
THE 

Vol. XVIII SUNDAY, APRIL 3, 1.955 .Vo. 18 

((How Close Are We To War?" 

SENATOR HUBERT H . HUMPHREY 
Denwc~·at of Minnesota 

CONGRESSMAN HUGH SCOT T 
R epublican of Pennsylvania 

STEP HEN McCORM I CK 
M ode1·ator· 

RANSDELL Inc. e PRINTERS ud PUBLISHERS e WASHINGTON, D . C 



The Announcer: Freedom of discussion. The freedom of all 

Americans to hear all sides of important issues and decide accordingly. 

The National Broadcasting Company presents America's leading 

discussion program founded and produced by Theodore Granik, THE 

AMERICAN FORUM. 
Today, THE AMERICAN FORUM presents another timely clis

cuss1:on of impo1·tance to you: "How Close Are W e to War?" 
And here to introduce our speakers is your m oderator, Stephen 

McCornti ck. 
M1·. McCormick--
M?·. McCormick: Hello, welcome once again to THE AMERICAN 

FORUM. I would like you to meet our guests today. S enator Hubert 

H. Humphrey, Democrat of Minnesota, member of the S enate Foreign 

R elations Committee, Senate Government Operations and Agriculture 

and Forestry Committees, and Congressman Hugh Scott, R epublican 

of Pennsylvania, member of the House Judiciary Committee and a 

[o1·nwr Chairman of the R epublican National Committee. 
W e will begin our discussion in a moment but first this message 

of impo1·tance. 
(Announcement.) 
Mr . McCormick: Fo1· clays Washington has been in the midst of 

a battle of w ords and ne1·ves, regarding the Chinese offshore islands 

of Quemoy and Matsu. R epor ts indicate a buildup of men and 

materiel on the mainland. Whethe1· this indicates some sort of action 

in the nea1· future, whether our policy regarding these islands is wise, 

has caused violent arguments throughout the capitol. The big ques

tion 1:s "How close are we to war?" to be discussed today by two 

veteran legislators, S enato1· Humphrey and Congressman Scott. 

Our panel today, equally divided in opinion, Mr. Ahern and Mr. 

McDowell, Hazel Markel, neutral member, Mr. Miller and Florence 

Hoff. 
M1·. McCormick: Mr. Mille1·, I believe you have the first question. 

MR. MILLER: Congressman Scott, is the Administration leading 

us closer to military aggression and possibly a third world war in the 

Far E ast in their refusal to take a firm and definite stand regarding 

Quemoy and Matsu? 
CONGRESSMAN SCOTT: Definitely not, Mr. Miller. The military 

in power in the Formosa revolution has undertaken to protect us 

against Communism and the authority extends to Formosa, the Pes

cadores and other regions if necessary, for the protection of the 

national security of the United States. No administration has ever 

done so much for peace as this party. 
MR. MILLER: Senator Humphrey, do you agree with that point 

of view ? 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: I wouldn't want to go so far as to say no 

administration has done so much for peace. I think the Congressman 

does realize that following the Formosa resolution we adopted or 

ratified in the Senate the treaty with the Republic of China. I think 

it is interesting to note that in the treaty, which is a binding agree

ment upon us, and not just a resolution which is nothing more or less 
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th~n a state~ent of purpose, tha( in the treaty, the area to which 

this_ country. IS pledged to defend is Formosa and the Pescadores 

:penod, an~ I~ was made crystal clear that any further area to b~ 
mcluded withm ~he treaty area would have to come back to the Con
gress of. the Umted States for further ratification. 

. I t~mk we. have here a situation where on the one hand the reso

lution did nothmg ~ore than what the President was already empow

ered to do. ~e did not ask advice and consent, he merely asked 

consent .. ~:r:~ m the ~re~ty, where the Senate has some constitutional 

re~:ponsibih~Ie_s,_ we limited the defense of the United States and its 
military activities to Formosa and the Pescador es. 

