aires, my first assignment, in July. It
was winter time down there, and believe it or not there was actually snow coming down at the
airport at around 11 o'clock at night when the plane came in. And even though it was my first
assignment, [ had learned it was the usual Foreign Service custom to meet [newly arriving]
officers at the airport, so I was expecting to be met. But when I cleared customs, there was
nobody there, and it was late at night. It was near midnight when I retrieved my bags, and I
caught the last bus into town. It was quite cold with snow flurries coming down, not much snow,
but it was unusual for Buenos Aires. I turned to another American on the bus, a businessman, and
asked where he was going to stay that night. This was a Sunday night. He said, "Well, I am going
to the Plaza Hotel." The Plaza Hotel was the most expensive hotel in town. I think it was $15 or
$20 a night, and that was really a lot of money in those days. And I said, "Well, I guess I'm going
there too; I don't know any other place." So I ended up at the Plaza, and when Monday morning
came around, I decided I wasn’t going to rush to the Embassy and report to duty. Instead, I would
get to know the town first. I just walked around the city and in the afternoon I happened to
stumble upon the American Embassy. By this time, the Personnel Officer, Gladys Knudson (may
she rest in peace), was frantic. "Where have you been?,” she asked.

It turned out that the Labor Attaché, Mr. Salert, was supposed to have a car sent out to meet me
at the airport. He had either forgotten or just didn’t care. He hadn’t notified the motor pool, so no
one came to meet me. But I was assigned to his office, even though I was really going to work for
Henry Hammond. This fellow [Salert] was still going to be around for another two weeks, so |
paid my call on him. He was not apologetic at all. In fact, he was rather flippant, and said
something like, "I don't know who the hell you are." Actually, he was a lot more explicit than
that. “I didn’t ask for you. I'm only going to be here two more weeks. There's an office across the
hall. Park your ass over there, and keep the fuck out of my way." [Laughter]



So that was my first introduction to the Foreign Service overseas.
Q: Loy Henderson would not have approved.

FREEMAN: Actually, the guy warmed up after that. He took me around on some of his labor
calls, and I sat in on some of his meetings. I had a hard time understanding Salert’s Spanish. I
understood the Argentines, but couldn't understand him. Only later I realized Salert was speaking
Portuguese - he wasn't speaking Spanish - and that's why I didn't understand him. He had spent
five years in Brazil before serving another five in Argentina, and he still spoke Portuguese. He
was an interesting curmudgeon type, and I learned some things from him.

In any case, Henry Hammond arrived shortly thereafter, and we began, for the first time, to court
the Peronist labor movement. And the Peronists were ready to be courted. There was a "soft line"
[faction] that wanted to work with us. Now I have since discovered that some of these guys were
actually intelligence agents of the Argentine government. On my second tour to Argentina some
years later, one of the earliest contacts I had made the first time around confessed to me that he
(and others) were actually working for state security at that time when they approached us as
intermediaries for the Peronist labor/political movement. These were secondary characters. I'm
not talking (necessarily) about the trade union leaders themselves. While I was still in my 6-
month labor tour, Henry Hammond began to contact the major trade union figures, and the most
important one I met with him was the head of the garment workers union named Jose Alonso,
who was later assassinated during the guerilla war which they had there. These were the "soft-
liners" in the Peronist movement as they were called. While they were Peronist and professed
allegiance to General Peron who was in exile abroad, they were being wooed and cultivated by
the Government of Arturo Frondizi, a democratically elected President from another party, the
UCRI (a split off from Argentina’s main traditional middle class party, the Radicals, who were
the principal rivals of the Peronists). Frondizi, through one of his Ministers, Rogelio Frigerio
(Economy, I believe), sought to coopt as many of the Peronist labor leaders as they could.
Frondizi was a major partner in the Alliance for Progress with the United States, and
undoubtedly through his Minister Frigerio, the soft-line Peronists were encouraged to work with
us - with the implication that the labor movement could benefit from US Alliance for Progress
programs. I'm not saying necessarily this was the only motivation these Peronists had to be
receptive to a closer relationship with the U.S., but it undoubtedly was an important sweetener. In
any case, [ was among the first Americans to get to meet these people and develop a relationship
with them as part of Henry Hammond’s mission, and I'm still remembered in some circles in
Argentina because I was in on the ground floor of that development, even though I only worked
in the labor office for six months. I had great fun doing it.

Q: Was this effort eventually accepted by the AFL-CIO?

FREEMAN: Yes, with or without Serafino's personal endorsement, the AFL-CIO came to
recognize that they had to work with the Peronists also and that the Peronists weren't necessarily
Fascists. They were opportunistic; they were demagogic; they weren’t “nice guys” or necessarily
democratic by our definition, but they were definitely populists, and they did represent the



underside of society in Argentina. Many of these guys who were trade union leaders came out of
the sweatshops and factories themselves and they were born on “the wrong side of the tracks”.
Not too soon thereafter, the AFL-CIO position began evolving also. About a year later, an
AIFLD program was established. An office was set up in Buenos Aires, and they began working
with the Peronists also, using AID Alliance for Progress funds to engage in housing construction
programs for the light and power workers and other unions. But at the same time the remnants of
the old Socialist (or social democratic) movement were still around here and there. AIFLD
probably maintained contact with them as well, as did we. I kept up my contacts with the
Socialists, social democrats and other anti-Peronists grouped together in an entity which they
called the “32 democratic unions”, and there was a tremendous amount of emotion on the part of
these old timers over the fact that the Americans were beginning to work with the Peronists. I
recall the head of this organization, Juan Carlos Brunetti, a “social democratic” type who was a
member of the UCRP, the mainstream Radical Party, pulling Jessie Friedman aside one day when
Jessie was visiting down there with a delegation from the AFL-CIO, grabbing him by the lapel
and saying, "Your step-father is turning over in his grave for what you're doing, Jessie!" And
Jessie was shaken by that.

Q: What was the relative power between the Peronists on the one hand and the social democrats
on the other?

FREEMAN: Something like 99.4 percent to 0.6 percent. They may have once had 32 unions, but
by this time the “32 democratic unions” were little more than a letterhead.

Q: So the Socialists were a small faction.

FREEMAN: They were a very small faction by that time, but there were still some old great
leaders left. There were several leaders still active in the 1960s who came from this tradition and
who were actually still in the national leadership of some unions: the Railway Engineers, for
example, and also the Commercial Workers. There were some great old time 1930s style
democratic or anarcho-syndicalist trade union leaders, but they soon lost their positions.

Q: Were the Peronist trade unionists independent of the government or were they really
subordinate?

FREEMAN: There has been an off again-on again tendency among the heads of the Argentine
trade unions in the CGT to split between “soft-liners” more inclined to deal with the government
of the moment and “hard-liners” inclined to be in more intransigent opposition. The “soft-liners”
in the period I’m talking about were probably coopted by the Frondizi government to some
extent, but I doubt they were totally subordinate. Insofar as the relationship between the Peronist
trade union leaders and the broad Peronist political movement, the labor leaders were a power
factor within the broader movement, but they represented an interest in and of themselves. There
was a mutual relationship between the party leaders and union leaders, but the union guys were to
a considerable degree autonomous and exercised their own influence on party politics. But they
were split, too; they were deeply ridden by factionalism and personal rivalries.



One can debate how significant this U.S. opening to the Peronist labor movement was in the
greater scheme of things. It broke down the mutual reserve and suspicions between the US and
Argentine labor movement and reduced to some (probably a considerable) degree traditional
Peronist resentment against the U.S. AIFLD (AFL-CIO) training programs introduced the
concepts of democratic trade unionism and eventually the CGT was granted admission to the
democratic trade union international family known as the ICFTU, which was European social
democratic in its origins - so some progress was made in that sense. I want to be careful and not
overplay this. To many decent middle class Argentines, many Argentine labor chiefs are still
little more than thugs and to call them “democrats” would be a stretch. Yet that judgment is too
extreme on the other side and reflects a certain degree of class snobbery and prejudice. None of
them are angels, but I can think of some Argentine trade unionists who are dedicated to the
interests of their fellow rank-and-file workers albeit within the constraints of their own
ideological framework and there are a few whom I regard as personal friends. Through their
association with the AFL-CIO, we taught them the language of democracy and to some not
insubstantial degree this rubbed off. Moreover, I think it undeniable that the Peronist union
leadership served as a buffer against communist or Marxist inroads in the Argentine labor
movement. Castro communism was largely unsuccessful in infiltrating the labor unions. The
Marxist guerrilla insurgency (ERP) that came later, in the ‘70s, did not gain support from the
labor unions. The other major guerrilla insurgency, the Montoneros, did have Peronist or
nationalist origins and enjoyed some sympathy among workers on the margin, but the union
leadership by and large resisted this (and some leaders paid with their lives as a consequence)
and a few even colluded secretly with the security forces in the “dirty war” against the rebellion.

Q: And after six months, did you rotate to other parts of the Embassy?

FREEMAN: I did other things. I did the normal tour. I spent a year as a consular officer doing
non-immigrant visas, which was a pain. Buenos Aires was (is) one of those places where large
numbers of people line up each day at the Embassy to try to get a visa to come to the United
States. A large part of my time was spent on visa fraud and problems like that, and you had to
interview some incredible number of people, a hundred a day or more. It was a hectic, thankless
job, and there was a lot of pressure on the visa officer not to err by issuing temporary visas to
people who intended to stay in the U.S. Of course, over 90 percent wanted to stay, and the real
question was how artful were they in lying about it, and how artful were you in catching them in
an obvious lie so that you had no conscience attacks in denying them a visa. [ was also in the
economic section in Argentina and did commercial-economic reporting for six months.

