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'niB BIG tSSUBS PCRUM 
(Gov. Meyner) 

Thank you very muc~ Mrs. Sharp, Mrs. White and Mrs. Schiff. I first want 

to say how pleased I am to see so many ladies here today to participate in this 

' discussion of The Big Issues, and I want to compliment Y~s. Kuser and the Women's 

Division for circulating the information that the distinguished panelists on ei-

ther side of me are to discuss these issues and I want to congratulate you on the 

response. I haven't quite determined what the role of a moderator is, but I think. 

about 3:30 this afternoon I could give you a better def inition. But I run most ,. 

pleased to be associated with the six people who are partici pating in this panel. 

The general discussion is defined as "How can the United States meet the challenge 

of today inherent in the needs, rights and~pirations of its own people and the 

people of all nations in a shrinking world on the threshold of the space age. n In 

developing party principles, in developing a program, I think occasionally we're 
h . 

apt to loo!i for our conclusion first and~t~~ to find some facts to justi&' it;I 've 

often felt that some of the vehemence in arguments is predicated more on a lac~ of 

knowledge of the facts than on an appreciation of the facts. And consequently, 

a forum such as this, \mere we're to get the facts from authorities, from people 

who hold opinions should enable us, as the sinew of our party, to bring these is-

sues to our friends and neighbors and those people whom we hope to enlist in our 

and 
party's cause;so that we can better discuss the issues in our respective neighbor-

hoods. I'm so glad again so see so many of you have responded. , lhe. format 

will briefly be this. Bach of the speakers will be expected to speak from ten 

to fifteen minutes. At the end of fourteen minutes there'll be someone stand up, 

someone known as a Timer, and that person will warn the speaker that fourteen mi-

nutes have elapsed and that the speaker is expected to try to terminate his remarks 

at the end of one additional minute. The speakers this morning will give their 

presentation, the six speakers who are with us. Then we'll adjourn for lunch and 

when we return from lunch there will be questions as between the panelists and 

then we'llhave questions from you from the floor. I would hope that during the 

course of this discussion you would try to think up questions which would clarify 

these issues. Those who ask the questions will be e~ected to restrict their 

question to one minute, and being a lawyer I would suggest that you avoid the lead-

ing question--those that suggest the answer--and that you have searching questions. 

At this time•I might say we have further broken up the topics into The Bco---· 

nomy, Education, Civil Rights, Government Standards, Defense and Disarmament and 

Foreign Policy. The first of the panelists will be Mrs. Mary Dublin Keyserling, 

who will address her remarks to the Bconomy. She is the author of nu~rous eco

Internatio.nal 
nomic studies, former Chief of the1Bconom1c Division of the Department of Commerce, 

Director of Research and Analysis, Division of t he Office of Civilian Defense, 



' • 
A. M. 2 

Chief of the Liberated Areas Division of the Foreign Economic Administration, 

Executive Director of the Nat i onal Consumers Le ague. She is currently enGaged in 

private practice as Consulting Economist and Associate Director of the Confer-

ence on Economic Progress, a non-profit organization in Washington engaged in 

economic research and education. I'm very happy to present Mrs. Mary Dublin Key-

serling. (APPLAUSE) 

Governor, friends, I've been asked to talk about the econo:nic issues ,,; 

·:.:1Dday. There are so many of them and they are so vital that t his is almost an 

incredible assignment to try to get through in fifteen minutes. But there is one 

underlying issue that is so vital and is so important and to which all of our other 

economic issues, it seems to me, today are related that I am going to take almost 

all of my time to talk about this one fundamental issue, and the issue as I see it 

is simply this: Do we in the United States today have the good sense and the 

moral responsibility, the moral vigor to rise to the economic issues, to meet 

the problems which are the challenge of our time. Now this is an incredible mo-

ment for you and me to be living in in history. It's absolutely unique. Do you 

realize that for the first time since man has been struggling with his environ-

ment that we in the United States can say this: We have the resources, all the 

resources that we need. We have the equipment, we have the materia~,we have the 

skill to cope with all of our economic problems. No one has ever been able to say 

that before. They can't say that in India, they don't have the resources, they 

don • t have 1he skill. We do. But the question, I repeat, is, "Do we have the 

sense, do we have the moral responsibi~to make use of these resources and 

these abilities and this equipment to rise to the challenge of our times?" This, 

I think, is our main, our major economic issue. This isn't a time when we can 

afford complacency. We have a great deal of unfinished business at home, and 

these are some of the things I want to talk about today. But even more, we have 

a great deal of unfinished business in terms of the challenge of our times,around 

the world and I want to talk about that a little later. These are perilous times 

in which to live and we are called upon to rise to the challenge. 

Now, if we look back over the last five years objectively, or the last six 

years from the economic point of tiew I think you will have to agree that our re .. · 

cord is not very good. We have more manpower every year t more people lookin~ for 

jobs. Each year our skills improve. Our economy has got to grow and grow a good 

deal if we are going to maintain full employment and full production. And our eco• 

nomy has not been growing. An objective study of the facts shows that it's been 

virtually stagnant. 

.... 
The actual record is that over the last six years our economy 

... , .. ..... .. 
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has grown an average of less than one and one-half percent a year, and this is 

the reason why, according to the lat est figures, unemployment has risen to the 

highest level since 1941. JfJe have the resources, we have the skills, we have the 

ability. We haven't been making full use of them. Because we have been negligent 

and because we have failed to grow, because we have not made full use of our re-

sources, we had serious losses. The difference between what we should have done, 

could have done and what we actually did do in these last six years alone, can be 

computed at a cost of about $120 billion in production. That's the production that 

we could have produced and didn't. And when we fail to produce \\hat we can, we 

default, we don't do the things we should in terms of building our national securi-

ty. We don't do the things we should in terms of fulfilling our international re-

sponsibilities. We don't ~et our school shortages. We don't meet our health 

needs. ~11e don't do the things that we need to do. We don't make incotne progress. 

Now, that's water over the dam. One could talk about it at some length. But let's 

look ahead. Let's look ahead to the next six years from now until 1964. We have 

a number of alternatives, but let's just take two. Let's ask ourselves: \lfu.at could 

we do just in six years--which is a terribly tiny time -in history. If we maintain 

full employment and full production, use our resources, not strain them, not over-

use them, but just use them wisely and well, let's ask ourselves what would happen 

if we do that and compare it with what would happen in these six years if we did 

better than we did in these last six, when as I said we did less than one and a 

half persent in growth a year, but let's say we'll do better. Let's say we'll have 

only one recession instead of two in the next six years. Let's say that our ave-

rage rate of growth is 2%. Now I'm going to contrast fuil employment and full pro-

duction, which requires a growth of nearly five percent a year with a slow rate 

of growth-better however than \'bat we have done in the last five years, and ask 

ourselves what this would mean to us in the five years if we choose between these 

two alternatives. Now when I say to maintain full production and full employment 

we have to grow about five per cent a year I say that this is a modest target. I 

know it's modest because this was about our average in the years 1947 to 1953. 
also 

Andthe recent Rockefeller Report on our economy/agrees with this and says that 

the United States should and must set itself a growth target of about five per cent 

a}'ear. So that I thin!t this is not a strain. It compares to about three percent, 

three and a half percent over the last fifty years, and that factors in depressions 

and recessi ons, bad years with good. Surely if we set ourselves and resolve that 

we will not have recessions and ups and downs, then four and a half to five percent 

is a modest rate. Now what's the difference between that kind of grCMth and slow 

growth, or har4ly any growth, well not h!~dly any growth, butlet's say, a better re-
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cord than we've had in the last five years. Do you r eal i ze that the difference 

in producti on in this accumulated six-year per iod would be a to"i:t!.l of $400 billion? 

Now that's just plain arithmetic. It can be shown t hat that's t he difference if 

you accumulate grow1h at five per cent a year as against two. Four hundred billion

- about equivalent to our current production, just a little bit less. Now, think 

of what you could do l f we had $400 billion more in the United States over these 

next six years. It would be enough to give every family in America an additional 

$6000 over the year. That would make a big difference in standards of living. 

But I thinl~ you would agree with me that we wculdn' t want to see that go just to 

every family on an even basis. Some of our people have much greater needs than 

others. And I ask you to remember that we have some unfinished business with re

spect to the standards of living of our people. Do you know that twelve and a 

half million of our families have annual cash incomes of less than $2,000 a year? 

Do you know that about twenty-five million of our consumer units, of multiple 

person families and single person families have cash incomes of under $4,000 a year? 

Now, I couldn't support a family with an adequate standard of living--a minimum 

adequate standard, at that level, but that's nearly half of the families of America. 

They tell us we're in an affluent society, that we can lean back and be complacent. 

These figures tell us clearly we have a lot to do. We dan't afford to be com

placent. We have a big job. The experts tell us that it takes $4,500 to $5,000 

a year to provide a minimum adequate standard of living, and about half of our 

families are not up to this level. Well now, what else could we do then with a 

high rate of growth, a resolve to maintain f ull employment and full production. 