CONGRESSMAN SCOTT: I think there could well be more danger 

of wa~ throu_g~ the attemp~ of members of the House and the Senate 

beco_mmg mi~Itary strategists on where and when to strike, than 

l~avmg_ that m t~e hands of the President of the United States and 
his mllltary advisors. 

The purpose _of the r esolution was to leave the decision in the 

han~s of the President who as a military expert is certainly the best 
qualified person to act. 

. SENATOR ~UMPHREY: I wouldn't deny that the President of the 

Umted States _Is alway~ better able, by information-the fact that he 

does have all mfo~ll_latwn at his finger tips, or at least should have, 

to make better decisiOns. But don't tell me for a single minute that as 

a member_ of Cong~·ess we do not have an opportunity or a right or a 

du~y to di~cuss _this matter. In fact the President has been asking 

for such d~scussion. And ~ go_ back. to what I said earlier, Congress

man, that m the treaty which IS ratified under the Constitutional pro

cesses of our Constitution, the Government of the United States will 

defend Formosa and the Pescadores. Had they wanted us to pledge 

ourselves to Mats_u and ~u~moy we could have included it in the treaty 

but we excluded It and It IS perfectly obvious it is not included. 

~ONGRESSMAN Sc~TT: I think it is a land mark in our foreign 

rel~;tbons that the P resident does ask the advice of Congress and not 

as. m the Korean War to t ake us into a vvar in the middle of the night 
Without consultation with either branch of Congress. 

. MR. AHERN_: Do_ you agree or disagree with the Administration 

policy of not disclosmg what action we are going to take toward 
Quemoy and Matsu until something does happen? 

SENATOR HUM~HREY: I do not agree with it and may I go right 

back .to what my friend, Congressman Scott, said a moment ago. He 

menh~ned th~ Korean War. He said they were not consulted. The 

truth I~ ~~at m the Korean War we had to act immediately because 

of hosbht_Ies, but the equal truth is that at that time the President 

of t~e Umted ~tates, and the Secretary of State said that Korea was 

outside ~he perimeter of our defense. We didn't say whether we would 

defend It or whether we wouldn't defend it. We left it in the great 

area of no-man's 1:'1-nd of doubt, and a war broke out. I think we 
should state uneqUivocally what we are going to do. 

. MR. AHERN: Doesn't that tip off our enemy as to what we are 
gomg to do before we do it? 
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SENATOR HUMPHREY: I thin.k• it is a good idea to do that because 
if we don't we are apt to find ourselves in a situation where if an 
attack comes from the Chinese Communists, they do not think we are 
going to defend and because they do not think the power of the 
United States will be thrown into the balance, they move for an 
attack. I think we ought to let them know what we are going to do, 
as we have done on Formosa and the Pescadores. 

CONGRESSMAN SCOTT: You have just made a very damaging 
admission because you said that Acheson and President Truman 
tipped off the enemy that we weren't going into Korea so the enemy 
probably went in. 

Now, this time we say we will go into Formosa, the Pescadores 
or anywhere else where the security of the United States is at stake 
and we will keep the enemy guessing as to which island or where we 
will act, if they act first. We will protect ourselves and not give our 
plans to the enemy as has happened too often before. 

SENATOR HUMPHREY : May I say I did not make any damaging 
confession. All I did was tell what the history tells us to be the truth. 
namely that we did say about Korea that it was outside the perimeter 
of defense. We didn't say whether we would or would not defend it. 
I think that led to some of the hostilities. At least it gave an induce
ment to hostilities. I don't want to see history repeat itself twice. 
We can't fight over the Korean War, we ought to learn something 
about these things. 

I say to you if you say in the treaty we are going to defend 
Formosa and the Pescadores, the world knows that is what we are 
going to do. What is the difference between the offshore island and 
Formosa and the Pescadores when it comes to making a commitment. 
Why play this blind man's bluff game five miles off the Chinese Main
land? 