EDWARD W. CLARK
Political Counselor
Buenos Aires (1963-1964)

Edward W. Clark was born in New York on October 9, 1917. He obtained an A.B.
from Princeton University and then went to Cornell Law School. He was a
diplomatic courier. He served in Panama as Consular officer and then as deputy



chief of mission. He also served in Asmara, Lima and Buenos Aires. He served in
the Bureau of Inter-American Affairs, Personnel, and Congressional Relations in
the State Department. He retired in 1973. He was interviewed Charles Stuart
Kennedy on April 29, 1992.

Q: You were supposed to go to Argentina?

CLARK: I did go.

Q: How long were you in Argentina?

CLARK: Only a year and four months.

Q: While you were in Panama, Joseph Farland was the Ambassador. How did he operate?
CLARK: Well, Joe Farland was a nice fellow who we got to know very well. We had children
the same age as his children. He was a public relations fellow essentially. He was very good at
it...making friends, going places, dancing the tamborito, and all that. To a large extent he left the

real running of the Embassy pretty much to the DCM.

Q: With the Southern Command there did you find that the military was taking more of an active
interest in what was going on in the continent as reflected...?

CLARK: Well, of course, they had their requirements for military aid to the continent. There
wasn't any of that with Panama, so speaking from the point of view while I was in Panama I was
aware of these other requirements that they had, but it was outside of our relationship.

Q: You went to Argentina at the end of 1962 for about a year?
CLARK: Yes, I went there in February 1963 and left in July of 1964.
Q: What were you doing there?

CLARK: I was political counselor.

Q: Your Ambassador was Robert McClintock, who is again one of the characters of the Foreign
Service. Would you talk about him a bit?

CLARK: He was a wonderful fellow if he liked your style. If he didn't like your style you were
out. He was smart as a whip. There were only two people that I have ever known who could sit
down and dictate a ten page telegram or memo without pausing. He was one and the other was
George Kennan. I happened to have had the very good fortune of being assigned to go around
Latin America with Kennan in 1950. Just he and I. We spent three weeks together. Those two
were brilliant people.



Q: Kennan was Policy Planning at that time.
CLARK: Just leaving.
Q: What was Kennan's reaction toward Latin America?

CLARK: He wrote, I think, maybe the best report on Latin America that has ever been written. It
is unclassified now. What he said in that report was that this was a vibrant place with all kinds of
problems, but the difference in outlook, the difference in values, the difference in their attitudes
towards life are so different from ours that we have great difficulty understanding them. And
people who serve in Latin America really have to build up a defensive mechanism of cynicism in
order to survive, in order to do their job without getting buried. That was, I think, the message.

Q: With McClintock, first of all, what were the issues in Argentina that concerned us during this
1963-64 period?

CLARK: The usual one of military dictatorship versus democracy, elections.
Q: Who was the dictator there?

CLARK: General Aramburu, I think.
Q: It was post Peron?

CLARK: Oh, yes. We had an election there. Interestingly enough, the party that got elected was
really a minor party but the Peronists didn't vote because they were protesting. So this minor
party got elected and we in the political section happened to be the only ones that knew these
guys. We and the consul in Cordoba, Bill Lehfeldt, were the only ones who had any contact with
these people because they weren't expected to do anything. This put us in the political section in
great shape because we knew everybody, including the president. Rob McClintock didn't get
excited about that he just said, "Look, go on they are yours. You find out about them and I will
meet them later." So we had a heyday in that period of time before and quite a while after he was
inaugurated.

That was one of the problems and the elections, of course, made us happy for a while.

Then another problem was military assistance. We had never had an agreement with them about
it and they wanted some help so we had to have an agreement. Well, I got very much involved in
that. We had some harrowing times negotiating that; contending with their extreme nationalistic
attitudes. But eventually we got it signed, for good or bad. I never was sure whether it was a good
or bad thing.

Apart from that I don't recall that there was anything very dramatic. Oh, yes there was. They
expropriated the oil companies and Averell Harriman was sent down to take care of the situation
because he used to play polo with some of the people in the Argentine. We had several meetings



there with ministers. [ remember one we had in the Embassy. Rob McClintock hosted a dinner
and then we all sat around a big table. The Minister of Labor was there for some reason. He was
a very talkative individual and made no sense. McClintock was translating back and forth.
Finally Harriman said to McClintock, "Tell that man down there to shut up. I don't want to hear
any more of his dribble." McClintock turns to him and translates, "The Ambassador says he
appreciates very much the information you have given him, thank you very much."

This was just before they took over the oil companies. Harriman was sent down there to see that
they didn't. He was en route home when they actually took it over and all hell broke loose.

To come back to McClintock's mind. The very next day he called in all the oil people and we met
in his office. We had a discussion about what this all meant to them, to various relationships, etc.
A two hour discussion. Then he pushed his bell and his secretary came in and sat down with her
pad. He said, "I think we ought to get something off here." They were all sitting there. He
dictated seven pages. He says to the assembled group, "Is there anything in there that somebody
would like to add to or change?" Quiet. Finally somebody said, "Mr. Ambassador I don't think
we could have said it better ourselves." And off it went. It was a magnificent performance.

ROBERT K. GEIS
Junior Officer Trainee, USIS
Buenos Aires (1963-1964)

Mpr. Geis was born in Havana, Cuba of American parents and was raised in
Houston, Texas. He was educated at Rice University and American University.
Entering the Foreign Service in 1962, he served as Cultural Affairs Olfficer and/or
Public Affairs Officer in Argentina, Romania, Ecuador, USSR, Italy and Trinidad
and Tobago. His service also included several Washington assignments with
USIA. In the years 1973 and 1974 Mr. Geis studied at Johns Hopkins University
(SALS) and the George Washington University. Mr. Geis was interviewed by
Lewis Hoffacker in 1999.

GEIS: On September the 4th 1962, 1 entered the duty at the grand sum of $5,625 per annum,
class 8, Foreign Service career reserve officer, or as we were better known, JOT - junior officer
trainee. And began my career. We had one year of training at that time in Washington. It seemed
like it was lasting forever. We were all so anxious to get overseas, and this included for me
Spanish language training. We were given a selection of countries that we might opt for, and I
asked for Buenos Aires, Argentina, as a training post and was fortunate and got my first choice.

These were fascinating years in Washington. There was the drama of the Cuban Missile Crisis
and Kennedy's programs such as the Alliance for Progress and the Peace Corps. Also at this time,
USIA was the beneficiary of a very fine appointment by Kennedy of Edward Murrow as the
director, so there was an excitement, and élan, in Washington which I don't think has ever been
recaptured. Moreover, he was the finest director I think USIA ever had. In the summer of 1963 1



flew to Chile for some summer skiing and then went on to Buenos Aires.

Buenos Aires was an excellent training post for a young bachelor. BA was kind of strange and
exciting. It excited as a great metropolis would, the European flavor with a Latin beat, which was
the tango. But BA was strangely remote in some ways. Of course, it's down at the very bottom of
the world. It seemed to me in some ways inadequate in its ability to realize its great economic
potential, a politically immature nation still at that time obsessed with the exiled dictator Juan
Peron. There was a certain undercurrent of anti-Americanism existing at that time, too. The
United States was called el coloso del norte - 'the colossus of the north.'

USIS in Buenos Aires had a large and varied program, with several branch posts, and in the year
I was there I traveled extensively, met and escorted several prominent Americans, including for
instance Aaron Copeland, the composer, and I escorted the Robert Shaw Chorale. The Chorale
performed in Buenos Aires' magnificent opera house, the Teatro Colon. We also had significant
information programs promoting the Alliance for Progress, and I worked quite a bit doing that
sort of thing. On a sad note, I was in Buenos Aires at the time of the Kennedy assassination.

But Buenos Aires turned out to be a brief Latin American interlude. After one year of training, I
was recalled to Washington to begin a totally different experience.

EDWIN MCCAMMON MARTIN
Ambassador
Argentina (1964-1967)

Ambassador Edwin McCammon Martin was born in Ohio in 1908. He graduated
from Northwestern University in 1929. He joined the Foreign Service in 1945,
where his posts included France, England, Argentina, and Washington, DC.
Ambassador Martin was interviewed by Melbourne Spector in 1990.

Q: Because you were going to Argentina.

MARTIN: We were going to Argentina. He was a semi-professional political scientist,
something like this, so he understood the problems, as well as the language, of which the
pronunciation is quite different and some word use is different from the standard text the Foreign
Service Institute uses. This was very helpful.

Q: Was this a conscious effort on the part of the Institute to give you an Argentine?

MARTIN: I don't know. I hope so.

Q: It would be interesting.

MARTIN: We stuck with that until it was time for us to leave, and we took the boat to study our
Spanish further, to rest and relax a bit after all the packing and other chores necessary. We did



study quite a lot on the boat. We stopped in Montevideo, and an embassy officer came on the
boat and said, "There's an Argentine TV reporter here that would like to interview you." So I
went to the embassy and did a brief interview on TV in Spanish.

Q: In Montevideo.

MARTIN: In Montevideo, to be shown in Argentina. Then when we arrived in Buenos Aires,
they had set up a press conference on the boat. I didn't understand all the questions quite well, but
apparently I got by with it. Language is a very difficult subject for me. I'm an eye-learner, not an
ear-learner, and that makes pronunciation very complicated. It was much easier to learn to read
than to talk. But I did manage with this background and continued work after I got there with a
woman in the embassy, who provided lessons.