At the high rate of growth we could cut down the number of families at this low 

income level by two-thirds and bring that two-thirds up above the minimum standard. 

Quite an accomplishment, wouldn't it be, in a six-year period, but it could be 

done. And that isn't all that could be done. I'm going on to so~ of the other 

things t hat we could achieve. If we grow at the slow rate could we do it? We 

couldn't do half as well. We could malce a little dent but a very small one indeed. 

Now, what are some of the other things that we could do? If we grow at this pro

per rate and have full employment and full production, as I said, our incomes 

would be higher, and as our incomes rise, we'd all pay more in taxes. We could, 

because you pay more if your income is $10,000 instead of $5,000. But, and here•s 

a point, the federal government could reduce the tax rate and under the high rate 

of growth as compared to the low rate of growth our public agencies, the federal, 

state and local governments, could collect at a lower tax rate $70 ~illion more in 

public revenues. It would hurt less because we'd all be more able to pay, and this 
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as I said, includes a reduction in the rate of taxation. Now, could 

we do something with $70,000,000,000 in public ~nies over the next 

few years? I'd say we could. I think everyone in this room would 

say, IIi Well fo:- heaven's sake let's get busy and j.zn:?rove our na-

tional defense~ We need itJ1 And I think everycne in th:i.s room, all 

of us, as wom~n esyecially, who have a feeling for this particular 

issue, would say we ought to be doing a. good deal more ·.:Jy way of 

foreign assistance. Do you realize how little we are doing for for

eign assistance ? We're spending only about $750 ttdllion this year-

l/6th of 1 per cent of our total output, and two-thirds of the people 

of the world today are going to go to bed tonight hungry. Now, unless 

we rally to this immense and challenging need, we are going to lose 

out, as you and I know, in the great struggle that's going on between 

us and the countries behind the Iron Curtain for the minds of men 

in the uncommitted nations. And so I think with the high rate of 
even 

growth we could easily double c r .J triple our foreign assistance. 

What else could we do? We could do more than defense and more 

than foreign assistance. We'd have enough money to lick the cla2s

room shortage by 1964 completely. These are provable calculations. 

We could rehouse 10 million of our families, and don't forget that 

about a Quarter of our families are living in sub-standanl. homes to

day. We could double social security benefits, and I think this 

needs doing mighty badly. Remember that our average monthly payroont 

for social security to our aged people is only $65 a month--less than 

$800 a year--and I wish there were time to tell you of the income 

distribution of those of our families who are 65 and over. It's a 

really shocking piece of unfinished business~ which should challenge 

us. This isn't all that we could do. We could meet the problenm of 

our distressed areas. We could have the kind of resource development 

that we need so urgently, and we could provide many of the other ser

vices that are equally important. Now a lot of people have a way of 

saying, when some of us talk this way, 1 You 1 re talking about extra- -

vagant spending!" No I'm not, I'm not talking about extravagant 

spending. If you have a high rate of growth, you he,v~ full employ

ment and full production and your income rises, do you reaJ.i..ze that 

you could cut the federal budget relative to the total economy, and 

that's what counts, and be able to do all these things. Now what's 
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the other alternative? Grow at about ~a year as we have, a little 

better than we have don.e in the last five y(.ur::d A-"ld what's going to 

happen? I think "I can promise you that if we move ·3head in that way 

we'll have eleven and a half million more man-years of unemployment. 

W..e 1 ll have higher prices--I wish I could tell yon vrhy that would fol• 

low inevitably: but I haven't time to elaborate :.n it~ per.-haps we can 

later on. We'd have low imports. ~ think world market prices would 

fall--the impact of a low level of our economy on the other nations 

of the world would be frightening, and would be an invitation to even 

further Soviet penetration. Remember that the Soviet economy is grow

ing today at about ten percent a year. I ask you to think of what 

the consequences would be if we grow at only a fifth of this rate. 

We have, as I've said, we are in a struggle for the minds of men. 

Over a billion of the uncommited people of the world are going to be 

making a choice. Pose a ten percent growth on the one hand against a 

two percent. Surely we are challenged to use our resources to show, 

in fact, what our system is capable of. What are we going to do, then 

to avoid a two percent growth rate; to see to it that we don't have 

another period in our economic life such as we've had in the last five 

years? Because, for my money, this is a ~tter of life and death for 

all of us in the world scene. You can see why iP the things that 

I've said, I feel that this is the essential economic issue of our 

time. \1e have a choice. \'le have the resources. Do vte have tre will, 

do we have the moral responsibility~ What are we going to do, what 

can we do to reverse this low level of activity and get back, move 

ahead on full steam? We can spell it out fQUiy objectively. We need 

to set goals for economic growth. We need to revise our tax and our 

monetary polici~s to balance production and consumption at advancing 

rates. We need to have the kind of leadership in our country that 

cares deeply about the needs of our people, about the unfinished bu

siness that we have here at home. A leadership that cares more about 

people than ~ :. :, interest rate. A leadership which rejects the trickle 

down theory of prosperity. A leadership which knows that, as produo

tion advances, purchasing power has got to keep pace, and that means 

wages keeping pace with produc ti vi ty. It means adequate minimum. wage 

laws at high enough minimum levels and covering those who need the 

protection. ~e need a leadership that doesn't try to meet the farm 

problem by pulling out the farm price props and letting income fall 
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so low that it drives farmers into the cities where there aren't 

jobs. We need a leadership that is aware of the problems of small 

business and doesn 't force them to the wall. ~e need a leadership 

that's proud to champion the social gains tha t we can and we must af

ford. We need above all, a leadership that knows that our destiny 

is inextricably linked with that of other nations of the free world, 

and cares what's happening; knows that we can and must lift, help 

lift the standards of living of the people who are now so depressed 

that they can fall easy victims to the easy promises and blandish

ments of the Soviets. That we must have a leadership that lends a 

hand to lift living standards around the world, not just as a barrier 

to communism, important as this is, but because it knows that the 

people of the free world must go together, must go forward together 

or meet disaster. (APPLAUSE) 

(Gov.M.) Thank you, Mrs. Keyserling, for that ~cellent affirmative 

presentation. And now we shall hear a discussion directed to the 

topic of education by the distinguished Democratic Representative 

from the Fourth District of New Jersey, who was elected to the 84th 

Congress in 1954 and re-elected to the 85th Congress two years ago. 

He's a member of the House Committee on Education and Labor. He's 

author of the Thompson bill for federal a id to school districts, 

champion of the federal aid for school construction and sponsor of 

the recently enacted legislation creating a cultural center in the 

nation's capitol. It's my pleasure to present Hon. Frank Thompson,Jr~ 

Congressman from the Fourth District. (APPLAUSE) 

(Cong. T) Thank you very much, Governor ~yner. A discussion of the 

elements most necessary in education for our children, for the world 

of tomorrow, and a discussion of the level of education in nations of 

the free world compared with that in communist nations, and the ob

jectives which we should strive for to improve the quality of educa

tion which 're provide, is a topic which is almost beyond me, I'm 

afraid. I will preface my statements by saying that, unhappily, I am 

not an educator. I'm a lawyer. MY experience in the field has been 

relatively recent. I've had the benefit, however, in four years of 

Congress of hearing aL~ost innumerable people who are educators and 

who have given a lifetime of work to the subject. I think that per-



8 

haps the greatest element needed for the education of our children 

in the world of tomorrow is freedom--the freedom for all of our peo

ple, especially for our young people, to think, to study, to search 

and to express themselves, to read without moving their lips, and 

not be suspected for the ability to read without moving their lips. 

They need facilities. They need good buildings from the kindergarten 

through the graduate school. They need equipment, they need text

books for research, for study and for their everyday classwork. And 

they need to be healthy and happy. The level of education in the free 

world as compared with the communist world is something which is under 

constant study, and only recently have groups of qualified Americans 

been able to get into the Soviet and observe well enough to come back 

and report the progress of the Soviet system. Anyone who thinks : of 

the Soviet as a nation of people wearing babushkas and carrying wood

en rakes is a little bit behind the ti~ Anyone who doesn't realize 

that theirs is an ancient civilization and a great culture is fooliwh. 