MRS. MARKEL: Are you for defending Quemoy and Matsu or 
not defending them? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I think they are outside the treaty area 
of the Republic of China t reaty with the United States. I say we 
should not become involved in hostilities on Quemoy and Matsu, five 
to six miles from the Chinese Mainland. I further say we have no 
legal right to be there as we have on Formosa. This is a civil war 
between the Chinese Communists and Nationalists and it is the worst 
place for us to fight a war five miles from the Chinese Mainland. 

CONGRESSMAN SCOTT: Quemoy and Matsu are the only areas 
involved which are actually under the sovereignty of the Chinese 
Nationalist Government by right. Formosa and the Pescadores are in 
Japanese territories where they are trustees. These territories 
actually do belong to the Chiang Kai-shek Government. Our obliga
tion is not to defend Formosa, Matsu, the Pescadores, and Quemoy. 
but any area in the world which is menaced by Communist aggression 
if that menaces the freedom of the people of the United States. 

SENATOR HUMPHREY : Why didn't you feel that way in Indo
china, then? That was a civil war. Where was the Administration-
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. CONGRESSMAN SCOTT: It did not jeopardize the freedom of the 
Umted States. 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Indochina was a great deal more impor
tant t~an Quem?y and Matsu. Indochina was the bread basket of all 
of Asia and th1s _Admini~tration didn't get all excited about that 
and want to commit Amencan troops. If you want to commit Ameri
can forces to ~~emoy 3;nd Matsu, they are involved in a civil war. 
There w~s a CIVIl war m Indochi_na. If you are going to carry out 
the doct~me that w_herever there 1s Communist hostilities, we should 
become m volved, s1r, why don't we get involved in Malaya. 

CONGRESSMAN Sc~TT: It is not a civil war. Red China is domi
nated by the Commumsts and the legal Government of China holds 
Formosa, Quemoy, Matsu, and the Pescadores. 

Mrss H~FF: It was said in a recent press conference that one 
~f the m?st Impor tant things in 0~1r st,and on the Matsus and Quemoy 
JS to man~tam th~ morale of Ch1ang s troops. Do you really mean 
that that 1s sufficient to start a war? 

CONGRESSMAN SCOTT: I am not a judge of what is sufficient to 
start us mto war b~t l know the steps we are taking are the best 
a~surance that w~ will stay out of war because the Chinese Commu
ms~s themselves m the last 12_ weeks have changed their propaganda 
att~tudes . T~ey are now t3;lkmg about the ailing troops of Chiang 
Km-shek as 1f they can wa1t on them to get old and die and not be 
renewed. 

They are also not talking about mounting an invasion. The Presi
dent_ oft~~ United Sta~es is not talking-has criticized some members 
of h1s m~lltary of tallm~g in terms of any plans of the United States 
to act without the President himself making the decision. 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I participated in the debate on the For
mosa resolution. I voted for it. 

CONGRESSMAN SCOTT : It was a wise action. 
SE~ATOR HUMPHREY: I felt it was a wise decision. I also know 

at the time we were debating it the whole subject matter of Quemoy 
~nd Matsu was before us and this Administration did not say to us 
m the qonfiress t~at they vyere ~·oing to defend Quemoy and Matsu. 
They sal?, W~ wllll_eave th1s entirely up to the President. Now, what 
the _President IS askmg ~or fr?m the American people apparently is 
advice and counsel. He IS askmg from members of Congress advice 
~nd coun~el. And the ~resident has had_ to slap down as you have 
Justly pou~ted out certam members of h1s own Administration who 
want t~ dnve us further and further into this whole area of hostilities. 

I Just want to make it clear. My position, sir, is defense of 
Fo:r:mosa and the Pescadores. We have a legal right there under inter
na~wnal 1~~· My posi~io!l is, if you are going to become involved in 
Chmese ~lVIl_w:ars, this Is the wrong one to become involved in, or 
Commumst CIVIl wars off Quemoy and Matsu. That decision should 
~ave ~een made when I!ldochina went down the drain and this Admin
Istration stood along side and permitted it to go down the drain. 