Q: How did you work that into your day, Mr. Ambassador?

MARTIN: Normally, I think she came at something like 8:30 and we did it for half an hour or an
hour in the morning before I left for the embassy. She came to the residence.

The situation in Buenos Aires was a bit complicated in a management way, in that I had been
there before, three times, first for a meeting of the Economic Commission for Latin America in
Mar del Plata, one of the big resort areas on the ocean, second for a brief stay after a meeting in
Brazil to talk to a new Minister of Economy about the problems he found, and for the
Inauguration of President Illia. When I got back from the first one, I had written a memo to our
buildings administration saying, "This embassy residence is nothing that an American in the
Alliance for Progress period should be occupying." It had something like 40 rooms, was designed
by a French architect in the mid-teens for an Argentine who was minister in Paris, which was
then the ambassador in their embassy, thought he might be president some day and wanted a
home that would be appropriate for a president of Argentina. Money was no problem. They
brought over workmen to do the wood carving and various other things from Italy and France. It
was a little bit of a copy of a palace in the Versailles area. All the ceilings were 30 feet high and
there was, of course, an elevator. It had four floors. Like a French building, the ground floor was
the work floor, and on the second floor were the public rooms, on the third floor were the
residential rooms, and on the top floor were staff and laundry facilities. There were 14 rooms for
servants, and we had about that many staff. There was a lately built little swimming pool, a
lovely garden, a tennis court, a small building just beyond the tennis court for the chauffeur and
his family, so they'd always be available. It was on Avenida Libertador, which has seven lanes
each way, the main thoroughfare out to the suburbs. But nobody wanted to buy it, so there was no
way of selling it.

I was able to tell congressional visitors, particularly Republicans, that it had been purchased for

the U.S. residence by President Hoover in 1929 for $5 million. It was, I believe, the second
largest residence, second only to Czechoslovakia.

Q: Czechoslovakia?



MARTIN: They bought a palace in Prague for some reason. We had a ballroom with sliding
doors into the living room, and between the two, we could seat easily 200 people for a concert or
a lecture. We had a dining room which was set up to seat 36, with Chinese tables and
Chippendale chairs, red lacquer and so forth. A very luxuriously equipped setup, except that for
some reason, nobody had looked at it from a maintenance standpoint for five or six years. Most
of the rugs had to be replaced, because a dog or two had had the freedom of the place. We
brought in somebody to paint a few little yellow marks that were showing on the black clothes
racks that were on the ground floor, so everybody could hang their clothes up, a big room, and
when they started working on them, they discovered they were brass, and it was the black that
needed to be taken off, not that the brass needed to be covered. (Laughs) When Peggy first saw
the place, she said, "Instead of going to the language school, I should have gone to the Lewis
Hotel Training Institute."

Q: Exactly right.

MARTIN: Fortunately, on our floor, the third, there was a dining room that seated about 14
people, so we didn't always have to entertain in the big room, and that was an advantage. In one
period of about ten or 12 days shortly after we arrived, we had over 2,000 people in the
residence. One was the Marine ball that is held every year, another was a painting show
sponsored to raise money by an American women's organization. In May, '66, we gave a supper
party for the entire Philadelphia Orchestra with Eugene Ormandy conducting. It was after a free
concert, the first of four they gave, to which an Argentine musical organization, The Mozarteum,
that co-sponsored their visit with the State Department, and the Embassy had invited for free all
the audience of the 3200 the Colon Theatre seated. After the concert 355 people, our friends,
those of the Mozarteum, and the orchestra of 130 people or so sat down to a 3 course supper. The
president came. He liked classical music though he was a country doctor. His wife was not well
and didn't come.

Q: Who was the president then?

MARTIN: Arturo Illia. We had about 30 at sort of a head table, and 55 tables for six, all served
out of our own kitchens. To make it American, we started with consommé served by waiters, and
Ritz crackers, which the Argentines just love. We never could keep the Ritz cracker plates full.
Then we had Lobster Newburg, served from a buffet. That came from the small lobsters from
Chile, but to make it more American, PanAm had flown in shells of the big lobsters from Maine
to put on the buffet table. One of our American friends, a wonderful couple, he was head of
Kaiser Argentina, presented us, instead of flowers or something, with a product of one of the
hotels, a full-size ice violin and bow with a spare in case it melted. Then as the last course, Peggy
had gotten a couple of cases--the Argentines don't eat cake--so she got a couple of cases of
angel-food cake mix, and the embassy wives made angel-food cakes with icing, and with ice
cream that was served as the dessert.

Q: And they liked it?

MARTIN: Oh, they loved it. Afterwards, it finished about 12:00 o'clock, I guess, and as they



were leaving, one of the members of the board of the women's organization encountered
President Illia, and they gave each other a warm abrazo. Four weeks later, the member of the
board, with one of his colleagues, a revolver in hand, ousted and replaced President Illia. His
name was General Ongania, who had recently retired. That was the last cordial greeting they had
had with each other.

Q: So the rest of your tour there, this general was in power?
MARTIN: The General was in power for the rest of the tour.

I think it's perhaps a good point to discuss a little bit one of the really critical issues, which was
this coup.

Q: We're talking what year now, Mr. Ambassador?

MARTIN: This is '66, two years after we got there. Illia, as I say, was a country doctor, a very
nice man, very honest, but being governor of one of the Western provinces of Argentina was his
only political experience. He was not a competent manager, he did not know how to use his
Cabinet, and he was from a rural-based lower middle-class party. Argentina was accustomed to
be run by Buenos Aires leaders of the business community. Buenos Aires had a third of the
population of the country, essentially, some 6 million or 7 million people, a very big business and
industrial complex, and they were used to running Argentina. They resented very strongly this
slightly left-of-center lower middle-class people party, its totally inexperienced President, and
many of his Cabinet also inexperienced.

So there was an increasing movement to protest the way he was running the show and take over.
In addition--and this was very important--there were the Peronists, people who belonged to the
party of Juan Peron, who had been ousted in 1956 after 9 years of being a dictator. His supporters
were the working class, the unions, and they got about 30%, 35% of the vote, generally. He was
still a very popular man, as was his former wife, Evita, who had done even more than he to
become popular with the poor people in the country that they called the decamisados, the
shirtless ones. Also a great many of the immigrants who had been discouraged from becoming
citizens because if they did they would make it more difficult for the Spanish to run the country
with the help of the English, were Peronists. If you became a citizen, you were subject to
additional taxes and to the military draft. While we were there, the Italian embassy was handling
passports for about a million-and-a-quarter Italians who wanted to go to Europe as Italians, not
Argentines.

Anyway, Peron had begun to make these people feel they belonged to the country, and so he was
a very popular figure. The military felt that he was way left of center, if not Communist, and so
they were very strongly opposed to Peronism. President Illia was more tolerant, although not a
Peronist by any means. But in elections held in the spring of '66, the Peronists won a number of
governorships. The military didn't want them to be permitted to vote or to run candidates. There
was to be another election a little later in the year. In the Spring, there had been one case in
which somehow Peron was put on a radio appealing for votes, and the overwhelmingly favorite



candidate in the rather important province of Mendoza out in the Andes mountain area was
defeated by the Peronist one. They were afraid that in the next congressional election, which
would be coming up shortly, the Peronists might win control of the legislature.

Q: Peron was, at this point, in Madrid.

MARTIN: He was in exile in Spain, with a lot of money stacked away to be able to do things and
trying to communicate and doing some communication. So that partly it was Illia's incompetence,
partly it was fear of Peronism that led to this desire to move in.

I was invited to several lunches or dinners in this period to be lobbied on why this was essential,
including by the president that the military had ousted, in March of '62, Frondizi. I said, "I can
recognize some of the problems, although I think they're exaggerated." We felt some of the
writers on economic subjects for the newspapers had doctored the figures to make the economy
look bad. But the U.S. business community was all for a change, strongly anti-Illia. I felt that it
wasn't so much who you put in first, but who comes next. You start in the military system and
how do you get out of it? This would be very difficult.

There was a lot of public talk about the coup planning; it wasn't an under-the-table business. I got
authority from Washington for the embassy to issue a statement in favor of constitutional regimes
and opposition to any unconstitutional change. This made the plotters pretty angry.

I had home leave coming up in early June. I also wanted to be in Washington for some talks that
the Finance Minister and the president of the Central Bank were to have with the World Bank
and IMF, which they had expelled from the country for what an earlier government thought were
unwarranted efforts to dictate government economic policies. Hence they had no access to IMF
or World Bank funds. Illia had finally decided that Argentina should be excused for its bad
behavior.

Q: This was a possibility of resuming their work.

MARTIN: Yes. So I came back to Washington to help with those talks as I had had good
relations in the E Bureau with the top people of both agencies and then to have my home leave.
During my leave I was also to participate as a resource person in an Aspen Institute Seminar for
Business Executives in Aspen, Colorado. It seemed likely to be a challenging experience. I also
had a date to talk to a friend at the New York Times about the factual errors their man in Buenos
Aires had often made in his articles on the political and economic scene. But before I could do
this or much with the Bank and Fund, I was awakened at 6:00 o'clock on morning, only a few
days after arriving, to hear a coup had taken place the night before. I had checked around with the
CIA, everybody else. The plans were for a coup in September. So nothing was expected; my
being away for a few weeks was no great problem. This was a surprise. Rusk was not happy that
I was not there at the time, and he was right, except that it was totally unexpected.