Any of you who have read great books-•Dostoyevsky, listened to great 

music--Shostakovitch, seen the Russian Dance, the Russian Theatre, and 

heard Russians in various fields of activities9 realize they are notan 

entirely ;;, peasant country by any means1 that they have a very deep 

culture, that they have an educational system of merit. Their edu-

cational system began man~ many years ago. Its great impetus was un

der the Czar Peter the Great9 when typica l of the European system of 

the day, the most talented and wealthy children were given the oppor

tunity for an exceptional education. They broadened their base now, 

however, and are exerting great effort in terms of expenditures and 

in terms of teaching facilities to improve their system. The gifted 

child in the Sovre t today is identified fairly well, we're told, at an 

early age; is allowed to seek the level of his or her ability. The 

system, of course, is totalitarian? and under it those who are not as 

well qualified as others are shoved off to trade schools, taught man~ 

skills and are shunted aside from those with greater ability who will 

get to the college level and beyond. The system which they have, I 

think for them is working very well. There's been a heavy concentra~ 

tion on the physical sciences 9 on mathematics and on languages. In 

this connection I might point out that in the Foreign Service of the 

Uhited States only one or two percent of our Foreign Service officers 

speak more than one or two languages, as compared to the Soviets where 
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almost everyone in their consular offices and their ambassadorial of

fices throughout the world speaks several languages. I think that the 

crying need in the United States today is to start \tith school con

struct ion. This is a contro.versial subject, but despite the contr-o

versy, we know that more than 60% of our people favor federal aid for 

education in several forms. We have in this fine city here several 

schools which have been ant_iquated for many, many years. We have in 

the United States a situation under which the Federal government has 

taken some of the taxing powers from the states, which in turn have 

taken some from the municipalities, leaving the homeowner to pay for 

an educational system out of ad valorem taxes - a totally unrealistic 

situation. We have a positive and a proven need for federal aid for 

school construction on the broadest possible level. The United States 

of America with its tremendous resources, as pointed out by Mrs. Key

serling, spends only $15 billion total for all of the education ac

tivities in the United States. This includes school construction, 

the maintenance, the operation of schools, the purchase of textbooks, 

of laboratory equipment, college education, college facilities--e~

thing. We spend $8 billion on advertising alone, and yet only $15 

billion on education. I think that it's a great tragedy that so many 

members of the Senate and of the House of Representatives are so im

placably opposed to federal aid for school construction. The reasons 

for the opposition go across the whole spect.rum. Our southern repre

sentatives are afraid in any way of a federal school construct ion pro

gram because of the race issue there. Our conservatives are afraid 

that the budget will be unbalanced and that the federal government 

will intervene in the affairs of operating the schools--something 

which is traditionally left to local boards of education of which 

there are some 40,000 throughout the United States. 

It's a wonderful thing to be able to sit here today and to 

report that finally, after 92 years since the enactment of the Land 

Grant College Act, the ~rrill Act, the 85th Congress passed .a gen

eral federal aid for education bill in the form of the so-called 

National De:fena·e Education .Aot. This is A vqry J:l$c.cu~g-aey addj tion to 

our educational needs but it's just a tiny step in the right direc

tion. It will provide an education for thousands of worthy students 

who would not other\vise have money available to borrow to get that 

education. In the course of the discussion of the legislation and 
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the debate on it, scholarships were eliminated from it, an unfortu

nate t hlng which must be remedied in the future to offer incentives 

to the very best of our students. The humanities were neglected in 

favor of the temporary fear which we have had through the Sputniks, 

so that there's an undue emphasis on mathematics, science and the 

modern foreign languages. There are, however, monies provided and 

methods provided in the legislation by which our gifted students can 

be identified at an early age. And from that step, one step furthers 

Our teachers will be better trained in the future to guide and to 

counsel the children who are so identified. Then the federal govern-

ment will assist the universities and colleges throughout the Uhited 

States in improving the laboratory facilities for the use of the stu

dents who are identified and who will study in those colleges and 

universities. There is money provided, in very modest amounts how-

ever, for educational research into the use of the new media avail-

able--television and radio, visual aids, film, and other such things. 

There is no provision, as there should be,for special help for the 

exneptional child, the gifted one, the blind one, the deaf one. These 

things are all things \Vhich must be done in the future. I think that 

the crying need aside from the physical facility aspects of the edu-

cational problem in the United States is to eliminate interference 

of those who would demand conformity in education. To eliminate the 

influence of superpatriotic groups who object to the presentation of 

facts in · .. . teaching of history. To improve the teaching of langua-

ges from the earliest grades throughout the school, as is done in the 

European system, so that our youngsters growing up will better be ab~ 

to understand the minds and the hearts of the other peoples through

out the world, especially those who speak dif:ferent languages: ~ than 

we do. It's a tragic thing, I think, that we've fallen so far behind 

in the teaching of languages and in the appreciation of the humani

ties. I think that we have interrelated subjects, ]~s. Keyserling 

and I, because surely she will agree, and I hope that we can discuss 

it later, that we don't spend anything like what we should for edu-

cation. But vve have to clear away some of the myths--the myth of the 

:federal government intervening wherever the federal government spends 

money; the lack of : n• .. realization on the part of the American people 

that the federal government is as much theirs as is their local or 

the state government, and that they shouldn't be afraid of it simply 
. .. 

because it's called the "federal" government. I think that we're 
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going to have to convince a great number of people that we can't de

stroy ourtrelves by spending several billions· of our dollars each year 

more than we do now to improve our facilities. I think that we have 

to give much greater freedom to our teachers, and to pay them better, 

in addition to having better training at all levels of teaching. The 

certification of teachers in New Jersey is far advanced over most 

states. In some of the southern states there are as few as ten or 
the 

fifteen percent of/teachers who are qualified by our standards. In 

a mobile economy, in a nation where the people move from one place to 

another, there should be much greater uniforrr.dty in educational stan-

dards. And this should be achieved, as should the construction of 

school .buildings, as should college aid, as should the whole problem 

of educatio~by the federal government which has a responsibility to 

the education of all of its citizens. I can't be convinced by anyone 

who has talked to me about it yet, that a local, elected, quasi

political Board of Education or School Board is as competent to hanUe 

the affairs of a school district as is, for instance, the chief state 

school officer or, as forinstance, are the educational experts in the 

colleges and universities. I'm not an advocate of standardized class-

books, schoolbooks or textbooks, but I am an advocate of better ones. 

I am an advocate of infinitely more freedom in teaching, in expres

sion and in the whole educational system than we enjoy now. These, 

I think, are our great needs. Thank you. (APPLAU3E) 

(Gov. M) Thank you very much, Mr-. Thompson, for your excellent pre-

aentation of the topic of education. There is, I believe, a feeling 

and a program in our Party which subscribes to the idea of equality 

of opportunity and related to this topic is Civil Rights. What we 

do with respect to Civil Rights in no small way affects our ability 

to put into operation our ideals and affects very much our foreign 

policy, and we are pleased to have an expert on this topic today. 

He was formerly commissioner of Public Welfare for the Government of 

the Virgin Islands. He was the housing manager of the Atlanta Hous

ing Authority; a member of the Board of Directors of the Southern 

Regional Council; a member of the National Manpower Council; member 

of the executive committee of the National Conference of Social Work. 
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He is presently President of Hampton Institute, Hampton, Virginia. 

I am happy to present to you Dr. Alonzo G. Moron. (API' LA USE) 

(Dr. M) Governor Meyner, my good friends. Itm sorry I cannot lay 

claim to being an expert on civil rights. I wouldn't if I could. I 

don't kno w why I was invited but I'm very happy to accept the invita

tion for two reasons& First of all it gives me an opportunity to aay 

how pleased I am with the progress you've made here In Ne ~ Jer9ey 

since the adoption of the new constitution. I knew that you had my 

good frjend, Harold Lett, here who I think is an expert in civil 

rights and human relations, but it's most gratifying to know that 

someone had sense enough to use him for the advancement of inter

cultural and interracial understanding. I came also, I was happy to 

accept also, because I want to learn as much as I can about progress 

in civil rights in order to take back with me something across the 

line •••• ! started to say the Mason Dixon Line? but I think it's 

really now the Faubus-Almond Line. -.·;·: .. · : If you've been reading 

the newspapers or looking at television or simply if you've been alive 

in the last few weeks you can see why I need to learn, in Virginia, 

how you here in New Jersey made a transformation from a house divided 

between North and South Jersey to the United State where equal op

portunity within the state is no longer a matter of the right combi

nation of race and geography, but rather a privilege enjoyed by all 

who are prepared and who are willing to take advantage of these op

portunities. I must confess that I was a little bit facetious when 

I said I would like to take something back to Virginia, because I'm 

sure that you know as well as I do that in these matters, the saver~ 

eign Commonwealth of Virginia brooks no assistance, particu~rly from 

Negroes. The truth of the matter is that under the present administra

tion of Virginia Negroes may pay taxes, in fact they had better pay 

taxes; they may be counted, both for purposes of determining the num

ber of representatives we have in Congress, as well as for the variOus 

federal hand-outs that are allocated on a per capita basis. Negroes 

are useful also in Virginia as an excuse for closing the schools, and 

as a stable supply of unskilled labor. The longer we postpone inte

gration in Virginia, especially by closing down the public schools, 

the bigger the guaranty becomes that we will continue to have a good 

supply of unskilled labor, pre ft!rably black labor, and pre~rably la-
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that's 
bo1 :/ willing to work in the apple orchards and the furniture fac-