CONGRE~SMAN SCOTT: Your administration had twenty years of 
.second guessmg and you always guessed wrong the first time in these 
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li ttle "incidents" as you called them and they led to big wars. This 
Lme we intend to be right the first time because it may mean a world 
war if we are wrong. This administration is devoted to the cause 
of peace and preparedness for that reason. 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I don 't want us to be wrong, either, Con
gressman. That is why I say we should be very careful about what 
we do for two little rocky islands five miles off the Chinese mainland. 

CONGRESSMAN SCOTT: I don't think either you or I know as 
much about the defense of the islands as the President does. 

MR. McDOWELL: Senator Humphrey, you are a member of the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee and the distinguished Senator 
George of Georgia is chairman of that committee. 

Senator George has said that he believes it is not at all inducive 
to peace to demand that the P resident disclose his intentions as to 
these islands. Do you feel, then, justified in this war-like position of 
yours to demand that the President reveal his intentions? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I don't think it is very war-like to say 
you should become engaged in hostilities over the off-shore islands. 
I would say that is just about as peaceful as one can get . And I want 
to say to you further, sir, as a member of the Foreign Relations Com
mittee I have my own views. I listen to the same testimony. And I 
am convinced that the Senator from Georgia, Mr. George, is deeply 
concerned about what policy we may arrive at. I f elt as the Senator 
did at the time of the Formosa resolution. When I had doubts as to 
that resolution, I reconciled those doubts in behalf of our President, 
the Chief Executive. But that does not mean I shall hush up my 
tongue when I believe there are forces in this Administration which 
will dr ive our country pell-mell into hostilities over two offshore 
islands within the t erritorial limits of the Chinese mainland. 

MRS. MARKEL: Does that mean Senator Humphrey, that you 
think there is a war party, as has been indicated, in this country? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY : I don't know whether you would call it a 
war party. I wouldn't want to go that far, but I say there are forces 
within the Administration and within the Republican Party who are 
t a lking plenty warlike and when I hear my friends of the Republican 
Party say "We ought to have a bipartisan foreign policy," I just 
simply ask them "Well. what part of the Republican Party do you 
want us to 'bipart' with?" You can't possibly be with all the segments 
of the party. 

CONGRESSMAN SCOTT: I would like to point out that the record 
of the Republican Party on staying out of war is pretty good and 
the record of the Democratic Party is pretty bad. We have never 
been in but one foreign war in the entire history of the Republican 
Party and that was the Spanish American War. And this Adminis
tration has done more to keep the country at peace than any other 
administration, in removing tension points all around the world. If 
you think there is a war party around, I don't see it, but I'll tell you 
what there is around, there is the pussyfooting appeasement policy 
as is exemplified by some of the statements you have made, here. 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: Those are rather difficult and hard words. 
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CONGRESSMAN SCOTT: They are not personal. 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: I r ealize that. 
Are you suggesting that after December 7, 1941, the Democratic 

President of the Unit ed States should have just collapsed? That was 
World War II. 

CONGRESSMAN SCOTT : Which war would you like to bring up? 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: You are bringing up history. Are you 

saying we should have permitted World War I to go by the board 
and not have America stand up as she did? Are you one of those 
Congressmen who raised his voice when we went into Korea? I 
didn 't hear your voice raised. 

CONGRESSMAN SCOTT: I am the one member of Congress who 
did. Now I am going to have to tell you about that. I was at the 
Committee table that day as Mr. McCormack of Massachusetts 
brought the matter up while all the Republican leadership was down 
in the House, and that is how I happened to have the microphone 
and I said, "Will this mean war or peace and I hope you are not 
going into this with too little and too late." 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: But you didn't say that we shouldn't go in? 
CONGRESSMAN SCOTT: Not after the President brought us in. 
MR. MILLER: Speaking of appeasement, has the Administration 

abandoned plans to help Chiang Kai-shek return to the Mainland? 
CONGRESSMAN SCOTT: I am not in the confidence of the military 

side of the Administration, its plans, strategy or tactics. I would have 
no knowledge whatever on that. I would say that the President has 
done nothing which would promote war on the part of Chiang Kai
shek, or of the Reds. He has done a great deal to keep the country 
at peace and we are nearer peace today than we were a month ago. 