I found out why later. What had happened was that on a Thursday night, as I recall it, a couple of
the Peronist politicians had had dinner with a Major-General in command of the biggest Army



base, near the second largest city, Rosario. The word had been leaked to the plotters on Saturday,
I believe, about this dinner. There had been a coup attempt several years earlier in which the
Navy and Air Force and the Army had fired at each other. Military solidarity was a number-one
objective of the military plotters group, and they had often said, "We'll never do it until we can
be absolutely united." Because of their anti-Peronist attitude, many were reluctant to have waited
this long to have it. But when they found that there was this meeting, without really apparently
checking out what it was about, whether it was an attempt to get Army support for the Peronists
or Illia, they decided, "We must act now," and they did. That's why it was then rather than later.
One of the results was that when General Ongania became the top man, he had a very poor
Cabinet. They hadn't picked the Cabinet people, and he had to do some pretty fast changeovers in
the course of the first six or nine months.

Q: What time period is this now?

MARTIN: This is still '66. Several months earlier, having retired from the military, Ongania had
sought a private date with me, said he wanted to promote his views by publishing a newspaper,
and hoped our Export-Import Bank could finance the printing equipment he would need. I
checked and equally privately told him that it never made loans for newspapers. It was too
political a field. Nothing ever leaked about it, so Ongania decided that, yes, I could come back,
and so I did, though several of his advisors had opposed it and I was treated rather coolly by a
few of them. However, I was able to deal with the Ongania Government, on the whole,
reasonably comfortably for the rest of the period.

While in the late Sixties and early Seventies there was a tremendous amount of leftist guerrilla
violence. While I was there it was quite limited and the leftists were not very well informed. In
1963 we had moved our chancery offices out of a bank building to another building which was
all our own. A bomb exploded at the bank building about six months later; they hadn't realized
we'd moved. About four weeks after we had left the residence to go to Paris, the residence was
shot with submachine-gun bullets about midnight from a car driving down the street. There were
metal window shades so nobody was hurt, even though there were staff there. They were out of
date again.

The chancery we moved to had a certain problem, in that it was on a very narrow street, and you
could easily block off the street. The parking was down a ramp. You could have let a car coast
down that ramp with a bomb in it, and blown up the whole place. We tried to work out a way to
protect the staff. The only escape over to a major street was out a window in the back onto the
roof of a building facing the parallel street, and so we worked that out.

Q: Mr. Ambassador, let's talk a little about that building. I was in on that. As I recall, that wasn't
an ordinarily built FBO building. Isn't it true?

MARTIN: We just bought somebody else's building.

Q: That's right. So it wasn't planned to be an embassy.



MARTIN: No, not at all. Just an office building, about four or five floors. Anyway, in Buenos
Aires, we moved around totally freely doing anything we wanted and personally never had any
trouble.

When we got to the provinces, we found people much more concerned and much stricter in their
attempt to protect us. We went to one of the major cities, Cordoba, and were told we couldn't
leave the hotel without an escort. Well, we liked to walk around and see things. We snuck out
one night and did walk around.

On another occasion, we were met outside of the town in our car by a horse cavalry brigade
escorting us in to the town. We visited the capitals of, I think, every province, which few
ambassadors had done. We stayed in a very poor hotel in one, though the best it had, in a small
room with a very flimsy door with a transom that you had to keep open if you wanted to breathe.
We heard some noises in the middle of the night and discovered there was a man sitting in a
chair all night long outside of our door as a guard. He could hear everything that went on. So that
we had quite a lot of this kind of what we thought was overprotection.

Also, at least twice, when I was going to speak to students at a university, suddenly the mayor
wanted to give me a vin d'honneur, a wine party in my honor, and the university meeting would
have to be canceled. Clearly, they feared protests, student disorders against the U.S. ambassador,
and concocted the wine affair as a replacement.

In Mendoza in October, '64, the place I mentioned previously, we also had a curious incident.
There is a statue there to General San Martin, an Argentine, who led the fight for freedom from
Spain in Latin America. I had to lay a wreath. It's in a park and reached by going up a hill,
because you're right on the edge of the Andes Mountains. We drove up, and nothing happened,
but we learned later that somebody had sprinkled on that roadway three-pointed nails that if you
throw them out, there will always be one nail pointing up, to puncture our tires. But a tourist
went up first and got stung, so they cleaned them off. Somebody else rode a bicycle alongside our
car who apparently was armed, and he got arrested. But nothing happened, and we were all right.
It was much calmer than when I was there in '74, when things were much more difficult in terms
of security.

Q: The guerrilla activity was intensified in '74?

MARTIN: Oh, very much. Oh, worse and worse. The ambassador moved only in a three-car
group, a car in front and a car behind. It just was a terribly difficult situation. He followed
different routes every time he went any place. They were building a bomb shelter in the basement
of the residence. There had been a bomb go off right outside our garden, but it had not caused
any damage to residents, knocked a few bricks off the wall. So it got much worse for everybody,
including Argentines.

Q: Do you feel, from your vantage point--you were there earlier--that the reaction of the
generals, the military, to that was justified from what we read in the papers?



MARTIN: No. There was a problem, definitely, but the reaction was a total violation of legal
means to control a situation, and it, I think, accentuated the problem, the way they dealt with it. It
made it worse.

One of the major problems we had there--on the whole, things were relatively quiet--was that
shortly after taking office, Illia carried out part of his platform, which was to cancel all but one of
the oil company contracts. They had found that there was quite a lot of oil in Argentina. A
number of American and European companies were drilling, processing, and selling oil products.
The contracts to do so had been negotiated in the Frondizi period with the companies. There were
charges that the companies had bribed people to get more favorable contracts than would be
normal and appropriate. Corruption was not unknown in Argentina by a long shot. I don't know
whether there was any. The oil companies said not. There certainly was incompetence, in terms
of nobody in the government knowing what was a reasonable contract. With no experience on
this, it's a tricky subject.

Anyway, his party was committed by election campaign promises to canceling the contracts.
They did it for all the companies except one, which was basically Cities Service. I never knew
why, except they had an Argentine who was a Yale graduate who was their lobbyist and
negotiator. They expanded production, sent profits in dollars back to the U.S. all during this
period, while the rest of them were closed down. Actually, after the meeting in Sao Paulo of the
Inter-American Economic and Social Council in late October, '63, Harriman, who was head of
our delegation, went to Argentina to discuss this issue. When he came back he had a meeting
with the oil company executives in his offices on November 22nd. In the afternoon, when they all
arrived, the oil company people said, "President Kennedy has been shot. Shouldn't we postpone
this 'til later?"

Harriman said, "It's a tragic event, but it doesn't justify postponing. The government's business
must go on."

Q: That's very interesting.
MARTIN: I was a little unhappy.
Q: That's where you were when I came back to the office and you weren't there.

MARTIN: Yes. Anyway, it didn't last too long. In Argentina we tried our best to see how a
settlement could be negotiated. I think the basic problem was that the Argentines had no
confidence in their ability to negotiate a good settlement. They didn't trust the oil companies.
They had nobody that was really knowledgeable in the field. So at one point, I got a friend of
mine with whom I had worked on some oil problems in the Austrian peace treaty, named Walter
Levy, who had become one of the world's outstanding petroleum specialists, and I knew that he
was willing to help developing countries on this. He had done something for Bangladesh at one
point. So I got him to come down and talk to the Argentines about what was a reasonable
settlement of the problem. His only compensation was to ask for an Argentine painting, and they
gave him one. But they still didn't have the courage to really address it effectively. So we didn't



get a settlement while I was there. There were three or four major efforts to negotiate something,
but none of them worked. The oil companies said, "We'll never come back."

A settlement was reached a year or so later, and all of them came back when they opened some
new offshore drilling areas that really hadn't been explored yet.

This was a constant source of tension with the Illia Government, and the Ongania Government
didn't have, again, the abilities to deal with it effectively in negotiating terms.

We had another business problem in that a contract had been negotiated to build a synthetic
rubber plant. Three U.S. companies had a cost-plus construction contract put together by a Texas
contracting company. They were Goodyear Rubber, Cities Service, I believe, and one other big
company. It was completed while I was there. It had the only OPIC guarantee, Overseas Private
Investment Contract guarantee, that Argentina ever made, about $100 million.

They had a deal as to what they would pay for the raw materials which were coming in from up
in the northwest of the country to produce it, and apparently some assurances from the Frondizi
people that, "Well, when you get ready to produce, we'll cut the price." When they were ready to
produce, the price was too high and the Illia government wasn't about ready to cut it. But even
worse, there was a major surplus of natural rubber globally, and the price was low. So even with
a cut price, it wouldn't have been a very good market. And what do we do with it? The retired
chairman of the board of Cities Service was kept on just to negotiate on this. We tried to work
out a way to get Argentine companies to agree to buy the product but they had never used
synthetic rubber. The Goodyear subsidiary even refused 'til we finally got some word back to
their headquarters in the U.S. The Italian tire company was one of the biggest purchasers, and
they weren't interested.

But we finally worked out a deal by which for every pound of synthetic rubber that the
consuming companies bought, they could import so many pounds of natural, a matching deal.
But it was another case, of which I had several, in which American companies weren't all
working together, even though we had lots of interest in getting them to do so.