tories of the Byrd-Stenley machine. Negroes are not useful in Vir-

ginia as voters, even when they are allowed to vote it is impossible 

to tell when the votes are counted. They are not useful in Virginia 

as elected or appointed officials, and they are not consulted except 

insofar as that consultation can take place within the master-servant 

relationship. And that's ~hy it's difficult for one who comes from 
""1 

Virginia to talk to you a bout civil rights today at this most cri-

tical era in our history. I'll try my best, hovrever, to share with 

you some of my thinking t.ri what I think to be the critic al issue in 

this particular area. Because if I could be heard in Virginia, I 
it i it 

would say/there as I say/hereJ The time is running out on gr~dualism 

Tireis running out on democracy that is not color-blind. Time is r~ 

ning out on ~f.; ;· ~ racial bigotry and race hate. Time is running out 

on the denial of equal opportunity under the guise of protecting 
The 

states' rights./ promises of full freedom, of full citizenship that 

have been held out to the Negro people and to the Indian people and 

to the Spanish-speaking people, if they would only be patient, if 

they would only be industrious, if they'd only be law-abiding--all 

these promises have proven to be false and misleading. And now Ne-

groes are beginning to realize that they, too, have to share some 

responsibility for the posture that the Uhited States presents to the 

worJd. They've begun to realize that we cannot discharge our re-

sponsibilities adequately if we continue to accept second-class ci

tizenship. We see this not only in the domestic scene, but we see it 

even more dramatically in the area of foreign relations, bscause toda;y 

one of the characteristics of our time is the fact that no nation, no 

people can live in privacy. The extent to which our communications 

are developed means that each nation lives its most intimate portions 

of its life in a goldfish bowl. What happens today in Greenville, 

Mississippi or Greenville, South Carolina can be heard about almost 

immediately in the remotest part of Russia, Burma, Ceylon and Dark-

est Africa. What we need to remember, however, is that what is hap-

pening now is cumulative. Margaret Deland , the distinguished writer 

I think, from New Jersey, in a small pamphlet called "Confession" s 

tells of a conversation she had with a Frenchman who said aamething 

to this effect: "Can you call yourself a democracy, you who gave the 

colored man the ballot so that he could take part in making the laws 
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of your country and now lynch him without giving him a chance to ap-

peal to these same laws ·:· A sham democracy, madame." This conversa-

tion took place in 1918. Last year a survey was made of popular mu-

sic in Southeast Asia. The survey was made at the height of the po

pularity of Rock-n-Roll music, and the song tha t came out ahead was a 

song called ttRock Around The Clock". But an information officer of 

the United States Government confided to a visitor that in his area 

that songVJaS known as "Little Rock Around the Clock". About eight 

years ago a group of diplomats arrived at Miami enroute to a meeting 

of the General Assembly. When they disembarked from their plane 

they were all escorted to the airport dining room except for one ob-

viously Wegro delegate. Instead of being taken to the dining room 

he was escorted to a corner of the waiting room, seated in a canvas 

chair and given a box lunCh and coffee in a paper cup. We needed the 

support of his country on a critical issue in that session of the 

United Nations Assembly. Needless to say, we did not get it. When 

the distinguished Ambassador from India was refused service at a 

Houston airport this insult to a foreign aobassador was known almost 

i1mnediately in every major capital of the world . These are dramatic 

e~amples of how we build the contours in the social map that repre-

sents the United States in the minds of the uncommitted peoples of 

the world . But the tragedy is that for e ach of these examples which 

become a headline, there are hundreds of others that never get publi-

city or extend beyond the painful moment of embarrassment for hun

dreds of our visitors of color who travel through certain sections of 

our country. The tragedy is ~htened by the fact that all of these 

incidents of embarrassment do not take place when we entertain visi-

tors. They take place also when we send people and accredit them to 
..I-t '"s a 

foreign countries. · ~standing joke in the Republic of Haiti that 

whenever t here is a downfall of the government--of the Haitian go -

vernment--no matter for what reason, the first place tha t's attacked 
United States Embassy~ not the u.s. Embassy .I~ sorqr.th.,:) 

or stormed or burned is the/country club patronized .. uy the American 

diplomats. At the Bandung Conference Carlos Romulo, the distinguished 

representative from the Philippines spoke with great feeling about 

the searing experience of being demeaned in his own land, of being 

systematically relegated to subject status, not only politically and 

economically and militarily but racially as well. And that's why it 
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is so terribly important tha t our national government assume leader

ship in safeguarding the civil rights for its own citizens. Because 

when these incidents occur it is not enough for us to say byway of 

explanation, by way of apology, that the person involved was from 

Mississippi, or from Georgia or from Alabama. To the foreign na

tional be is a United States citizen and he represents us either 

here or abroad. And whether we come from Minnesota or New Jersey 

or Massachusetts we must take responsibility for this kind of em

barrassing conduct. It is only when people here in America, regard

less of race or creed or color, enjoy t he same privileges and share 

equally the same responsibilities tha t we can be sure9 that we can 

be positive, that we can be certain that the proper light of under

standing and equal partnership can shine through our relationships 

with people from abroad. 

During the last few years, particularly since the 1954-1955 

decisions of the United States Supreme Co~rt, particularly in the 

North, we've been hearing some talk that r ace relations have improved 

in this country; that today more people enjoy full civil rights than 

at any time in our history. And many people move from this assump

tion to the conclusion that the Supreme Court decision of 1954 has 

eto:pped the progress t~1at was being Imde in race rela tions in this 

country. If we are to recognize this issue for what it is, we must 

recognize that there is a question as to the quality of that adjust

ment which was tru(ing place prior to 1954. I'm sure that many peo

ple who say this, that the Supreme Court blocked progress, the Su

preme Court decision blocked progress, say this in good faith, but 

I'm also positive that they speak from only limited knowledge of the 

actual situation or with a limited appreciation for what full free

dom and full responsitility can and must mean, not only to us in 

this country, but to everyone of color in the nations of the worl:l. 

Those of us who are closer to the situation and who have been study

ing the changes that have occurred prior to 1954, were not satis£~ed 

with the quality of change. It is true that we were moving in the 

direction of widerparticipation in the ba llot in urban ~reas; it was 

trqe that in some areas, -particularly :::>g;~, in :- urban areas, better 

physical facilities for the education of negro youth. It is also 

true that there was a great decline in the number of lynchings re-
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corded each year. What was not so evident, however, was that all of 

this was being done within the rationale of agreement that in America 

we could have degrees of equality, and that the majority had the right 

to grant or to withhold the privileges of full citizenship. In other 

words, we were believing,, we were being led to believe that freedom 

was divisible and that democracy could trick~~ down and members of 
·. 

minority groups could be satisfied with the left-overs from the har-

vest made more abundant by equal taxes, and equal aacrifices. The 

h · bl t h · · fha t h · d 1 · d h · t f d th t th orr1 e 1ng 1s 1 ync 1ngs ec 1ne w en 1 v1as c.un a ey were 

inconvenient, they were nuisances, that the ear11e ends could be 

achieved by increasing the number of inc id ents when negroes were shot 

~attempting to escape or were shot ~hile resisting an officer. 

Much has been accomplished by way of slow and steady progress towards 

the goal of full equality under the law for every American citizen. 

And though much has been done, much remains to be done if we are to 

convince two~thirds of the world that democracy is not color-blind ~ and 

that the Judaeo-Christian ethic has enough vitality to make brothers 

of all mankind. I think that a distinguished anthropo~ogist from 

South Africa, a white anthropologist, sa id it better than I could say 

it, and I'd like to close with a quotation from a speech that she made 

recently in this country in which She said that if we're going to make 

real progress in this area of civil rights, human relations, we must 

learn to be true to ourselves, and as she puts it: 11 I'm going to sug

gest to you that our greatest inner trut h is that we are hunan beings 

--not negroes or white men. Unless we set aside our sectional racial 

thinking, lt seems to me there is little we can positively contribute 

to the problems of our society, our community and our world. As long 

as I think and act myself white? and you across the tracks do the same 

thing, think and act Negro, we shall never come together. We shall 

continue to stress our differences, one from the other, and with time, 

we'll forget the common humanity we share. We can far more positively 

fight this outmoded monster of racialism by fighting it with like

minded people, than we can by fighting it with like-colored people. 

We are then demonstrating democratic action in our fight for the ex

tension of the democratic way of life, and notbj_!lb can be more stead-

fast." Thank you. (APPLAUSE) 
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(Gov. M ) Thank you very much, D~ Moron, for that excellent :presenta

tion concerning the topic of civil rights. Now we move on ·~ another 

topic, Government Standards, and I'm happy to present our distin

guished guest who is ·.a·: daughter of David Mannes, violinist and 

conductor and founder of the Mannes School. She was a script writer 

for documentary films on American life, including "This is ~rica" 

series, she i& ~~ an analyst of alien problems for the United States 

Government. She VIas author of "Message From a Stranger" {1950) and 

"More in Anger", a collection of essays on aspects of living in the 

Uhited States, to be published in October. She's a staff .writer for 

THE REPORTER. I'm happy at this time to present Miss Marya Mannes. 

(APPLAUSE) 

(Miss M ) Governor Meyner, ladies and gentlen:en. Government standards 

is a pretty big issue; it's an enormous issue for a citizen who is 

not an expert, in other words, ~self. But as a citizen I think the 

most crucial of the many standards of government is the question • i ' 

how much should a people know, how much should a government tell a 

people. In other words, it's the education of ourselves, as a people. 