MR. MILLER: Then, it is not a part of the policy to put Chiang 
Kai-shek's troops ashore in China? 

CONGRESSMAN SCOTT: I have already said I have no knowledge 
of the military policies of this country except as exemplified by 
treaties. 

MR. MILLER: How about the political policy? 
CONGRESSMAN SCOTT: The political policy is to keep the country 

at peace unless menaced by aggression by some foreign force and 
then we will fight with everything we have. 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: You say the political policy is to keep this 
country at peace unless menaced by some foreign force. Do you con
sider us menaced if there are hostilities on Matsu and Quemoy? Do 
you consider that is a menace? Do you think every time there is 
difficulty in any country we should become involved? I would like 
to have you clarify that. Now, you boys can't play both sides of the 
street. Every time you know anything goes bad they say, "That isn't 
Eisenhower's fault." Whenever it goes good, it is the President's 
great achievement. When we ask you if this is a policy of the Repub
lican Party to get back on the Chinese Mainland you say, "Well, I don't 
know," and yet we have heard it said that it is a policy. 

CoNGRESSMAN SCOTT: I read the Formosan resolution and you 
read it too and you know the Formosan resolution provides for the 
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defense of Formosa and the Pescadores and such related regions as the President in his discretion may deem appropriate. It did not go further than that and you can't read anything into it beyond that, and I certainly don't intend to. 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: I heard the President of the United States say in his press conference he would consider an attack on the Mainland to be aggression. Now, do you agree with that or don't you? CONGRESSMAN SCOTT: I didn't hear it. 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: Did you read it? 
CONGRESSMAN SCOTT: I did not read it. 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: He said he considered an attack on the mainland to be an aggression. 
CONGRESSMAN SCOTT: An attack against us by the Chinese Reds might well be followed by an attack by us on the Mainland. Perhaps if we do that and go up to the Yalu and attacked the Chinese before they came into Korea we might have ended the Korean war and saved a lot of lives which we didn't do under a previous administration and I don't think this administration will niake that kind of mistake. SENATOR HUMPHREY: Do you consider an attack on Quemoy and Matsu an attack on us? What "us" are there? How many American forces are on Quemoy and Matsu? 
CONGRESSMAN SCOTT: I think, Senator, as you know and I know, lhere are about 50,000 Chinese Nationalist forces on Quemoy and Matsu. There are no American forces there, any more than there were on the Dotchen Islands. The decision of the President is to protect the United States, if invasion is mounted from the Mainland of China and if it becomes evident that a part of the invasion of Formosa and the P escadores includes using these two little islands as a stepping stone the idea is to hit them before they do a maximum amount of damage to us, and we've got the Seventh Fleet out there and there are boys and girls there-boys there from Minnesota-the girls are back in Japan, but there are soldiers and sailors and Marines from Minnesota, and from Pennsylvania, and I don't want them to get hurt unless it is in a good cause. 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: I want to say to the Congressman this Administration brought pressure to bear upon Chiang to evacuate the Dotchens in the group. 
If you can evacuate ~hose areas, they are just as vital to the defense of Formosa, and not much further distance from Formosa than the islands of Quemoy and Matsu. Why is it that you cannot act in the same peaceful manner, may I say, getting out of an areathey were both occupied by Chinese Nationalist forces-getting out of Quemoy and Matsu, so we can defend our vital interests. Our vital interests are Formosa and the Pescadores. 
MR. ScoTT: If I were to call you "Admiral" or "General," then I would have as much confidence in your judgment on Quemoy and Matsu as I have in the President. Since I can't give you either of those titles, I don't think I know what you are talking about. 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: The Congressman is saying we ought to be there? 
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CONGRESSMAN SCOT'r : No. 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: What are you saying? . 
CONGRESSMAN SCOTT: I am saying if an invaswn fron: Red China is mounted on the Mainland and it becomes app~rent m the course of that invasion that they intend to use t~ese Islands as a stepping stone against the Seventh Fleet and agai;nst Formosa and the Pescadores, then our President should have the JUdgmen~ and the power that the Senate has given him, and the House, to stnke when and where and with 'what force he deems fit, and I personally have 