Another case was in Honduras on an agrarian reform expropriation law, in which the United
Fruit Company, with big banana plantations, was howling for us to organize a coup against the
government for what it was doing, and Standard Fruit, with even larger plantations, saying, "The
law's all right with us."

We had another of these in Argentina, where it enacted a law about limiting royalty remittances
on pharmaceuticals and setting price controls in which all of the companies screamed bloody
murder, except one, which was the biggest in the country, an American company. It said, "We
have no problems with this. We think we'll sell more with lower prices." (Laughs) I was in the
middle.

In dealing with the U.S. business community, which was pretty well organized there, they wanted
me to participate very actively in all of their meetings and be one of them. I was invited to speak



at all the Thanksgiving parties they gave. They had some rather large club quarters, and they gave
big Thanksgiving dinners for the American community.

Q: An American club there, as I recall.

MARTIN: Yes, it's an American club. I did speak at each Thanksgiving dinner, but at the first
one, I said, "You must remember that while [ am very interested in the concerns of the American
business community, that is not my sole responsibility. We have other interests, too, so I cannot
guarantee I'll always be on your side in a dispute, but I'll always be ready to listen." I did arrange
that one Friday morning a month from about 8:30 or 9:00 o'clock 'til 10:00, there was coffee at
the residence for a group of about 20 people, sort of the board of the American business
community, at which we talked very frankly about how we each saw this, that, and the other
problem. It was useful.

When I was back there in '74, it just happened they were having one of these. Now it was mostly
Argentines, because the violence had been so great, such as the kidnappings of some American
business executives, with one of them paying a million-dollar ransom, that American executives
had been replaced by Argentine executives almost entirely.

I had a dialogue constantly with them, and I think that was a very important tool to keep in touch
with what they thought. They would often be able to tell us things about what the government
was doing, good or bad, that we needed to know.

Q: How much help was your staff on this?

MARTIN: A fair amount. I did not have a satisfactory economic counselor, initially. I did get a
better one somewhat later. I had real trouble with the AID representative, and I finally had to ask
for him to be pulled out as he was very conservative, and a friend only of the most conservative
elements there, and very critical of the Illia government. His policies were not all wise but it was
not right for U.S. officials to say so to Argentines without the approval of the Ambassador or
Washington. It only encouraged the advocates of a coup, who finally won out in time, 1966.

I tried another approach to the business leaders problem. It was to help them organize a copy of
our Business Council with which I had worked a bit when Assistant Secretary of State for
Economics. It consisted of a fairly large group of leaders of the business community who met
several times a year to hear experts talk about the problems of the U.S. economy and to agree on
changes in our governments policies which should be promoted. Then they arranged for their
leadership to present their ideas privately to the appropriate officials, usually at the Cabinet level,
avoiding publicity.

This approach contrasted sharply with that of an Argentine organization whose tactic while I was
there was to present their views to President Illia, usually including a list of Cabinet members

they wanted fired, and then hold a press conference to denounce his refusal to agree with them.

I got the President of U.S. Steel who was then or recently had been President of the Business



Council to come to Buenos Aires and explore the possibility of creating a copy of it. It didn't
work then, mainly because too many of the leading corporations were foreign-owned and often
headed by foreigners, a major obstacle to the kind of approach used by the Business Council. But
it was done later.

Q: Did you get a replacement for the AID man?

MARTIN: Yes. One of the people that I pulled out went to Norfolk as POLAD. But the political
people, I thought, were very good. I had a first-class political staff. My initial DCM went over
soon as ambassador to Uruguay, and died there in a baseball game. His replacement was Len
Saccio, who later was Acting Ambassador for eight months after I left.

Q: Len Saccio was your DCM?

MARTIN: Yes. First-class.

Q: He's a first-rate man.

MARTIN: Yes. He was fine.

Q: I remember the trouble you and I had keeping Len in the government, when he came back
from Brazil.

MARTIN: Yes.

Q: Others wanted him to leave because he was a Republican, and Graham Martin turned his
back on him.

MARTIN: I didn't remember Graham's involvement.

Q: Oh, yes. Graham wouldn't see him. You and I arranged that he go as DCM down to, I think,
El Salvador, over Ralph Dungan's protest, but we got him in and we saved a very good man.

MARTIN: Oh, we did. We still see Len now and then. He retired to Connecticut.
Q: Mr. Ambassador, to talk about staffing for just a minute, how did you feel about your kind of
relationships and, if we can use the word, control over other elements of the U.S. mission--USIA,

CIA, etc?

MARTIN: No problems. We did try an experiment of a consolidated administrative staff for all
the various agencies, including the military.

Q: Including the military?

MARTIN: Yes. At the end, the military decided not to come along, basically because they had



too many people in uniform they didn't know what to do with. They sent them down as their
administrative staff.

Q: Did you have any remnant of the program system which you had authorized earlier for
Colombia and Argentina?

MARTIN: No. That never came up. The political staff was good. One of the things I did was to
arrange for the junior political people to make brief visits to the provinces.

Q: Even though their positions did not call for it?
MARTIN: Didn't call for it.
Q: Like the consular people issuing visas.

MARTIN: Yes. But making visits for just political purposes, because the constitution of
Argentina is like the American, and the state governments have their own elections and own
legislatures, and they're important in the overall scene, Buenos Aires province, in particular. It's
got a very large population. Buenos Aires is not part of Buenos Aires province; it's independent,
like Washington. So it has a different political role. The mayor becomes a pretty important
person.

Q: But you did feel it was important for people to get out and do all of this.
MARTIN: Yes, out into the countryside.
Q: Did you have trouble financing that?

MARTIN: I think there was a little bit of trouble, but we did manage to find the funds for that. I
don't know that, ofthand, I can think of anything else that was special.

I might just say about how I left. My four years was nearly up.

No, one other incident. In the spring of '67, Lincoln Gordon was offered the presidency of Johns
Hopkins. He was then the Assistant Secretary for ARA. He recommended to Johnson and Rusk
that I be brought back to succeed him. In May he asked me to come up for consultation, and we
talked about it. At the time, Sol Linowitz, who was the ambassador to the OAS, had expressed an
interest in the job. I told Rusk that I was not really much interested in working for Johnson. I'd
known him a bit. It wasn't like working with Kennedy. Rusk said, "You wouldn't have as much
contact with him as you did with Kennedy."

I did say, "I know about the Linowitz interest. I would rather like to have his job if I could then
be the U.S. member of CIAP, the Committee on the Inter-American Alliance for Progress,"
which was doing a major job then in reviewing country programs, and that's one thing that
interested me very much. But no, they said, "We want you to take the ARA job. I'd like you to



have a chance to talk to President Johnson about this." He was out of town and it was postponed
a couple of days, but I did get to talk to him, and he seemed to be agreeable.

Q: Did you talk policy?

MARTIN: Not really, no. This was maybe on a Friday. On Saturday, I went back to Argentina,
with the understanding that early the next week, I would be named, as Linc was anxious to get
off.

As the story goes, on Monday, the White House asked the staff of the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee if it would need a hearing, since I had been up there often, and at their regular
meeting with the press later that day, they mentioned to the press that my name was going to be
submitted. I'm told that the press, when they left, said, "We won't publish that, because we know
that Johnson withdraws nominations if they're published before he's announced them." There had
been a head of the Marine Corps and a proposed Under Secretary of Commerce, Lloyd Cutler,
that had had that experience. But the Washington Star correspondent went ahead and published
it.

Late on Tuesday night, I gather, Johnson called Covey Oliver, who was a professor at the
University of Pennsylvania Law School, to invite him to take the job. Covey said he'd like to
think about it overnight, and the next morning, said he would. He had served in the Department.
We had known each other in the middle Forties when he was in occupied area affairs. He had
been ambassador in Colombia and had been interested in legal problems in Latin America. He
was not eager, because he had a couple of kids going to the University of Pennsylvania, that got
free tuition while he was there, but he decided, "If the President wants me, I'll take it."

On Wednesday, Rusk called me to let me know that the President had changed his mind and
what he was going to announce. I had already heard. A message had gotten to Panama, and
somebody had just arrived in Buenos Aires from Panama and told me, "We understand Covey's
taking the job." I was not broken-hearted, but that's where that ended.

The next month I was asked to be on the U.S. delegation to an Economic Commission for Latin
America Annual meeting in Vina del Mar, Chile. Covey Oliver was chair of our delegation and I
was his Deputy. He had not, apparently, known the background, and he said, "If I'd known that, I
would not have taken it." (Laughs)

At the meeting of the Economic Commission for Latin America, my only input there was to
protest that several countries were trying to give it a number of new assignments which were not
very clear, and it was about two years behind on the assignments it already had. Instead of just
trying to veto one, I suggested that "Maybe we ought to wait 'til they finished what they've got
before we put more projects on their plate. We may want to treat them differently when they
finally get around to them."

I also was invited to a meeting in September of a special Inter-American Economic Commission
in Ascension, Paraguay, after a meeting Johnson had attended of presidents in Punta del Este on



the AFP.