And the ideas I am about to express are not my own, I have a very 

able ghost writer called Richard lMlhous Nixon (LAUGHTER) and you are 

doubtless by now very familiar with his deathless statements about 

the mail~u~ ~uemoy and Matsu that he d elivered a few days ago. But 

I would like to refresh your memory upon one particular phrase that I 

cannot get out of my head because it's the significant one. The 

whole statement was that the Administration could not let its for

eign policy be developed "on the basis of what random letters show 

the people will support in the light of the minimum and often mis

leading information available to them". I do not know a greater in

dictment of a government by a government official than that! If we 

have been misle4 ... and if we are misinformed, as Mr. Nixon believes, 

whose fault is it? Well, I think there are a lot of people respon

sible, or rather reasons, but obviously fault number one and dere

liction number one is the government itself~ And this goes from the 

top down to the bottom. So let us start with the top and say that 

President Eisenhower, although he has appeared to talk to us, the 

people, a number of times, has indulged in generalities and sedation. 
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He has said noble things, he's said general things, he•s expounded 

fine principles. But I do not remember a single time when the Presi

dent has clearly and specifjcally told us what was ahead of us--I 

mean in real terms, not in the desire for peace which obviously goes 

without saying, not in amity with our allies--! mean the hard facts 

of our future. I do not remember having that come from the Presi

dent. We haven't learned it. Let us go from the President to that 

filter of information, Mr. Hagerty (LAUGHTER). It is a two-way 

filter. He filters the informatio~ for us, the people--in other 

words he screens it for us so that we get a sort of gruel--He also 

appears to screen information from the President. We then have Mr. 

Dulles who, most of the time, keeps his policy under his hat-until 

he tips his hat over the brink •••• It's a mixed ~etaphor but I think 

you know what I mean. The State Department, I understand from people 

in it, a great deal of the time does not know what the Secretary of 

State has in mind until it is out of his mind and in the press. 

They therefore perhaps cannot be critioi~ed too sharply for being 

caught with their suspenders down on a nQmber of occasions. In 

other words, I think we learn remarkably little from the State De

partment which is the most crucial organ of our ·government at this 

point, or at least one of the most. Now, another villain in this 

business, another misleader, a misinformer, I am sorry to say, is 

the Press--not the Press as a whole, but the 90% of the Press which, 

alas, is, has been, and I don't know how long will be, strongly Re

publican. This is not unusual because the owners of newspapers 

are businessmen primarily, and it is a big business. It is there

fore Republican. I wish to exempt immediately the working members 

of the Press who, I think, regardless of the policies of their edi

torial writers and their owners, are perhaps 80 %Democratic in in

stinct. But the editorials are Republican and even so-called ob

jective papers like the New York Times have, in the past years, in

dulged in a kind of weaseling of which they shomUd be ashamed--they 

are much better than that. We then come to the magazine world, and 

we find two of the most po,~rful organs of opinion and information 

(if you can call it that) are TIME and LIF.E, who are, of course, 

tremendous apologists for the Republican Administration. You also 

have the leader of both these publications, Mr. Luce, one of whose 

major aims has been, o;~ course to see that Chiang is 11 on top". Pos-
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sibly even on top of us. (LAUGHTER) I'd like to throw a passing 

bouquet--I'm accused of being a very harsh critic of television, 

about which I write oftan--but I find that perhaps the serious tele-

vision commentators on both networks--Huntley, Murrow . ·. Sevareid--

have done more to inform the people than the government itself or 

I am sorry to say, the press, with very few exceptions. 

Now, when it comes to a matter of security, as to how much 

a people should know, I am the last person to define this. I can 

understand that milite"ry intentions cannot be spread abroad for very 

obvious reasons.(Katzenbach interruptingt ~atch out on that- it's 

what I'm going to talk about) I'll keep off of that entirely, because 

I know nothing9 (LAUGHTER) but I do think that what we must be told, 

~' is the long-range goals of our policies--where we are heading, 

what we want, \~at we need, what we are proposing, how we're going to 

achieve the ends we want. By what means, and again, I do not mean 

specific military means, I mean the means of govermoont action. 

I also say that in this whole business of informing a peo-

ple I do not understand how a people can react to urgency of a crisis 

if the head of state does not reflect this urgency in his daily life, 

and is away from the White House as much as our President is, alas. 

Now, another tremendous standard which has been dumped in rnw lap, 

and again I don't think I am capable of talking about, but will any-

way, i~How can we be assured of ethics in government of the heads of 

department. Now that's really a big one. I have only t wo suggestions, 
a 

to offer. One is/very long-range one: that from grade school up 

we be taught a new, or rather an old kind of morality which we seem 

jo have gone away from to a frightening degree. The whole ethics of 

our nation I think have been incredibly blurred in the last twenty 

years or more •• ~the line between right and wrong being so faint that 

it's practically invisible. I also think that we might borrow some-

thing from our English allies and see that the heads of our depart-

ments in government are directly and wholly responsible for the ac-

tions of their inferiors; that they take this responsibility. Be

cause if they do, then the whole chain will purify itself, At least 

it has proved successful in England, as has the questions in Parlia-

ment. ~e need more debate, we need more responsibility. Now, nua-

ber three is about our representatives abroad as to how the stand

ards of representation can be raised. Are we adequately represented'·· 



·. 

- 20 -

in our Foreign Service. I think they suffer, our Foreign Service, 

under four terrible handicaps at the moment. One is, as I said be

fore, that they really have no long-range policy to interpret. I have 

met a number of them posted in various spots and they wring their 

hands and say: We are a sked daily, "What do you Pl611 to do with fo

reign aid~ What are you going to do about your racial situation? 

We can't answer because we don't know." It is a terrible humiliation 

to be unable to tell people what your own government thinks and plans. 

Second thi ng is, and this has been ably represented by Representative 

Thompson, the lack of language which is enormously important in order 

obviously to know what other people are thinking, to read their news

papers, to mingle with them, and the fact that an enormous majority 

of our representatives do not speak any language except English means 

that they spend most of their time with English-speaking ];e ople at 

the country club, at cocktail parties, and usually the upper echelon 

of society. They never really get down to the bases of life, to the 

people of the country they are in, because they can't understand them, 

they can't communicate with them, and that I think is a tragedy. 

I think a third thing is that high ranking career officers who spent 

t wenty or thirty, twenty at least, yea rs in the service of their coun-

try and were highly expert, are very often bypassed on the most im
the 

portant posts i~foreign service by rich businessmen who may be honor-

able and able but who are not experienced or expert, and who have been 

sometimes given their jobs very often, out of political patronage, 

and not for the basic reasons of ability. The fourth thing I think 

our foreign service still suffers fromm the residue of McCarthy. 

I realize that he is fortunately receding into the distance, but his 

work of destruction remains in that they are still timid, unwilling 

to commit themselves, anxious to conform--it's the old thing of "play 

it safe, don't stick your neck out--- it will be chopped off!" 

Now the whole question, which again is an enormous one, 

How can the average citizen, housewife or householder, become part 

of the world struggle. Really, there is only one way to do it. The 

first thing is self-education--to read both sides of every major is-

sue, to form your own conclusions about what you believe, and then 

to shout, to talk, to write--and regardless of Mr. Nixon's feelings 

about mail from citizens, I can't tell you how important this mail 

can be on qualita tive as well as quantitative terms. I'll never for-
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get seeing a large s~pling of the mail, for instance, years ago on 

the MUrrow broadcast about MCCarthy. And it wasn't just the volume, 

it was the enormous difference between those who wrote attacking 

MUrrow, which were largely illiterate, obscene, violent, insensate, 

and the quality of the mail what was for Murrow, in other words 

against the Senator from Wisconsin, which was with an enormous plu-

rality of letters that were obviously intelli gent, controlled, and 

decent. And I would say that government officials should have a 

better way of evaluating mail. Obviously, you cannot make policy on 

the letters that come in but you must keep an ear to the ground for 

the voice of the intelligent and the responsible citizens of the 
I think 

country. Really ? here/is where we must and can have an enormous 

lead over the Soviet--this is the area i n which our great advantage 

lies, and that is: knowledge. We must be told, 'we must know, we must 

be trusted, because I personally think the American people can take 

almost anything. (APPLAUSE) 

(At this point the recording was interrupted. Governor Mayner 

introduced Dr. Edward L. Katzenbach, Jr., who was Associate Profes-

sor of History, and Research Associate with the Institute of War and 

Peace Studies at Columbia from 1952 to 1955. He served as Director 

of the Defense Studies iTogram at Harvard University. He is a lee-

turer at many leading universities and Army , Navy, Marine Corps and 

Air Force colleges, and is the author of numerous articles for news

papers and magazines, including the New York Times, American Histori-

cal Rev1
. ew, and The R t (pr. Y..atzenbach spoke on Defense and 

epor er.' Disarmament.) 