confidence in him. . SENATOR HUMPHREY: Let us assume they are not mountmg an invasion on Formosa, they are just after Quemoy and Matsu. Then, 
what do you want to do, Congressman? 

CONGRESSMAN SCOTT: I don't think you would know. whether they are going to stop at Quemoy and Matsu, but the Pr.esident 3;nd his intelligence forces and his Chief of Staff would have mfo_rmatwn which you would not have and ~hich I would not have. Usmg that 
information he should act accordmgly. . SENATOR HUMPHREY: Congressman, I want to say this, that I listened to every one of the joint Chiefs of Staff-Air, Navy .and Army-testify. Every one of the Chiefs of Staff. And not one testified that Quemoy and Matsu were essential for the defense of Formosa 
and the Pescadores. Not one. 

Now, therefore, since our commitments are ~o Formosa and ~he Pescadores, why become involved in a war five miles fr~m the Mamland of China, just because you may think that somethmg else may 
happc~~GRESSMAN scoTT: The President should have the power of 
decision, however. . . SENATOR HUMPHREY: He has it under the Consbtutwn. 

MR. AHERN: Suppose the Islands are bypassed and tormosa is attacked. How far would you go in defending Formosa. 
SENATOR HUMPH.REY: I would go as far as necess.ary . . we .have committed ourselves to the defense of Formosa and If there IS an 

attack on Formosa then all bets are off. 
MR. AHERN: Could you use the atomic bomb? 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: It would depend upon wha.t the necessities ·were. I will go back to what the Congressn:an said. I am. :r:ot a military strategist. I do feel, however, that It would be pohbcally unwise in the Asian area to use nuclear weapons. ~nd I am of the opinion that conventional weapons are more than satisfactory. However, may I say that if nuclear weapo~s .were u~ed by the enemy, I would not hesitate to use them. I feel It IS ':ery Import.a~t, however, that we play for the long pulL That we reahze that political warfare 

is as important as military warfare. 
CONGRESSMAN SCOTT : You say if the enemy used nuclear weapons, then we would use them. How many of our carriers would have to be sunk in the Formosan straits by nuclear weapons before we should retaliate, in your military opinion? 
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SENATOR HUMPHREY: May I point out to you that part of our problem in the Asian area is not just military. Our problem there is to say whether or not we can still win this battle for men's minds, whether or not we can still win friends. I will remind you, sir, that the policy you are pursuing gives you but two allies, Syngman Rhee and Chiang Kai-shek. May I remind you there isn't a single nation on the face of the earth that supports the policy you are recommending about Quemoy and Matsu. Even our friends in Canada, even almost our blood brothers in Canada say if we get into that kind of war we will have to go it alone, and I think it is rather peculiar that the Government of the United States is apparently toying with the policy in which they have but two friends, both of whom they support, Syngman Rhee and Chiang Kai-shek. The French and the British. 
CONGRESSMAN ScoTT: These nations are committed to join in any resistance against aggression that goes against any of those nations. 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: Congressman, that is not true, and you know it. 