In October '67 I was brought back from Buenos Aires to chair a study group set up as one of a
series by the Under Secretary's Committee, on which the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs, Maxwell
Taylor, was also active. Our assignment was to start from scratch to draft a U.S. policy for Latin
America over the next five years. There were about 10 of us on detail from various agencies
including one or two Cold War specialists with backgrounds in Soviet policy, not Latin America.
There were also at least two JCS staffers. Our offices were in the JCS area of the Pentagon and I
ate lunch in the JCS dining room. [It was at one of these lunches that Rusk told of trying to
persuade the Rockefeller Foundation (of which he had been President) that they should make a
grant of $25,000 to any U.S. Cabinet minister who promised never to write a book on his
experiences.] We were given 4-6 weeks to do the job and all went to CINCLANT headquarters in
Norfolk and that of CINCSOUTH in the Canal Zone to get ideas. Those without LA experience
also visited several countries. We called in all sorts of "witnesses" to advise us on our policy
choices. I got luckily as a special assistant a White House Fellow who had been assigned to Rusk
who didn't know what to do with him. It was Peter Krogh, a Latin American specialist who later
became Dean of the Georgetown University School of Foreign Affairs and was a member with
me on the ICED Board in the '80s.

Our report, not finalized textually until early '68 when a couple of the staff brought the final draft
to Paris to get my okay, was approved by the Under Secretary's Committee, and enthusiastically
by General Taylor. It concluded that the AFP policy of Kennedy should be continued with only
one change. It had assumed that the major cold war threat came from rural poverty and stressed
agrarian reform and we decided it was the urban middle and lower class, especially students and
labor unions that were the main problem. What to do was less clear as we had interviewed the
present and previous heads of the Peace Corps and all had confessed a complete failure of their
grass roots programs in urban areas and had canceled them.

When I called on the Nixon Assistant Secretary for ARA, Charles Meyer, in early '69, no one
knew where a copy of our report was but I finally got him one from the LA Division of INR.

In Argentina, we didn't have too much connection with development organizations. It was a
wealthy country, relatively speaking, one of the highest per capita income except perhaps
Venezuela with its oil, but the most developed country in Latin America, in terms of general
education and so forth. In fact once or twice it explored informally seeking membership in the
OECD. Hence it did not use the Inter-American Development Bank to any extent, but as far as I
could tell, it was doing a reasonably decent, professional job.

The Organization of American States had its annual meeting of foreign ministers in Buenos Aires
in February of 1967. Rusk came down and stayed with us, as did Bunker, the OAS ambassador. |
was brought in and sat for the U.S. on a couple of the panels that were set up to deal with
particular issues during that meeting. It seemed to go reasonably smoothly, but again, it was not
my impression that there were any major challenges that the OAS was facing at this time. The
Castro situation was relatively quiet. There were no other major uproars in Latin America that it
had to face. It did, at this meeting, adopt a few changes in structures, but nothing of major



consequence that I can remember.

So it was, I think, a relatively quiet period for it on the whole, in which there were no great
complaints about the way they were functioning. The CIAP operation was doing a quite good job
in reviewing country programs and evaluating them. I did think that the pressure we were then
putting on for more action by the Latin American free-trade area, or Common Market, structure
based in Montevideo was, on the whole, being counterproductive, because most of the
proponents of the idea wanted primarily to get a solid block of countries that could talk back to
the United States. When we became enthusiastic for it, they lost interest. (Laughs) It is one of the
things one doesn't always consider as much as one should.

In September '65 I had to spend a number of weeks in Washington chairing the State Department
Selection Board which had to choose the Class I officers that deserved promotion to the rank of
Career Minister. However, our list was never sent to the Senate for approval as Senator
Fulbright, Chairman of the Foreign Relations Committee, was so upset already with our
involvement in Vietnam that he thought no Foreign Service officer deserved a promotion. In '67
the question of another meeting was raised with me as chairman but it was decided not to bother.

Our Board met after finishing its work with the Under Secretary for Administration to call
attention to the unfortunate fact that about three-fourths of the officers we put in the bottom 5%
then or in their just previous assignment had had jobs in the personnel field. No Ambassador or
Assistant Secretary wanted them. We thought personnel policy was a critical field for effective
diplomacy--it is people that count--and deplored this dumping tactic in that area.

In July, 1965, I went to a meeting of ambassadors in Lima, which Jack Vaughn chaired, he being
the Assistant Secretary at that point. I got the impression that he had no freedom of maneuver at
all. Tom Mann was an Under Secretary and he ran the show, even though he was not specifically
responsible for Latin America. Jack Vaughn left after a very short period as the Assistant
Secretary, to become head of the Peace Corps. Mann left shortly thereafter too, when the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee refused to approve his promotion to Career Ambassador.

I did have one difficult situation that I should have talked about, in connection with the
Dominican Republic crisis. Harriman was sent around Latin America to get support on the
Dominican crisis, went to Colombia and to Chile and came to Argentina and spoke very
dramatically about what was needed. He was talking then a little bit about a U.N.-type force,
such as was put in Korea during the Korean War. But the tune was changed very shortly
thereafter.

Q: Was this the point where Ambassador Bunker was negotiating in the Dominican Republic?

MARTIN: Not yet, no. This is before that. This is right at the beginning. Very shortly after his
visit, we decided to try to provide an OAS military intervention capacity, and I was asked one
Saturday afternoon to see immediately the foreign minister to get him to change the Argentine
position which had been that there should be a political advisor on the staff of the general who
was head of the OAS forces. He agreed to change their position.



The next week, I was asked to reverse their position back, because we wanted to put Bunker on
as chief negotiator, but he wouldn't change his position. Meanwhile, President Illia had agreed to
an Argentine military contribution to the operation. I think on a Saturday or Sunday night, he had
signed the document--Saturday night, I think--authorizing this. On Friday, George Ball had
brought the UN in without consulting or even informing the OAS, put it on the UN Security
Council agenda, a bad procedure. On Sunday morning, Agence France Press had a story about a
statement by Harriman that, "The Communist forces have been driven out of..." And he said,
apparently, Santa Domingo, and it came over the radio as the Dominican Republic.

Q: He said Santa Domingo.
MARTIN: The capital city.
Q: But it came out as the Dominican Republic.

MARTIN: That's right. Illia withdrew his authorization for a contribution, as its justification in
Argentina no longer existed. We had had a problem with Illia's contribution in any case, as they
wanted to know what kind of a role the Argentine general could have. We apparently had
committed ourselves, for reasons that weren't clear, that the top Latin American general would be
a Brazilian, and we would have to get the Brazilians' approval of the role an Argentine could
have. So the combination, all in one weekend, canceled out the Argentine contribution. My own
impression--and I've written some notes someplace about this--is that our handling of the DR
situation and the Latin American role in it was the worst I'd seen anyplace. It was not well done
at all. We reversed positions back and forth and didn't really give the Latin Americans the feeling
that they had a role to play, except for the Brazilians. Whether that was Vernon Walters, our
military attaché there, and their experience in World War II or what, I don't know. As a matter of
fact, I think they rejected the Argentine leadership before the Brazilian Congress had finally
approved any Brazilian participation. I've always thought I might like to write a little story about
that one.

Before I leave Argentina I want to describe some of the less political reasons we enjoyed being
there.

Buenos Aires was a great place to live because in contrast to their incompetence in politics and
economics their cultural talents and interests were superb. The Colon Theatre, built in the early
teens and with over 3000 seats, had one of the best acoustics in the world according to Robert
Shaw who brought his chorale there shortly after our arrival. They also had the advantage of a
winter season in our summer so could easily get our best talent. And, of course, Italians and
Spaniards are known music lovers. They did almost as well in dance and theater as in music and
opera.

While we were there a girl and a boy returned from studying piano in Europe and we attended
their first concerts. In the late '70s we heard both of them at concerts at the Kennedy Center as
they were touring the world. The girl had found an outstanding teacher in Vienna so the Foreign



Office gave her mother a job in their Embassy there so she could be with her and pay for her stay.

Our musicians we tried to entertain with meals or receptions like the Philadelphia Symphony
Orchestra, the Robert Shaw Chorale, the Julliard Quartet, and several pianists.

We were pleased that when the government had to entertain distinguished visitors, it was usually
at a Colon performance rather than a cocktail party.

One of our most interesting trips was a visit to Tierra del Fuego, the southernmost tip of the
continent. We drove across the island, stayed at the home of a sheep farmer with 60,000 head on
the treeless northern half and then went through mountains to Ushuaia, the southernmost town in
the world. From there we took a boat ride on the Beagle Channel, saw many glaciers and got
close to the point of dispute between them and Chile as to the boundary, a dispute since settled.
While there my wife and that of the CIA station chief with whom we had made the trip presented
a charter to the southernmost Girl Guides chapter in the world. Our boat, an Argentine Navy one,
was being used in a cooperative effort by Argentina and the U.S. to measure deep-water currents,
of importance I gathered to submarine operations.

At this time I was amused to learn that the Chilean military were begging for more money from
their Congress and equipment from us because they thought the Argentines were getting ready to
invade Chile across the Andes, a wholly impossible operation even if the Argentine government
had wanted to do it. I also found it curious that despite this open hostility 75% of the workers at
the Argentine Naval Base in Ushuaia, from which they also made trips to Antarctica, were
Chileans. Argentines only like to live in Buenos Aires and one-third of them did.

Q: I think that would be very useful.

MARTIN: I'd like also to mention several of the visitors we had while in Argentina that were
somewhat interesting. One was a congressional delegation staying at a hotel, the head of which
called the residence between 10:00 and 11:00 on a Saturday night and said, "I have to have a
bottle of bourbon right away." Finding it was not easy.