The f ollowing portion is not verbatim, as DT. Katzenbach opened 

his remarks informally amd they were not recorded. However, he did 

preface his presentation by calling otT attention to the general 

question of our Health--to the casual and often irrational way we, 

individuals, abuse our health by fad diets, overeating, not enough 

exercise, pills and sedatives, and the recklessness of our motoring 

habits which result in thousands of us endangering and very often 

losing our very lives · each year. Since life and health are the 

most priceless possessions we have, this is surely irrational beha-

vier on our part, and in fact one would be tempted to say we were a 

bit mad. Why, he asked, should we then expect persons who are in 

office or in a position to make government policy to suddenly change 
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their ha.bi ts of a. lifetime and lapse into sanity? We shouldn 1 t ex-

pect them to, rea lly, and they do n 't. All of which is reflected in 

the fact that our present defense policies, upon which the health and 

life of our collective na tion depends, are incautious, risky, irra

tional and give ·evidence that we are all a bit mad.) 

(recording resumes): 

•••• when people get into very high positions it doesn't nece

ssarily mean that their judgment has materially i Mproved. 

I'd like to take, if I may, a couple of different ways of 

looking at a present military situation to indicate, if I may, the 

tremendous differences in alternatives which one can see in looking 

at defense problems. Specifically, I'd like to talk about Quemoy and 

Katsu. First I'd like to draw~ image of the problem from a mili

tary point of view in Quemoy and Matsu, and then I'd like to take Mr. 
to do it 

Dulles' point of view, and tr,yj for him as well as myself as honestly 

as possible. 

Vlhen I look at Quemoy and Matsu, the way I see the situation 

is this a In the first place I see batteries of Red artiller~ and 

less dist ance away from the Chinese mainland than Staten Island is 

from New York I see these islands of Quemoy and J~tsu. I know that 

during the past few years we have not in fact been putting any money 

into i mproving artillery. I know that wha tever guns we give the Na· 

tionalists that they will be out-gunned by the Communist guns. This 

I know. I also know that the Communis ts haven't gotten very rough 

in this area lately, and the reason I know this is because I know 

of the capabilities of the Communists--the Chinese and particularly 

the Russians--in the use of mines. That is tosay things that are put 

under the water and blow up as you pass over them. I know that they 

could keep shipping out of that area virtually entirely by the use of 

sea mines and tha t these mines would be almost i mpossible to sweep, 

or to get rid of, because they could be covered by shore batteries 

and these sweeping vessels would have thus an enormously difficult 

time get t ing rid of them. I also know that when it comes to put-

ting air-dropped materiel, food1 ammunition and all the rest of it, 

on ~uemoy and M:i.tsu, that what we're doing is t aking a fa.irly large 

quantity of something which is very scarce, which is air transport, 

and putting it over into that particular situation. The situation I 

also know is not like Berlin because in Berlin we were supplying food 
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and we were not supplying arms, which are much heavier. And there-

fore, from a military standpoint, I would say this is really a rough 

situation. What are the alternatives? Well, one of the alternatives 

which we have quite clearly in this area is that we can use what are 

called small nuclear bombs--tactical nuclear bombs. Nobody can de-

fine exactly what a tactical nuclear bomb is but for sake of argu-

ment it's something roughtly bela~ 20 kilotons do\vn to something on 

the order of 1/2 kiloton, that is to say fr0m the size bomb which -de

stroyed Hiroshima down to something that could destroy this building 

and the State Capitol in one fell swoop. I also know that if we used 

these against the shore batteries that it would get rid of the shore 

batteries, that the Chinese Communist batteries would then be at an 

end. I also know that if we used these weapons that two possible al-

ternatives could occura In the first place the Chinese Co~mlnists 

could say to themselves, 11 All right, we'll let the propaganda take 

care of this particular battle 11 , they would withdraw their troops 

and from the point of view of the rest of the world and particularly 

of the Asian countries, we would quite literally be damned from here 

on out for using atomic bombs once again against Asiatics. 

This is one alternative. The other alternative of course is 
could 

that they ~:::;. ~ use them against us because they have them in roughly 

the s~1e quantities as we do. This being the situation, I wouldn't 

fool around with Quemoy and Matsu. I'd get out no matter how much it 

hurt. Now let's (APPLAUSE) take a look at this image of this same 

situation in Mr. Dulles' mind and I'll rmke this as accurate as I can. 

In the first place, of course, from his published statements we know 

that he looks upon this as an essentially moral issue, that is to say, 

that we have to stop the Conmunists and that that's all there is 

to it so to speak. He also has one other piece of information which 

is not generally booted around very much but which you would get if 

you bothered to look at any of the aviation magazines, am that is, 

he knows that the Russians have ceased building their long-range 

bo~bers, and therefore have so to speak skipPed over that to a con-

siderable extent and have gone rather into the missile field. And he 

knows that at the present time we have a great deal more military 

power from the point of view of total war than they do, and he feels 

therefore, that they will not create a situation which might put them 

onto the brink of war because from a military point of view they'd be 
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though 
in very bad shape--in terms only;of a total war, note, not in terms 

of anything else. Now here are two quite different points of view 

with the same information available to me as is available to him and 

he simply evaluates the thing quite · differently. 

Now, ~ point here is, and the reason why I started off with 

Health, is simply th~: that there are three ugly little words that 

are spoken all the time and those three little words are, of course, 

"he (or she) knew better 11 • Now the fact that these three words are 

used as often as they are in common parlance would suggest to me that 

people somehow or other can't really act on the best information 

that we're all of us just a little bit mad. Now then, what we have 

to do--and here's the problem--is to realize on the one hand that 

we're not all of us always responsible and we have to link this with 

megaton tombs. That's the dimensions of the military problem in our 

time. And not only do we have to link these two things--people and 
rather 

total destruction--but we also have one other;ugly fact to deal with 

in this same connection: The megaton weapon is not necessarily dan-

gerous. Arms races do not necessarily lead to war. We could, for 

example create armaments from now throughout our lifetime in the 

same proportions that we're producing them now and have these all ~

{ensive weapons. That is to say we could be building more and more 

anti-aircraft weapons of whatever size, and this would still not be 

a direct threat of war. What turns an armaments race into a great 

threat for all of us is the fact that we and the Russians together 

are building forces which are primarily, and not only primarily, but 

are most useful when they attack, and not only that, but when they 

attack fi.;s t. --first. 
given 

There is no question or doubt I the vulnerability of forces 

on both sides that despite the fact that disaster will be delivered 

anyhow, so to speak, I mean to whoever starts the war, the fellow who 

gets the first strike has a tremendous advantage. What's the problem 

then? Well the problem is somehou or another to, how will I put 

this, to prevent us from killing ourselves, and this or course means 

preventing the Russians from killing themselves as well. What we 

have to do is to create military forces which someh~ or other can be 

used without destroying everything. Now, how's this done? What 

would I suggest? 

7ell, the first thing that I would suggest is, that the 
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smaller nuclear weapons are not the alternative that lot•s of people 

seem to think they are. The gent~man, Dr. Kissinger, who was sub

stituting for me on this program before I was asked to be on it, 

{LAUGHTER) takes the position--and it's a sort of ·Hegelian position 

if there are any of those interested in philosophy-~ the audience-

that is to say he feels that conventional weapons are old-fashioned, 

total war is unthinkable, and therefore somehow or other we have got 

to fight with smaller nuclear weapons. However, and my criticism 

of his position is this: That it's perfectly possible perhaps to 

fight limited wars with nuclear weapons, but only in a world which is 

inhabited by people as intelligent, as forthright and as philoso

phically oriented as Ur. Kissinger hi~elf. I don't think that there 

are very many places on earth where we can use smaller nuclear wea

pons, aside from our own Southwest, I suppose with Las Vegas taken 

out, the Sahara Desert, the Gobi and Tibet. Because these weapons 

are simply--! can imagine a few of them being used but I can't ima

gine very many of them being used. Therefore, what we've got to do 

if we want to communicate our i ntentions to the enemy is not only to 

pick our battle ground better than Quemoy and Matsu, but also to have 

forces which will show the enemy that we mean business, a1n this, it 

seems to me, is the old force, with conve ntional weapons which can 

actually be moved with some rapidity from one place to another. This 

we simply do not have at the present t ime . iJe haV'e an airlift capa

city for getting troops from this count r y to somewhere else with 

some rapidity of somewhere between 1/2 and 3/4 of an infantry divi

sion. Tha t's all that we can move at the present time. The few di

visions that we have in other words are almost totally immobilized 

today. Th is is a fact. It's on the record. Anybody can read it 

that wants to. It's not in any way secret information. The Russians 

of course know it as well. So that's the first thing that we have 

to do--is to crea te some kind of force simply in order to be able to 

communicate with the enemy by throwing it into battle if this is ne

cessary. This mea ns the spilling of blood, but it also means that 

perhaps we can get away with not s pill i ng all of our blood. That's 

number one. 