-CONGRESSMAN SCOTT: I know that it is true and I know you are 
mistaken. 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: It is not true. The Secretary of State came back from Bangkok, when he met with the representatives of the SEATO powers and was unable to tell the Senate Foreign Relations Committee that a single nation in the Manila Pact would be with us in the defense of Quemoy and Matsu. Not one. 
CONGRESSMAN SCOTT: You would be perfectly willing for us to be attacked by a nuclear force by some enemy and we would wait until we have large areas of the American population wiped out before you would retaliate. Then you would act. 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: We are talking about Formosa and the Pescadores. 
CONGRESSMAN ScoTT: How do you know that the war can start in Quemoy or end in Formosa? Where do you get your information? 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: Do you have any information in the Republican Administration that an attack is being planned on San Francisco by the Chinese Communists, who have no long-range bombers? Now let's not go into the realm of fantasy. 
I suggest if you are so anxious to fight a war, sir, let's fight the right one. 
CONGRESSMAN SCOTT: Don't put any words in my mouth. I have enough and I know how to use them. 
MRS. MARKEL: We just had a Secretary for Peace appointed, Mr. Stassen. Do you think that might help in developing a peace program, Senator Humphrey? 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: I think so, and I want to say that I believe every sincere and conscientious effort must be made to search out every possible means of honorable peace. I feel, however, that we have to be very, very careful. We must have no unilateral disarmament, we must make sure that whenever we go to a conference table, 
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· · th A d e of the things that concerns we go. intla po~Ib~nt~fs s;:~~l~ Far ~a~fern question is that it splits me gr ea Y a ou · · t down the middle ourselves an~ our a~h.e~ nfh is talking about. a big power confer-Now this Admmis ra 1011 
• to that conference, unless 

ence, a four-power ~fnfere~c~u~~~v~~ t~r!ounited, would be national 
ev~ryd oneAtofle~~~ ~t ~~o~fd divide us and it would split us up and su1c1 e. . ' . ·t for ropaganda. give the Soviet great oppo.rt~~~ Y . ~urpose of the three-power con-Co~GRtESSd~ANsSs coouTrT differee~~~~ If we were united with all the ference IS o 1scu ? 
ether nations before we ';ert, wf1ik1~g about our allies. I am talking 

SENATOR HUMPHREY· am nited States which would be the about Britain, F rance and the U onference ' And Congressman, I three allies to go to a f~ur po~er.,: I am telling you the truth, that 
tell you very fran~y a~h.Y~on~~ in view of the uncertainty of our if we were to g~ ere IS ld b iddled we would be divided and Far Eastern policy, we wou e r . 
split, because we start ohfft ttha;gv;::· upon our respective positions Now I say we oug o . t th 
because in this agreement, tyhere lS s.nrenaggree. ment then with what MAN SCOTT· ou are l ' , CoNtGRESSl . to be the British and French position and you are the Sena or c aim~ . . ? 
against the Amer~can pioslhon . I must interrupt gentlemen. I Mr. McCormwk: am sorry, tl ~ Congressman wish we could continue. Our thanks to you, gen ~~~r' Hubert Hum-
Httgh ~ott, R_ef~~l~~~n~~o~:n~~~l~~~~fh:::i/s ~~ t~e P.anel, today . . 
ph?·e~h~ ei!J~%Zo~' s fi.rs

1
t disdcuJ;i~d PP;~£:~:J' b~~ter;:J;:~aGr~~[/:th~~ now tn tis 26th yea?'· our~: e . a is Stephen McCormwk btddmg you good-bye. 
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as b1·oadcast simultaneousl11 ovet· the voaat to coad 
t·adio net10ork and tht·ough the television network 
facilitieB of the National TJt·oadcalting Company, lno., 
at·e printed, and a limited numbet· m ·e distl"ibuted ft·ee 
to fm·ther the public intet·elt in impaf"tial di&cuuiotu 

of questio11s affecting the public tnelftwe. 

by 

PRINTERS RANSDELL INC. PUBLISHERS 

810 Rhode Island Avenue, N. E. WASHINGTON 18. D. C. 

The proceedings of the American Forum are held every Sunday afterno~>i• from 
3:30P.M. to 4:00P.M., E.S.T. on the National Broadcasting Cvmpany 
Radio and 'l'elevision Networks in the Continental Room of the Sheraton 
Park Hotel, Washington, D. C. The public is cordially invited to attend 
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