More pleasant was a visit by Jackie Kennedy, Caroline, and John-John, in April, 1966, where her
husband, their father, had first known Latin America, because he had visited, the estancia--a big
farm--of the Ambassador to London from Argentina, Miguel Carcano, who had been there when
John Kennedy's father was Ambassador to London. Jack had become good friends of the Carcano
children and they showed him Argentina. So she brought them down, and they went out to visit
this same estancia that their father had visited many years before. She and the Secret Service
were very concerned about security, but she was equally concerned that the children didn't think
anything was being done. Driving in from the airport in the morning, there were soldiers lined up
on both sides of the road, and she explained that they were having exercises to wake themselves
up, and all that sort of thing.

We also debated where she could best stay and be protected, and the Secret Service people
decided the embassy residence was the best. But we did have a little problem there, because at



one point, they couldn't find John-John. The kids had been in our large yard and he had
disappeared. So the Secret Service deserted the front door and everyone looked for John-John.
He had found the rather secluded residence of the chauffeur, who had a couple of kids, and was
in there playing with the chauffeur's children. (Laughs)

The president of Argentina gave a luncheon for her, and while she didn't speak Spanish, she did
speak enough Italian that she had learned at some point, to be able to talk to him in Italian as his
parents had come to Argentina from Italy. Revealing perhaps a minor limitation of Illia, a country
doctor family from the west of Argentina, we were a little astonished when the fish course came
on. It was a very large pink trout--they can weigh ten or 15 pounds-a special variety that grows in
the lakes up in the Andes Mountains, having in its mouth a large plastic ball filled with water, in
which a number of goldfish were swimming around. (Laughs) And we had to keep a straight
face.

A very distinguished visitor to Argentina as part of a Latin American tour was Charles de Gaulle.
He should have canceled the visit because when Peron left Argentina for exile in Madrid, de
Gaulle signed a warm letter of welcome to him. As a result, no one was on the sidewalks to
welcome him as he drove in from the airport. When he arrived to speak to the Congress he was
barely able to get in for the crowds with banners denouncing him. He had taken the precaution of
having a helicopter follow him around carrying an extra long coffin and an M.D. At the
President's reception for him he found an opportunity to ask me to give his warm wishes to
President Johnson which I did.

Another was Richard Nixon. He came in May '67 when [ was in Washington. It was part of a
Latin American unofficial tour during which he did not want any social affairs, he said. But when
he came back one evening and saw that we were giving a formal dinner in honor of a new
member of the ExIm Bank Board, Tom Lilley, he said he'd like to attend [Lilley was formerly
President of Ford International]. My wife got a black tie and tuxedo for him. When he came
down to shake hands with my wife who was receiving some 25 guests, he stayed by her, shaking
hands too with them. She concluded that he thought he was the most important U.S. guest, not
Lilley, decided Lilley was not an uptight person, and had her secretary, who never left until we
sat down, switch places, putting Nixon at her left, the Argentine Minister of Economy being at
her right. It was the right thing to do in the circumstances. When I joined the Population Crisis
Committee in '78, Lilley was our full-time volunteer Treasurer.

Nixon had with him what we called a "bag-carrier." Despite several exploratory conversations
with him, at which Peggy was good, she never found out what his relation with Nixon was until
she saw his picture in the press at the time of the '68 Republican Nominating Convention. It was
Nixon's long-time political Bebe Rebozo, a bank officer in Miami.

I should have mentioned that Bobby Kennedy's visit in May of 1967 was part of a Latin
American tour, but in Argentina particularly to dedicate a very large monument several hundred
feet tall to President Kennedy out on the campos--the great flat area of Central Argentina where
you could see it for 30, 40 miles. It was quite an occasion. A little hard to get a big crowd there,
but it was quite an affair. He handled it extremely well.



The enthusiasm of the Argentines for the Kennedys was shown by the way they surrounded him
everywhere with their fingers pointed up, knowing he wanted to be a candidate for the U.S.
presidency in the '68 election. Several times he jumped on the top of the Embassy Cadillac to
wave back and we had to make a few repairs. The party of about eight, including Ethel and our
son-in-law, Pedro Sanjuan and Dick Goodwin, stayed at the residence. It was a busy time. He
made a speech to a student group, translated by our son-in-law. He also wanted to talk informally
to some political leaders. We couldn't host it in view of their natural opposition to the military
government with which we had to deal but I arranged for the excellent Time magazine
correspondent to do it at his house.

We also had a visit from a group from the American Jewish Congress, including Morris Abrams,
later candidate for governor of New York, an old friend named Ted Tannenwald, who had been
in the State Department, then a Tax Court judge. This had some political importance. Their
purpose in coming was to persuade the Argentine cardinal to vote properly in the upcoming
Vatican Council meeting on the issue of were the Jews responsible for the crucifixion of Christ.
They persuaded the cardinal to do so. But they also investigated the problem of the Jews in
Argentina. They decided that the Jewish community was as much at fault as anyone. They had
organized sort of a social insurance organization to take care of each other, an organization which
had grown to include most of the half a million Jewish people, about the same number as there
were Turks or Arabs, and they thought of it as an almost independent state, very violently
Zionist. The President was the Israel ambassador. They also found convincing evidence that one
or two of the alleged atrocities had been staged by the Jewish community. They told me, as they
were leaving, that the ambassador must be replaced right away with a different outlook on this
community. He left within three months. So that is another bit of evidence which I mentioned
before, that the Jewish problem there had been exaggerated in a number of respects in terms of
the discrimination that had taken place, at least in my time. In addition, the leader of the largest
opposition party in their Congress was a Jew. During this period the first Jewish Seminary in
Latin America opened its doors with a ceremony at which Vice President Perette was the main
speaker. Students spent two years there and then two at one in New York. The Arab League sent
a representative to Argentina to mobilize opposition to Zionism lobbying charged to the local
Jews. He worked out of the Egyptian Embassy. President Illia expelled him from the country as
not representing a country with which Argentina had diplomatic relations.

Q: After the departure of the Israel ambassador, was there any change?

MARTIN: It began to quiet down. A little later we had a visit from Dr. Salk, the developer of one
of the infantile paralysis vaccines, who was a Jew. He'd just married again and had a new wife
with him. His vaccine had been used in connection with an outbreak of infantile paralysis in
Argentina in the late Fifties. He was awarded by the president the highest medal that he could
bestow. He was given a luncheon by General Alsogaray, the chief of staff of the Army, to which
all the Cabinet came. He was given a dinner at the Israel Embassy, at which a number of the
members of the Cabinet came as we did. We couldn't possibly fill all the requests for speeches by
him. The welcome was just unreserved in every way. I just happened to see him a week ago, the
first time since then, with a new Brazilian wife, and he still looks in good health and remembers



very keenly how he had been received in Argentina, somewhat unexpectedly. So that was a very
interesting visit.

At the same time there was another interesting visit of another sort. I was actually at the airport
meeting Dr. Salk when a gentleman got off the plane, a distinguished American opera conductor
who was to conduct the opening at the Colon Theater of an opera done by an Argentine
composer of real distinction, Alberto Ginastera. I've heard a number of his works here at the
Kennedy Center. Two days later he came to see me, and he said, "I don't know what's going on
here, but the opera has been canceled, and I'm going home. I don't understand what's happening."
Well, it turned out that somebody had shown General Ongania, who was then the president, a
review of the opera which had been performed in New York, which said it was full of sex,
murder, and perversion, unpleasant subjects, and he decided that it was not for Argentina, so he
had canceled it. Censorship.

A few weeks later, the diplomatic corps were invited to the Colon for a show which was what the
President normally did for distinguished visitors. This time it was the Crown Prince of Japan.
They put on "Swan Lake." We noticed, some of us, and it got in the local journal, that the same
characteristics could be attributed to "Swan Lake." (Laughs)

Q: And to many famous operas.
MARTIN: Many famous operas beyond that.

To turn to other subjects, Argentina is a Catholic country whose President is required to be a
practicing Catholic. However, in the cultural pattern of France, which they frequently boast of
following in many ways, including controlling the birth rate. The population growth rate was
between 1 and 2% a year. I heard once that there were as many women in the hospitals having
abortions as having babies. Moreover in the Catholic University of Buenos Aires, there was
started while we were there a post-doctoral research program financed by the Ford Foundation on
new techniques of birth control.

Yet over all in the Spanish tradition the universities had made almost no contribution to the
economy despite the receipt of two Nobel Prizes by their professors. Until the Ford Foundation
made a grant in the late '50s, neither agricultural economics or production was taught anywhere
in the country despite over 90% of its exports being farm products. Nor was there any scientific
research anywhere related to agriculture until the mid-Sixties. As a result a world-wise Argentine
friend told me in '64 that no changes had been made in their production techniques since the '30s
and Europe and North America had surpassed them greatly in production efficiency. The most
glaring example to me was the total failure to use any form of fertilizer except on their modest
crops of sugar and fruit in the north. I got the feeling that the land quality and water supply in the
area 150-200 miles out from Buenos Aires was so good that no one had bothered to improve
technology. It was often said that estancia owners lived luxuriously in Paris, coming home only a
few times a year to sell several trainloads of cattle. I was sometimes reminded of southern
plantation owners before the Civil War whose slaves gave them a similar independence of new
initiatives. These mansions were similarly splendid.



Given the recent war with the U.K. over the Falkland Islands, in my view useless except as a
haven for some interesting birds, I might mention that as a stamp collector I was surprised not to
find its stamps in any of the excellent stamp shops in Buenos Aires. I was told only the Malvinas
existed and thus stamps with the Falkland name were not valid.