The second is the problem of candor. The second thing that 

we need is candor, because information is one of those things which 

if you spread it around enough, lets everybody know where everybody 

el&e is and therefore creates more stability so to speak, in the world. 
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In this connection, Miss ~nes stole most of the last part of my 
to me. 

speech. This most always happens/ I don't know why it is that some-

body doesn't want to put me first on a panel so that I can say my 

say and let it go at that.(LAUGHTER) This information business is 

really the wierdest, the wierdest. For example, we knew nothing 

about the failure of our missiles when the pictures were being shown 

abroad. Let me put it right on the line. I don't think that there 

is anything, anything with the exception of certain tactics on the 

part of the Strategic Air Command and certain tactics with respect 

to our continental defense, that it wouldn't be a good idea to trot 

out in the open. I noticed the other day tnat Gen. Trudeau, who is 

now the Army's Chief of Research and Development 9 before that had ' 

been Army Intelligence, made the claim that the Russians had made the 

advances that they did because they'd stolen so. much from ourselves. 

Well I suggest that the trouble with Gen. Trudeau is ht's:epent too 

much time in that five-sided ivory tower the Pentagon, because any
to 

one who sits at a faculty table and listens/people talking about 

Russian advances in sciences knows that they are perfectly capable, 

as the Congressman has told you, of doing their thinking for them-

selves. In this country what's happened is that secrecy has prevent

ed us from®aking the kind of advances we should have been--there's 

plenty of evidence .'em this from the scientific co:rmnuni ty--. In ad

tit ion to that, it's made us unable to understand the dangers of the 

times in which we live because we haven't given enough rational pu-

blicity to the new weapons and the problems thereof. It's also made 

us almost impossible to get along with our allies, who are supposed 

to be helping us, because we haven't made available to them the in-

formation 1rrhich they need simply in order to co-operate with our 

forces abroad. I heard one horrible instance the other day in which 

we were unable, we were unwilling to give a piece of information to 

the ally simply to prevent him from going into a research and deve~p-

ment program that he was going into, and which made no sense in view 

of the information which ·we had. We even refused to let this ally 

of ours know enough so as to prevent him from spending a great deal 

of his time and energy on essentially useless research. 

I have, I brought along just to illustrate what I mean 

about this candor business, what I call the "All-Purpose Pentagon 

Speech". (LAUGHT:8l.R) This is a series of true quotations taken 
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during the past three years from our officials--military and other-

wise--giving public speeches and testimony bef ore Congress. This 

doesn't quite compare with Mr. Nixon's speech, but it makes much the 

sa.me point & 

r 

•our nation has been making great strides in assuring a modern 
defense. ' 

"Today our security force is the most powerful in our peacetime 
hist ory11 

· We don't have any horses any more. 4LAUGHTER) 

"More efficient weapons are being constantly created and the combat 
power of our divisions, wings and warships~ increased. Our 
Air Force is at the highest state of readiness it has yet achieved 
in its history." 

"The combined total of the nation's armed forces represents a dy
namic military power of true substance." 

I like that one. 

"We have a Jm.rgin of qualitative superiority ever the potential 
enemy in certain fields." (LAUGHTER) 

"We have a Sufficiency of Air Power for the military scheme of 
things in this atomic age." (GENERAL LAUGHTER ) 

Well I've got a batch of them. I've been collecting these things for 

years, but the point is that we~en't told what kind of alternatives 

we have from a military point of view in ~uemoy and Matsu, and this 

is awfully i mportant for all of us I think to know. I say that our 

largest problem today is not organization ~ which the Presj_dent be-

lieves is so important, because organization can only help carry out 

a policy better if a good policy is already created. What we've got 

to do, it seems to me, is to do some nen thinking about a new tteapons 

system. It seems to me that there's a serious time lag in our think

ing about new weapons and what they mean and what they will mean over 

the next ten years. 

And in order to aehieve anything like the kind of thought 

that's necessary, the very first and the most es.sential thing we can 

do is to be more candid. There aren't military secrets involved in 

this to anywhere near the extent that they' r e claimed. What's secret 

is poli£I decisions, not military stuff. There hasn't been any le~ 

of militar.r infor:zm.tion. You can't give 100 a one--not a one. And the 

basic thing that I have to say, and this simply supports your posi

tion, madam, is that secrecy is the most deadening thing in the world. 

Thank you. (APPLAUSE) 

(Gov. M ) Thank you very much, Dr. Katzenbach. I am sure the applause indicates 

how much we appreciated your homecomidt ~~ess. 



-. Now we shall hear from the Democratic Senator from Minnesota and he's been that 

since 1948. He was a former professor of Political Science and former ~myor of 

Minneapolis. He's the Vice President of the American Political Science Association, 

a member of the distinguished Senate Foreign Relations Committee and the Chairman 

of the sub committee on Near Eastern and African Affairs. He's Chairman of the 

Special Sub-Committee on Disarmament. And it's my pleasure to introduce to you 

the Honorable Hubert H. Humphrey, Senator from Minnesota. 
(spealdng on our 

Foreign Policy) 

Thank you very much, Governor .Meyner and my fellow panelists and ladies and the few 

brave gentlemen t~at are here with us this morning. To get right down to the topic 

that is assigned to me and see if we can't com~te this morning's discussion and 

then come back to working each other over in an effort to probe out a little more 

information. I believe that in order to understand the adequacy or the inadequacY.' 

of our so-called Foreign Policy that you have to measure it pretty much in the terms 

that have been utilized here this morning. First of all, you must discuss Foreign 

Policy, measure it and evaluate it in terms of the i~litary struggle with the 

Soviet Union. I don't say that has top priority but that is one of the areas of 

judgment. Secondly, the ideological struggle or the ideological contest, and in 

that area I would put the matter of how we compare educationally in terms of the 

candor of our public officials, the degree of information that is available to us 

to properly understand what is going on in our government. The civil rights aspect 

surely comes into the ideological struggle and thirdly, I would put down the 

adequacy or inadequacy of our Foreign Policy on the economic and social and 

possibly cultural front and this has been alluded to and referred to this morning 

in considerable degree and detail and it is in all three of these areas that I 

think there is too little real hard candid thought and planning. We are today the 

victims of national myths. We need, for example, if we are going to have proper 

Foreign Policy to ~ow ourselves. What kiod of country are,we, what have we got 

to offer, what are the wells of our strength and I'm speaking now of the economic 

strength, the political strength, the cultural, the heritage--our political heritage. 

Do we really lmow ourselves and once that we do really know ourselves, if we ever 

make that evaluation, what do we do with this knowledge in terms of international 

relations, am let me digress to say that one of the wealmesses of American Foreign 

Policy today is that we keep calling it Foreign. This is a negative term and come~ 

from the Victorian or the better to say -- even the Machiavellian age. There is 

nothing Foreign about Foreign Policy anymore. This is international interdependent 

policy because everything relates to the other. We also need to know the alleged 

enemy and know him objectively and that we refuse to do. We learn about the enemy 

after he reveals himself. We refuse to do honest research and report it to the 

people. I've heard the Secretary of State say several times in the Senate Foreign 

RPl~tinns rnmmitt~ that W@ ~nuld look forward to the collaose of the Soviet 
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political and economic system. He lives in this kind of a dream world. Well, it's 

a pleasant thought but of course there is little or no fact to substantiate it but 

it makes good open hearing · testimony like the good professor told us ;-ef the 

sort of general speech of the Pentagon, I've heard that too. When I say know our 

enemy, we should have known about the Sputniks and we did, some people did but if 

youre going to lmow the enemy you have to really believe what you learn and I want 

to pay tribute here at this moment to the Centr 2l Intelligence Agency of our 

Government, it told .... the Cabinet of the u. s. including the President, the 

National Security Council that within the last week of Septe'1Ji:>er and the first 
and 

week of October 1957 the Soviet Scientists, the Soviet Union would launch, put 

into orbit into outer space a space satellite of substantial size. I think the 

Central Intelligence Agency is worthy of a pat on the back for having acquired that 

information. Of course, the truth is that nobody wanted to believe it and not only 

that but if they had of believed it, if they did believe it they surely acted 

pecurliarly because they proceeded immediately to cut budgets on research and 

development and we were much more concerned about the home front political implica-

tions and impact of worshipping at the budget altar than we were facing up to the 

ctDeS facts of science and Soviet achievement. Now when I say know the enemy I 

don't mean to overemphasize or exag.ger.atq,I mean to lmow Jtimand we're generally 

judging the Soviet Union either as a crowd of mangy peasants or supermen. They're 

nei:fhef, they have great qualities, they have some weaknesses. We also need to know 

the situation in which we find ourselves and I want to address myself briefly to 

that. The World situation, the one that r eally exisUi not the one that people 

like to pretend that exists,b¥6e one that's here. It's nice to think that every 

day is sunshiny, but occasionally it rains and if you hap pen to be at the North 

Pole its wonderful to dream that you're down on the beaches in Miami but · ~'' c~ld 

up there, don't dress that way, as if you were in Miami because if you do you'll 

freeze to death. Now what I'm getting at is that we have all too often looked 

upon the world situation not as it is but as w9 thought it ought to be, and have 

designed policies on that basis. And finally, I think we need to know our 

objectives. vVhat are our objectives in Foreign Policy? \'fuat are we really trying 

to do? Are we just trying to prove that Jtuschev 3s a liar, if you're doing that 

that's not dif f icult. Are we merely trying to out debate in the United Nations 

the Soviet Union? Are we merely trying to alert the world that CO"'rlUnists arw 

tyrants? You don't need to do that. Most everybody in the world already knows it, 

and 
~'vespent a good deal of our time it seems to me winning debates like a corporation 

lawyer, winning detailed debates and neve~v~~ating our affirmative case or outlin-

ing some recogrii:table and ascertainable objectives • Now let me go back number one 

. I believe 
to_whdll ,_.l::~J. I won't talre anytime on knowing ourselves because that's what we've 
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been talking about here this morning, what we need to do. I won't mention again 

about knowing the enemy because I think this has been pretty well developed in 

terms of our adequacies G\ll' inadequacies and the Soviet strength and weapons and 

education. !\.nowing ourselves inclQdes some of our wesknesses in the field of civil 

liberties, of civil rights, it includes also knowing that we're the original 

revolutionaries and here's where I get down to--downto cases. What's the matter 

with we Americans? Are we afraid of ourselves? Are we ashamed of our heritage? 

We are the original radicals and revolutionaries and we are by tradition literally 

made to order for this day and age because this is a Revolutionary epoch and there's 

a great social Revolution under way throughout the h~rlQ. Now you can pretend 

it isn't under way but it is and our whole area of diplomacy needs to be oriented 

toward that revolutionary situation. Our Foreigp Service officers need to under

stand that there are great labor movements grCMi~in Algeria and 'I'unisia and 

Morocco and that's it's maybe more important to know the young man that's going 

to be in charge of the labor confederation than it is to know the fellow that you 

met at the last s~loon or salon, I guess they call it. What I'm attempting to say 

is that the niceities, the form of diplomacy today is not nearly as important as 

the substance. I recall not long ago when the Secretary of State let out an an

guished cry that the Soviet were violating diplomatic rules ic 

this terrible propaganda war that they were waging. And I appreciate his feelings. 

It's true that the propaganda rules, I mean the diplomatic rules, of a 

Metternich, Lord C~ll. and the diploma tic rules of early American diplomacy 

were being violated, but this is a different kind of a world. Propaganda is a 

part of a nation's arsenal and the fact t hat ours isn't very good doesn't mean 

that you shouldn't use proporganda. It means that we should improve it, just like 

we attempt to improve weapons~ that are designed for particular objectives, so you 

need to improve your propsganda or your information and you'd just as well make 

up your mind t hat we have to mve a propmganda program just as well as the other 

side only it needs to be better and it needs to be not general but designed for 

the specific situations. Now I said we need to know the situation and I want to 

point out as I said that the ' ftrst thing in the situation is that there's .. 

a revolution on and here's why we're failing in our foreign policy. Because of that 

single fact. I have a few statements here that I made not long ago in a speech 

down before a group of business men in Chicago, so I'll make it to you. I said one 

of the reasons that we lack a comprehensive, integrated foreign policy ~ich I s•y 

we do, ·. · We treat wi. th separate problems, we treat momentarily wi. th the Formosan 

situation, now, Nobody's talking about the M~iddle East any more, now,you know, that 

one is all locked up apparently, except only to break out again. ~tt. Eisenhower's 
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speech at the u. N. didn't solve it a bit, and I submit to you that one of the 

weaknesses is revealed right here, that after the headlines were obtained the 

speech was made, the so-called program was laid down, not a single thing has been 

done to implement it, not one. And the Congress was in session over three weeks 

and could have stayed in session if it needed, if there was a need of additional 

statutory authority. Not a single move has been made, in terms of the economic, 

the social, the political forces that ought to have been set in motion to do some-

thing about this area. Well, then, one of the reason's that we lack a comprehen• 

sive and ~tegrated foreign policy is because a conservative government is incapa-

ble of coming to grips with aworld-wide revolution, and of devising bold, creative, 

flexible policies. I ask this question, How can conservative leaders or politicians 

Who oppose a TVA in the United States really souad true-blue by asking for more 

little TVA's in the Middle Bast? Who do you think you're kidding? How can con-

servative politicians who really oppose planned public works, regional river devel• 

opment, really, really and truly, advocate sincerely and make people believe that 

they're sincere in their advocacy, of massive public works that are required in 

Asia, Africa am Latin America? Which the people of these areas want. In other 

.,rds, how can conservative politicians who oppose these things really have their 

hearts in flood control in Africa and village development projects· in India or in 

Asia? It just doesn't ring true, you see. In other words, how can political 

leaders who can disregard the fact of a recession at home, and this is a good case 

in point, you know. About a year ago, some of us were saying that the recession 

was under way and people in governn~nt said, no, there isn't any recession. You're 

just a prophet of gloom and doom. Well, after while when it became perfectly ob-

vious that even the Department of Labor that was taking a statistical count, found 

that there was four and a half to five million unemployed, the President said, yes, 

that's true, momentarily this is just a seasonal thing and it'll be over in March. 

Well, it didn't get over in March, and so they said well maybe i.U.··. April, and it 

didn't get over in April, it got a little \\Or!:e in June. B ut now it never existed. 

Now, the theory is that it's all over and if it were really here it got over in a 

hurry. First, it didn't exist. Then, it existed. And Dow, it's over. Now, this 

kind of thing, may I say, doesn't really qualify you for intern~ional leadership, 

where people have grave e.onomie problems. How can conservative politiciruhs who 

belittle economic and social planning to which Mrs. Keyserling """s directing her . 
economic and 

attention this morning, resist am object to/social planning at home, here in America :. 

really cooperate with the governments of many new countries where national economic 

and social planning is a must, where the limited amount of capitol must be care• 

fully utilized and t l1e plans must be meticulous, where government planning is an 

,. . -·::: · .... , 
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absolute requirement and where you cannot rely upon just private initiative. How 

can generals, corporation lawyers, and, in fact, some big business men, really get 

in tune with this world revolution. And until you get in step with it and in tune 

with it you can't do much about it. Well, it seems to me the essence of conserva

tive government is dedic:a-tec'4! . to the preservation of the status quo. What's 

happening is that the status quo is being blown to bits. And so we're waging a 

kind of--what I'd like to term, and I don't like to term it, but I must term it-· 

we are becoming the Metternich of the twentieth century. We're trying to have a 

kind of Holy Alliance of our own to put down certain views, and I suggest that that, 

within itself, will lead to very unfortunate results. Now, in the moment that's 

left, what can we do about it? \'Vhat should we be doing? Well I think there's 

been too much emphasis upon the militaryaspects of our foreign policy. I am not 

one who believes that you must not have power . As a matter of fact, foreign policy 

is the use of strength and power an:l the maximization of it. Mas6a:latog it, through 

allies, through combines, through associations of lilte-minded people. I think that 

at times we have weakened ourselves by overaddiction to anti-communism, even in 

places where \~couldn't find communism. Now that doesn't mean that one shouldn't 

be aware of the conununist threat. But there are some things in this world, fellow

Americans that need to be done -if there had never been a communist. And I believe 

that we lose a great deal of our effectiveness by always having to do something or 

that we're required to do some thing because if we don't do it, the communists will 

get us, or get them. I believe we ' d be much more effective if we just did itbeeause 

it needed to be done. I would also suggest tha t we should utilize the United Nati~ 

a great deal more than we do. And I don't mean to use it as an international 

dumping ground for the hot potatoes. I mean to really develop economic policy 

through the U.N~, multilate ~al economic programs , to really develop even greater, 

the multilateral technical assistance programs, to re~lly take the leadership and 

not come in with our f eet dragging, take leadership in Health, and Education and 

Food, and I propose here for example that one of t he things we ought to be doing 

is to develop a World Food Bank into whic h we literalJ y wou!d make deposits on a 

long-term basis of foods and fibres, and call upon other surplus food-producing 

areas to do the same thing, and thereby be able to give some assurance to peoples 

in India, in Burma, peoples in Africa, people where there may be deficit food areas. 

Ttat there \~11 be food available for their economic planning, so that their eco

nomic planning will not have to be held back by the sheer fact of i mpending star

vation. And I s ubmit to this audience that a na tion that has the food surpluses 

that we have ousht to be ashamed of themselves for not being able to use it more 

constructively. I also belie ve that our country ought to take the lead in Health 
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and in Education, rather than constantly bickering with the Soviet. ~my I suggest 

that it ll'.ay·. be a long time before we will ever be able to negotiate anything with 

the Soviet. What about developing areas of strength around the Soviet. \'Jhat about 

taking the func tiona! approach on the sci·entific front, the educational front, the 

food front, the health front, the cultural front. In other words, developing 

through our foreign policy stronger and better contacts, more meaningful contacts 

on these areas, and by so doing, rather than encircling the Soviet with airbases 

which are going to be useless in a few years, if not months, you, in a sense en

circle the Soviet with an atmosphere and with a social system and with a set of 

social and political values that are much more effective in holding back the Soviet 

if she becomes obstreperous, and yet much more effective in penetrating the Soviet 

if there's even a little crack in the Iron Curtain. And I think that's the front 

i:le ought to be on. But we'll talk a bit more about it I guess this afternoon. 

(APPLAUSE) 

* * * 
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