I should note that twice I had to call on my status as a representative of the President, not just the
State Department. Once 2 or 3 Navy chaplains had chosen February to escape the snow of
Washington and "inspect" the chaplain service to Navy personnel in the southern area. They
came first to Chile and then planned to visit us. Plenty of our time was taken up by visitors from
the U.S. in the winter months so I sent a cable to AID Washington refusing them entry to
Argentina on the grounds that there were no Navy chaplains stationed in the country for them to
inspect and too few Navy officers for them to possibly conclude from a visit that one was needed.
My view was accepted.

On another occasion the Argentine government asked AID to help build modern silos at Rosario,
the main port, for the export of wheat and corn. AID Washington prepared to send a retired
Kansas contractor with no record of ever being involved in silo construction. I turned him down
successfully too.

Another person I would like to mention was a man named Mariana Grondona, in many ways the
brightest man, I think almost, that I have met. When I was there, he was writing a political
column for the equivalent of Time magazine in Argentina. He was professor of government at
the Catholic university there, just a very astute individual. I arranged with Ambassador Gordon to
have him to go to Brazil to find out why the Argentine economy was stagnant and the Brazilians'
was booming at this point. What was the difference? Ambassador Gordon arranged for him to
talk to a number of Brazilians. When he got back, I gave a luncheon at which he reported to a
number of top Argentine figures. He had a number of comments to make, but basically his point
was that the Brazilians still think God is a Brazilian, and the Argentines have given up. In other
words, there was just no confidence in their future. It was that lack of a will to grow and invest
and promote development, an attitude problem, which was the basic issue.

One has to remember that in the late Twenties, Argentina was one of the rich countries of the
world, relatively speaking, and starting in the middle Thirties with the Depression and then the
World War, when nobody bought their exports, and after the war when everybody had debts and
couldn't pay them, then Peron, who was anti-private investment, basically, put on an embargo on
imports of many essential things to protect domestic industry, they had stagnated, a combination
of bad policies and world events that had hurt them badly. So it was a very difficult situation that
they had to face, and this was Grondona's answer.

Later on, Grondona became the director general of a very important organization which
published Vision magazine, which is a Latin America Time magazine. He's quite an outstanding
individual, but found it hard to get along in Argentina.

The Argentines differed from most of the other Latin American countries in the high proportion



of the population which was of Caucasian origins. There had been a fair number of Negroes from
Africa but in the latter part of the 19th century they were forced to leave or were killed. There
had been many Indians there when the Spanish arrived but they were brutally almost eliminated.
"Almost" is important for in the foothills of the Andes and in the far north there were still quite a
few but Argentine officials always denied it to us.

While we were there my wife and a few friends who had seen on visits to these areas some of
their craft objects opened a small shop in Buenos Aires to sell them. We furnished a guest
bedroom in the residence with their products.

There was a very outstanding Argentine foundation, one of the few in Latin America, financing
the arts and research on urban problems, called the Instituto Torcuata Di Tella Foundation, a
copy of American foundations. The Di Tellas were an Italian family that had founded an industry
which ran afoul of the problem of "the family is all we trust," because they started making
refrigerators, and then they had a license to make gas pumps from the Ft. Wayne Pump Company
in the United States. Then they went into a British model of automobiles. One child graduated
from Oxford, and he ran the foundation. Another one had a Ph.D. in economics from MIT and
wanted to do something else. [In 1990 he became the Ambassador to the U.S. of a new Peronist
government and in 1991 the Argentine Foreign Minister.] The company went bankrupt. They
wouldn't bring in outside competent management, and they were a diversified corporate structure
that needed that kind of help.

This foundation was an important factor, but not the only factor in what was, in our period, a
very outstanding outburst of painters and sculptors in Argentina. They won first prize a couple of
years in a row in a Latin America art show in Sao Paulo. One of them won a first prize at the
Venice Global Art Show. When we went to Paris from there, there were between 75 or 100
Argentine painters and sculptors working there. Then when we came back to Washington, there
were about the same number in New York. The government had a way of helping them get
started. A very promising painter, Ocampo, was attached to the consulate in Paris so he could
study art. When we came back to New York, he was the consul general in New York, but had
also an art studio for his paintings, and he still lives in New York. They promoted this sort of
thing very vigorously.

So it was an interesting place to live in many ways.

Q: Of course, Argentina had the great writer, the man who became blind. I'm sorry I can't
remember his name.

MARTIN: Oh, yes, very much so. We did meet him, and he was given sort of an ex officio job as
the chief librarian.

Q: Do you remember his name? I can't think of it at the moment.

MARTIN: Not off hand, but on checking it was Jorge Borges, I believe.



Q: But one of the great world figures.

MARTIN: He got a Nobel Prize for his writing. Did I mention the Lutheran pastor? I guess
maybe I did.

Q: No, I don't think so.

MARTIN: A Lutheran bishop. This was characteristically an Argentine problem. He was
American, but his diocese included the Argentine branch of the church, which served a large
group of German migrants, who came around the 1900 period. They were successful farmers
north of Buenos Aires. After visiting them, he came back to me with a very difficult problem. He
said, "Some of the grandchildren and great-grandchildren of the original settlers only speak
Spanish, and I can't find any preachers that can speak Spanish. They still all speak only German."
The lack of integration of other nationalities was--and still is--a major problem to Argentina. As I
may have mentioned, when they organized the Central Bank in '35, the heads of the big banks
were the board of directors, and only one of the heads could speak Spanish. It's a crazy situation.

If an Irish girl of the fifth generation living in Argentina should marry outside the Irish
community, as a friend of ours did, her husband being from a wealthy Basque family with a
graduate degree in economics from Columbia University and while I was there appointed
President of the Central Bank, her Irish relatives did not speak to her for a year.

In '65 a Welsh Colony in Patagonia, brought there 100 years earlier to grow sheep which they had
done successfully, celebrated the anniversary with a Welsh "songfest" which was an exact copy
of what was done on special occasions in Wales.

In Buenos Aires there were daily newspapers in English, French, German and Italian in addition
to Spanish.

We also had a visit by our astronauts, and that was a certain amount of a security problem,
because they had a parade of them in an open jeep sort of car, and the security people wanted to
drive no less than 30 miles an hour through town in the parade. They kept slowing up so they
could wave to people and so forth, and the car behind with Secret Service kept pushing them,
shoving. We had quite a battle over that one.

That's probably enough for that.

Q: Mr. Ambassador, before you leave Argentina, you say this problem with integration, various
nationalities kept their own. Could this be a part of the problem with Argentina, that they don't
have this fervor?

MARTIN: Yes, there is little feeling of sacrifice for their nation. They want to go back to their
home country. I did mention the million and a quarter Italian passports. Brazilians don't want to
go back to Portugal. It's a different story.



Q: Very much different.
MARTIN: Yes, very much. That's another aspect of it. You're quite right.

However, one of my more interesting trips was in July, 1965 to a small town rather far from
Buenos Aires which was celebrating the 100th anniversary of its founding. I was there because in
1865 "Lincoln" had been chosen as its name. This was an unusual interest in United States events
in a country that was very Europe-oriented from the beginning well into the 20th century. It
reflected the unusual interest of an Argentine who not only wrote a good biography of Lincoln
but became a fairly distinguished President. Also it should be noted that the current Argentine
Constitution, adopted in 1952, was a close copy of that of the U.S., including the relations
between the state governments and the national one.

I don't think of anything else to say in this general field.

I should add why my very competent deputy, Leonard Saccio, was acting Ambassador for eight
months. The story I heard was that President Johnson hated to appoint Ambassadors as in doing
so he pleased one person but disappointed half-a-dozen. Eventually at a barbecue at the King
Ranch in Texas which had several cattle ranches in Argentina, Kleber, the owner, said we need
an Ambassador in Argentina. Johnson said OK, who should I appoint? He recommended Carter
Burgess as his choice and he was named the next week. [Burgess had been Assistant Secretary of
Defense for Manpower in the mid-Fifties and later was president of several big corporations.]

The story is that with the election coming up soon he gave money to the Nixon campaign through
Senator Goldwater so his resignation if Nixon won would not be accepted. He won but it was the
first one accepted as he had gone around State to the White House, though unsuccessfully, on
two issues in which he had sought to increase his popularity with the Argentines.

Q: Do you have any more time, Mr. Ambassador, or not?
MARTIN: I think this enough, mentally as much as anything.

Q: Fine.

PETER K. MURPHY
Administrative Assistant
Cordoba, Argentina (1965-1967)
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Cambridge, Massachusetts. He was interviewed by William D. Morgan on April
4, 1994.

MURPHY: Following our marriage - and a few days in Barbizon - the beautiful artists village
near Fontainebleau - we left France for Estoril, Portugal. While on our honeymoon in Estoril, I
received a phone call from a close friend in the Personnel office in Paris (Shirley Green) who
informed me that my assignment had been changed by the Department. (Can you imagine a thing
like that being done today, Bill!! Not a word to me - but just a change of orders issued and
dispatched to post!!) The "needs of the Service" - as we used to say - dictated that my presence
was needed in Cordoba rather than in Managua. "Great" - said I - "we can drive from here." She
replied, "No, no, ...not Spain, but Argentina. And it's not summer, it's soon going to be winter." I
hadn't a clue where Cordoba was located in Argentina - - or indeed why we had a Consulate
there. But - orders were orders - and they were paying my salary!!

Q. Jackie was learning about the Foreign Service early!.

MURPHY: That's right. She really did learn early! But we were both young - and a bit
unconscious!

So back we went to Boston, my hometown, to visit with the family for a few d